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Title: Further discussion on Demands for Grants under the control of Ministry of External Affairs in respect of the Budget
(General) for the year 2003-2004 (Cut motions moved and negatived). (Not concluded)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The House will now take up discussion and voting on Demand No.30 relating to the Ministry of
External Affairs.

Hon. Members present in the House whose cut motions to the Demand for Grant have been circulated may, if they desire
to move their cut motions, send slips to the Table within 15 minutes indicating the serial numbers of the cut motions they
would like to move. Only those cut motions will be treated as moved.

Motion moved:

"That the respective sums not exceeding the amounts on Revenue Account and Capital Acount shown in the
Fourth column of the Order paper be granted to the President, out of the Consolidated Fund of India, to
complete the sums necessary to defray the charges that will come in course of payment during the year

ending the 31 day of March, 2004, in respect of the heads of Demands entered in the Second column thereof
against Demand No.30 relating to the Ministry of External Affairs. "

Now, the debate will start. Shri R.L. Bhatia to initiate the discussion.
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SHRI R.L. BHATIA (AMRITSAR): Hon. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, the basic objectives of the foreign policy of a country
are to safeguard the independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of that country. The second objective is to
create an external atmosphere beneficial to the country, which is helpful to us in maintaining our development as
well as the national institutions. This policy was formulated a long time ago by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and
administration after administration has been following that policy because that policy was a policy of peace and
good relationship with all the countries, especially with our neighbours. In the pursuit of that policy, India has been
pursuing an independent policy of good relationship with all its neighbours — Sri Lanka, Myanmar, Bangladesh,
Nepal and Bhutan. Of course, the relationship with Pakistan is on a different footing.

In this regard, it is very important that we develop our relations with our northern neighbour, which is a big country,
and that is China. | would like to say that China is not a country but it is a civilisation and India is also a civilisation.
Both the countries have a very good past record of relationship. A long time ago, in the time of war, India sent a
medical mission under Dr. Kotnis and later when China became free, India tried to see that China also became a
member of the United Nations. All these efforts brought the two countries quite close. After attaining Independence,
Chou-en-Lai and Pandit Nehru had good meetings and our relationships were established. In 1954, the agreement
of Panchsheel was adopted and the relations went on very well. Some time in 1962, on account of differences on
border, a conflict did arise and thereafter, up to 1988, there was not much interaction between the two countries.

The credit goes to Shri Rajiv Gandhi who initiated the talks and a breakthrough was achieved in the relationship
between India and China and ever since our relationship has been growing. Three agreements were made during
the visit of Shri Rajiv Gandhi. Thereafter, Li Peng, the Prime Minister of China, came to India in 1991. In 1993, Shri
P.V. Narasimha Rao went to China and a very important agreement was signed for maintaining peace and
tranquillity at the border and setting up of a working group. | had the opportunity of accompanying Shri Narasimha
Rao and signing this agreement on behalf of India. Thereafter, in 1996, President Jiang came to India and the
relationship was developed further.

But in 1998, Shri George Fernandes made a statement that China is enemy number one. Well, that upset our
relations. We were surprised, as there was nothing tangible that happened at the border or in the relations between
the two countries that Shri George Fernandes had to make that kind of a statement in the Press as well as in the



political circles of India. It was a big surprise to us.

Shrimati Sonia Gandhi in a meeting in Panchmarhi in 1999, where we discussed the problems of the Congress
Party, future programme and all that, raised this point about the damage done by the statement of Shri George
Fernandes and how it can be offset. So, it was decided to send a Congress Party delegation to China so that at
party to party level, we may explain to them the friendship between the two countries. Shrimati Sonia Gandhi sent a
three-Member delegation. Shri Natwar Singh was the Leader, Shri Eduardo Faleiro was a member and | was also a
member of that delegation. When we met the leadership of China, they were very happy that the Congress Party
had sent three former Foreign Ministers to explain this position. Later, the hon. President, Shri K.R. Narayanan,
went there - he had quite a clout there; he was there for a long time. It was a very good meting. Later, Shri Jaswant
Singh, our former hon. Minister of External Affairs also went there and relations have become almost normal.

Now Shri George Fernandes has also gone there. It is very good. Earlier, he made a statement that China is enemy
number one. Now, he has gone there as a friend. | hope he will contribute to the friendship between the two
countries and Chinese will certainly be happy to have a statement from him.

Now our hon. Prime Minister is also likely to go to China soon. | would like that we must have some kind of a
package with China with regard to border. It is because we set up a JWG. A number of meetings -- 12 or 13
meetings —-have already taken place. It is such a slow progress and | do not know how many years it will take to
settle this point. This is the only point between the two countries where we have a difference and it should be
resolved. In order to keep a bigger pace, | would like that either we suggest or let Chinese suggest to us and you
take into consideration some kind of a package by which this dispute is over so that there is a greater cooperation
between the two countries. | would like to mention here that all these years, from 1988 onwards, there has been no
incident on the border between the two countries. There has been good cooperation and China also changed their
stance on Kashmir. Formerly they were helping Pakistan, but now they clearly say that it is for India and Pakistan to
settle their differences.

Sir, one more point | would like to say that in 1993 when our agreement with France for the supply of heavy water to
Tarapore was over, France refused to honour the agreement and extend the agreement. They clearly mentioned
that it was because of pressure from America that they could not do it because they told us not to give heavy water
to India. Then, we requested China and China gave us heavy water. So, this is the kind of the cooperation that we
had in all these years and the relations have been increasing. | think it is a great opportunity that the hon. Prime
Minister of India is going there after ten years. So, it should be a historical meeting. It must be a fruitful meeting and
something should come out of it.

We should be ready with our proposal. The Chinese may agree or may not agree; that is their business. Some time
back, the hon. Speaker led a Delegation to China, and | was a member of that Delegation. We had very good
discussions with President Jiang, Mr. Jin Tao, Mr. Li Peng and other leaders. What we found was that they have
been quite engaged in the economic build-up of their country, and they want a peaceful border, especially with
India. It appeared to us, | might be wrong, that they have been very keen to have a permanent settlement with us.
That is all the more reason that when the world is changing, when a new international order is taking place in the
world and in view of the kind of tendency that is developing, that is, the unipolar world, there is a need that India
and China should further cooperate. For that, | would like that more and more 'Confidence Building Measures'
should be taken.

One thing confronted us in many meetings; | went there three or four times. VWWhenever | went there, one pertinent
question put by the journalists or the intellectuals there was that when we have accepted Tibet as a part of China,
as an autonomous region of China, then why were the Tibetans conducting their activities here in this country?
They feel that if India is a friend, a friendly country, then anti-China activities should not be there. The Lama is here
in this country as a revered leader and because he is a religious leader, we respect him. But we cannot allow him to
have political activities in this country. This part of it may kindly be looked into because this issue was raised by
some people over there.

Similarly, other measures should be taken by which our friendship can grow. Luckily, with all your efforts, the trade
has increased from US $ 1 billion to US $ 5 billion and, very soon, | think, we will be able to reach US $ 10 billion.
Their Prime Minister, when he came here, wanted that the trade between India and China should grow. Our Prime
Minister has set up a 'Group of Eminent Persons of India' and, similarly, a 'Group of Eminent Persons of China' has
been made there. It was done at the time of Shri Narayanan. When the President went there, he suggested that the
Government Ministers or the officers could not meet so often and, therefore, there should be non-Governmental
interaction between the two countries. | thank the Prime Minister that he has made me the Chairman of the Group of
Eminent Persons of India. We had three meetings with the Chinese. We are discussing common issues, like trade,
culture and other things, and especially the issue of environment. All the rivers flow from China to India. If there can
be any collaboration between India and China to tame those rivers, it will be beneficial to us. In this regard also,



when our Prime Minister goes there, he should raise this subject because in this way, there will be a permanent
relationship between the two countries. Since common interests are involved, our friendship will grow.

The other point, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, | would like to make is about Pakistan. During Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru's
time, India had a great strategy of non-alignment in foreign affairs, and we had democracy and secularismin the
domestic affairs, and planning and self-reliance in the economic affairs. This policy worked very well in India, but
today, unfortunately, the NDA Government does not have such an integral approach to the problems of India.

Regarding Pakistan, we must say that the conflict between India and Pakistan is based on the ideology and identity
of Pakistan. The central point among the relations between India and Pakistan is the two-nation theory. While
British were leaving this country they divided this country on this basis. Ever since, we are fighting with each other.
There have been three wars and we have not been able to solve the problem. Many efforts have been made by
Government of India, especially by our Prime Ministers, but no fruitful results have come so far. Pakistan always
does things which are against India as such.

What we find is that whenever there is a civil Government in Pakistan, there has always been effort on both sides to
come together. However, the Army always intervened and as a result of that, the relationship does not grow. Every
time we started talks there was always a happening. Earlier we had talks with Benazir Bhutto and there was a
change of Government over there. Later on we had talks with Shahnawaz and again there was a change of
Government. It is the vested interest of Army in Pakistan that relations between India and Pakistan do not get
better. The moment there is peace, the Army would lose its relevance in Pakistan. Therefore, it is a very big factor.
That India and Pakistan are not coming together is because of the Army in Pakistan.

Prime Minister Vajpayee made an effort and took initiative to go to Lahore in a bus and tried to have talks with the
Pakistani leadership. There were lots of hopes on both sides of the border that since Shri Vajpayee had gone to
Lahore, there would be some positive outcome. What we found was that the Kargil war was started. It was started
because the Army did not like it. | am told that the present President of Pakistan, who was at that time the
Commander-in-Chief of Pakistan Army, refused to salute to Shri Vajpayee saying that he came from the enemy
country. That was what was reported in Pakistani Press. Now we cannot expect friendship from the same person.

Again, maybe under international pressure or pressure from inside the country, it was decided once again to invite
Gen. Musharraf to Agra for talks. All of us know what happened at Agra. He brought a big contingent with him,
addressed the international Press here and forcefully spoke his point of view. We did not want that he should meet
the Hurriyat people and yet he met them. He was able to do whatever he wanted to do. | do not know if we were not
fully prepared or what happened. One can say that he went back victorious, as reported all over at that time. India
lost face because we invited him for talks and yet we could not get anything. We could not reach any agreement at
Agra. He was able to forcefully put across his point of view. Some people say that India had always won wars with
Pakistan but always lost in talks. When we talked, it is they who took the advantage and we were not able to take
the advantage.

The Prime Minister has once again offered for talks with Pakistan while he was in Srinagar. All along, it has been
our policy that we will not have dialogue with Pakistan until cross-border terrorism is stopped. The Prime Minister
made this statement a number of times. The Foreign Minister made it and the Defence Minister made it. The Deputy
Prime Minister made the statement categorically that there will be no further talks till they stop cross border
terrorism. But, all said and done, the Prime Minister's offer has baffled the people in India.

Sir, two attempts were already made with a fair mind by the hon. Prime Minister. But there was no response, and it
was a failure. Now, again the hon. Prime Minister has said it, more so at a time when the Foreign Minister had
made a statement.

| congratulate the Foreign Minister for his bold statement when he said that India cannot remain silent simply out of
fear of incurring the displeasure of others. | know what he means and | think, all of us know he pointed to whom.
Then, Shri George Fernandes also made a very categorical statement in this regard.

Sir, normally, | am not happy with his statement. But this is the first time that | am appreciating his statement
because what he had said was that ‘'more than enough, Pakistan is a fit case to launch a strike.' | think, that is the
realistic situation. That is what the position in India is. That is what India feels. There cannot be two yardsticks, one
for Iraq and another for Pakistan. Americans are fighting in Iraq. They have done the aggression there. But so far as
India is concerned, they always advise us: "No, no. Do not fight; always have a dialogue and resolve your problem."

So, | am glad that the hon. Minister has made a very good statement. | appreciate it.

Sir, after the attack on our Parliament, the hon. Prime Minister made a very bold statement on the floor of this
House. He had said: "Enough is enough." He said: "s/@ sm=-9r %t @s1g arftl”



We were happy with his statement. Pakistan is always creating problems for us. We thought that this Government
was determined to do some thing. But | am sorry to say that nothing happened. We sent the Army there and after
nine months we withdrew them. | would like to know from the hon. Minister as to what was the circumstances that
they sent the Army. What were their compulsions, and what were their compulsions when they withdrew them? |
would like to know all this from them.

Sir, the hon. Prime Minister says:"s@ sR-uRr &1 &g erftl” &9 ar a1l 14 78, o/R #t 81 e, g 1 onuA #3gR ¥ % faarl We
are nowhere. We have lost faith. People are laughing at us. India has only made good statements, long statements,
and tall statements, but in action, we do not do anything. So, | would like to say to our hon. Minister that when we
are dealing with such a sensitive issue like Pakistan, we should be very cautious in our statements. So, in this
connection, | would like to ask the hon. Minister as to what our policy is towards Pakistan. What is our national
policy? All these years, we are having a haphazard way of talking to them and meeting them and involving others.
But we must have a definite policy towards Pakistan which | would like the hon. Minister to announce.

Secondly, what is the strategy of the Government to achieve their goal? What are their tools? How will they do it?
What is the strategy and the magnitude by which they would relieve us from the permanent problem of animosity
with Pakistan? | hope the young energetic Minister will certainly guide us in this connection.

Sir, for nine months our Army was there in Pakistan and we Punjabis suffered the most because whenever there is
war, we are the people in Punjab who suffer the most. Shri Vinod Khanna is sitting here and he knows what
devastations took place to our areas. The farmers could not cut their crop; they could not sow even. So, during the
Army movement and all that, all the trade is stopped, factories are closed. For nine months, before the Indian troops
were withdrawn, Punjab suffered the most. They had already suffered in three wars. Now again, they suffered.

General Malik had made a very nice comment. He had said that Pakistan won the war without fighting it. He had
said it very appropriately. The Government had sent the Army, called it back and got nothing out of it. So, what was
the compulsion to send the Army on the border and what was the compulsion to call them back?

We Indians feel that all this indicates one problem. We feel that you are not directing your policies. There is
somebody else, far away, who is influencing your policies. You should go and have a talk but you are saying that
you will not talk unless Pakistan stops cross-border terrorism. Yet, you asked them to come to Agra. The general
impression is, it is the United States of America which is interfering in our foreign policy. | would request the
External Affairs Minister to act as a sovereign State, as an independent State and do not look to them for the
answers. They will not give you the answer. They have one stand for Iraq and another stand for Pakistan. India is
of no value for them except for apartheid, but they have every value for Pakistan because it is an ally.

| am sorry to say that when President Clinton came to India, he had said that America is a natural ally of India. May |
ask you Mr. Minister, has your natural ally so far accepted your position in Kashmir? Does he accept that Kashmir
is an integral part of India? Your natural ally says that Kashmir is a disputed territory.

After the attack on Parliament, when the Government had sent the forces on the border, it was presumed that they
had advised you not to do it and that they would do something when they would be free from Iraq. So, do not expect
anything from them. They have their own national interests. We should watch our national interests.

India has joined the international coalition. It is a support to them. But have they supported us? Has any country
come forward to support us on Kashmir? Therefore, | would request you to depend on your own. You should have
your independent Foreign Policy. You should have your policy to deal with Pakistan. Do not depend on the United
States of America. They will never come to help you because they have their own interests with Pakistan.

| would now like to mention about the new International order. We know, after the Cold War was over, 40 years'
bipolar world was no longer there. The only other superpower, that is the USSR had disintegrated. The Non-
aligned Movement had weakened. No other country in the world but one possesses the qualifications of being the
only superpower which is all powerful, which is a new power, a military power, economic power and science and
technological power. It has set up its own agenda.

If you see the reports of the Pentagon, If you see the reports of various committees where discussions took place, it
appears that America has its own national agenda and that agenda is admonished. You have seen how they are
playing their role in the world. You may see their position on Irag. The other Security Council members did not
approve it, the world opinion was against it yet they carried out their agenda over there. They may say a number of
things, like. 'he was a tyrant, people were unhappy and they have gone to liberate them as also to establish
democracy', but this is wrong. Everybody knows that they had gone there for oil. About 15 to 20 per cent of the oil is
located in Iraq and the American companies could not lay their hands on it.

That was the main reason. The other thing possible is that they always supported Israel and Iraq was the only



country which was a threat to Israel. So, they wanted to remove that threat. The third thing is that they wanted to
teach a lesson to the other countries. America will do whatever it wants and nobody can stop them. When this
situation has arisen, they are calling other countries rogue States, but in spite of our giving so much information
about Pakistan that it is a terrorist country and that they are involved in cross-border terrorism, they are not
prepared to call it a terrorist State, even though the bases are there. Therefore, the situation in the world is fast
changing. It has become a unipolar world. It is very dangerous. It will create imbalances and further problems in the
world. Now, India is a big country. We had a great past. India has played a very important role in the past as a
leader of the Non-Aligned countries. More than 100 countries got freedom with our help and, of course, with the
help of other member countries. India has a big name. We have a moral aspect of our foreign policy also. Wherever
there has been some problem in the world, India has raised its voice. When the Britishers invaded Suez Canal,
India was the first to raise its voice. In the case of Vietnam also India played a very important role in raising the
voice for those people. So, where is that India now? | look to you as to what you have done to this country.

Last year | went to Gulf countries and | met Mr. Hosni Mubarak, the President of Egypt. He asked me where is
Bharat of Nehru and Gandhi? What has happened to you? Why do you not lead the world? The world needs you.
Mr. Minister, what answer should | have given to him? Should | have said that the present Government is not
interested in Non-Aligned Movement?

Now, there are different statements by different people in your Party. Your Advisor, Shri Brajesh Mishra said in an
international conference that Non-Aligned Movement is a shibboleth, while the Prime Minister goes in a meeting of
the Non-Aligned Movement and he praises it. Similarly, there are different statements from different Ministers. As |
have just told you, you said something about Pakistan, Shri George Fernandes said something about it, and the
Prime Minister said something else about it. So, we are confused about your policy. There is a total confusion. You
have no vision and policy. That is how India's position has been downgraded. During Nehru's time, we carved out a
space in the world policy. We were honoured and respected. Today, that place has shrunk. It is all because of the
fact that your Party and your Government has no vision and no strategy in the foreign affairs. This is how India's
position has weakened today. We have become vulnerable. Now it is others who are playing a role in this region.

America wanted to have oil of CIS States. They bled Afghanistan for a long time. They created Higmatyar but he
failed. Then they created Taliban. It was all for oil in CIS States. It is because region of Tajikistan, Kazakstan, and
Azerbaijan is a land-locked area. They want a pipeline through Afghanistan to Pakistan. That is why, for almost 10
years, Afghanistan had to face the music....(Interruptions). Please let me complete. You will have your chance. | am
not yielding. So, around 15 to 20 per cent oil is in CIS States and the same percentage of oil is in Irag. They want
American monopoly there. That is how they created an imbalance in this world. Therefore, Mr. Minister, you could
see how the things are changing in the world, how a new international order based on might is right is being
created. What is your reaction? We would like to know what is India’s reaction to this new development. | would like
that you must answer all these questions which are in our mind and for which India is being downgraded.

CUT MOTIONS
SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL (CHANDIGARH) : | beg to move :
15.00 hrs.
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SHRI AJOY CHAKRABORTY (BASIRHAT): No, it is not correct. ...(Interruptions) It is not a fact. You are distorting
the fact. ...(Interruptions)

st e AR Brardt @ s RerE faar 1 &€ (araem)

MR. CHAIRMAN : Shri Ajoy Chakraborty, without getting my permission, you are getting up. Then, what for the
Chair is?
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FfeY @ifh I8 ara Mt | 2 % oriRaT &1 o wWefe sewe s A 2 ok e #mwel #§ We must understand one thing that
we should not go by what people say. We should go by what people are capable of doing, what countries are
capable of doing. ltis a fact that America has strategic interest in Pakistan and it is looking after its interest.

But even all this, | have to compliment our Ministry of External Affairs. We just had the case of the Ambassador of
America putting in his resignation and going home. There was a lot of controversy that he was not towing the State
Department's line, that he was more pro-India. There was this controversy. It must go to the credit of our Ministry of
External Affairs that anybody who comes to India, they are able to convince him, whether it is President Clinton or
anybody, of our stand in the matter with a very forceful presentation of our point of view. Even for a person, who
has resigned with the post of Ambassadorship and has differences from his own Government, at least that is what it
is said and that is what | come to know, has this to say and this was reported in The Indian Express of 22" of April
on page 9:

"Consistently troubled bilateral past is behind us and it is time to map the glittering future of Indo-US
relations. As | have said, during my stay in India, the fight against international terrorism will not be won
until terrorism against India ends permanently. There can be no other legitimate stance by the US, no
American compromise whatever on the elemental, geopolitical and moral truth. The US and India and all
civilised nations must have zero tolerance for terrorism."

If this is not the language of USA, where would you get an authentic language of USA and where would you get a
more forceful enunciation of the language of our own Ministry of External Affairs? It is the ditto of what they have
said. Therefore, | do feel that there has been a very substantial influence of our policy, of our stand with the
American public, with the American administration and if they are not totally tilting towards us, it is because of their
own compulsions, because of their own strategic requirements.

We take this factor into account and go forward from there. Every country is not going to agree with us. There is no
such thing that they will agree with us; they will look after their own interests. But if we go forward from this basis,
then | think we are on the right lines, and | think, by and large today our Ministry has been able to achieve a great
deal.

With regard to China, a mention has been made. | must congratulate Shri Raghunandan Lal Bhatia for becoming
the Chairman of this Committee, and | am sure a lot of goodwill will come out of our understanding on this. But, it is
a fact that whenever the President of China or any other dignitary of China visited India, our leaders of the past had
one single mantra and that was to say: "Tibet is yours, Tibet is yours, Tibet is yours". Whether they want to hear it
or not, for these things start getting repeated as soon as the visit of the Chinese dignitary took place to India - |
think most of us remember this point - without any reciprocal statement from the Chinese about Kashmir. We were
never able to get that. Shri Raghunandan Lal Bhatia did express his fears. It is because our hon. Defence Minister
Shri George Fernandes had once said that China is our biggest enemy. He was hoping that that statement does not
work against India. It will not. It is not as if we are going to get the friendship of China by praising them morning and
evening. It is a friendship from strength. Yes, he said it. This was his view. Yet, today, in China - he has gone there
- he has been given excellent reception, and a lot of free and frank talks are going on. It is not only if | got invited to
China by praising their President, their Prime Minister, and the Chinese people all the time which is a habit for last
40 years let me tell you, and we have suffered a great deal on that account. Then, they are nowhere. But, if a man
who has set his mind, and his view, and then he has gone there, he is being treated, and he is being talked of, then
his friendship will strengthen. That is the friendship with strength, not 20 days before any visit of the Chinese, this
mantra is : "Tibet is yours, Tibet is yours, Tibet is yours". Pandit Jawahar Lal Nehru said this, not today. Everybody



has said it and it is on record. This point, | think, ought to be taken note of. | entirely agree with you, Sir, that we
must have a proper package. We must go forward from there and there is no rancour on this account; what is gone
is gone. Personally, as an ex-Army man, | hope that China has nothing to lose; we have lost a lot. If we are
prepared to go on, then we may be able to get something back from them.

With regard to Kashmir, the level of terrorism has increased and is going to increase further. Where we used to
hear two persons killed, we are hearing twenty persons killed. The level is going to increase. This is a fact of life. It
is not only that the level has increased, that our defenceless civilians are getting killed, but the terrorists are also
getting killed more and more. Therefore, what is our policy? Is it to go to war with the Pakistan? Is that the answer?

| would humbly submit that in the last two years, we have been able to win the hearts and minds of the Kashmiris as
never before. This is the challenge. They had an election in which hordes of people voted defying the terrorists.
The percentage was more than some of the so-called peaceful States. Hordes of people have voted. It is an
election which is universally recognised as free, fair and transparent. It is an election which the Kashmiris
recognised that for the first time their voice has been heard and recorded in the voting machine. It is for the first time
that during the Prime Minister's visit they flocked in thousands and thousands and with one voice they have praised
the efforts of the Prime Minister to bring peace into the Valley and now with today's Statement, development into the
Valley.

We have seen a lot of terrorism and insurgency and everybody started talking that we must win the mind and heart

of the people. | think, we have succeeded. If we have succeeded in that, that is the main battle that we have won. It
is visible. Today it can be seen. If we have not won the heart and mind of the people of Kashmir, we are well on our
way to win it if this kind of a thing goes. Everybody would get the answer when we have won the heart and mind of

the people of Kashmir.

Before | finish, | just want to mention one point that we have a very large population of Non-Resident Indians. And
again, the Ministry is to be complimented. They were neglected a lot. They were a tremendous source of income.
That was where it was stopped. It is for the first time we have had a conclave where we have called them, we have
made them feel, and those who were there must agree with me that in some ways their feeling for India was so
strong that it was overwhelming. This is something that our brotherhood will only increase in this manner, and |
think, we have to compliment the Ministry for this initiative which they have taken.

There are many other points that could be gone into. As | pointed oult, it is a vast subject, it is multi-dimensional, it
looks after the world 24 hours a day, from morning to night, and it has varied problems. But one point must be made
and must be accepted that the Ministry of External Affairs is taking into account the changing world scenario and
responding in a pragmatic manner keeping the good of the country in mind.

There have been shifts. We are in the 215t century. | do feel that these shifts are in keeping with our role in the
world affairs in the 215! century. And 215t century India is not like 201 century India. There is nothing but a bright
future for India.
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SHRIMAT | KRISHNA BOSE (JADAVPUR): Mr. Chairman Sir, the foreign policy of any country is always based on
national interests. The nation comes first and India is no exception to that. But since our Independence to this day,
India has always had a moral command over the international community for different historical reasons. We were
also very lucky that in our foreign policy matters we were able to have a consensus. We have different opposition
combines at different times, but all the opposition had been very cooperative. We always put forward a unified view
from our side. This was very important. Therefore, India has always been a leader and never a follower in the
matter of international policies. We have always set our own agenda. We have been fiercely independent in our
foreign policy, which cannot be said about many other countries including some of our neighbouring countries that
have always towed the lines of some or other big power at different times.

When we lived in a bipolar world, as we all know, we were leaders of the Non-aligned Movement. Then, the world

order changed. We found ourselves in a unipolar world. | think, India was taking the right stand when India initiated
a dialogue with the only super power of the world. | remember our interlocutor for several past years had been the

then Foreign Minister of India who steadily but slowly tried to build up a relationship between the two democracies

of the world.

Now it is true that we must change our policies whenever the geopolitical situation changes. But, at the same time,
we must keep in mind that we must not let down our traditional allies. We have to keep in mind that our traditional
allies had been Russia and the Arab World. We must not forget them. We have to keep that in mind.

When the Iraq crisis was thrust upon us, again, | think, we took the right path. Some of my previous speakers have
just mentioned the middle path that our hon. Prime Minister had first stated.



Well, what did we do? We did say all the right things at the U.N. and at all other international forums we said that
we believe in a multi-lateral approach to all international crises and we do not believe in a unilateral military action.
That we could not stop the unilateral military action is a different matter altogether. But we did say what we believed
in. In this, we had on our side, the two European powers known as Old Europe, but as a matter of fact the two
countries are coming up again as big powers — Germany and France. Germany and France were with us, not to
speak of Russia and we must see to it, as we are also a growing big power, Germany and France are emerging as
big powers and we must keep up this alliance with them.

Apart from Germany, France and Russia we had world opinion with us which was a great plus point for India. You
saw how people marched in all world capitals in favour of the people of Iraq and we were with them. What should
we do now in the post-Iraq crisis? | think, in the post-Iraq crisis we must see to it that the U.N. is restored to its
previous prestigious position. It is true that the position of U.N. had been undermined like anything in this. But you
know that days when you could occupy a nation and have an occupation force in another country are gone and the
days when you could become a colonial power and you could have your colonies are gone. The days of imperialism
are gone.

Therefore, we must see to it that there is an international forum which will be the power behind which we can stand,
as at present U.N. is the only one. We must see to it that the in the reconstruction of Iraq as also the forming of the
new governance in that country, U.N. has a role to play. That should be what India should pay attention to now.

We are always accused, our foreign policy is accused of being Pakistan-centric. | do not want to sound like that.
But it is true that while we have neighbours all around, we have always a festering problem with one neighbour. But
there also, | think, on the whole India's role has been vindicated. Most of the world powers have condemned the
cross-border terrorism that we had been talking about including, of course, the U.S.A. They had been telling
Pakistan that they must stop this cross-border terrorism. What should be our policy vis-a-vis Pakistan? Only this
morning our hon. Prime Minister had stated that and we need not go into that again. That has been our policy.

We have always put forward a friendly gesture to them. | must say, you all remember and | need not repeat, the bus
journey. But we had Kargil. But even then we called them again to Agra. That also failed. We are having all the time
this cross-border terrorism. But even so, only a day before, our hon. Prime Minister had again reiterated that we are
ready for dialogue at any time because again this is a world when some of us are nuclear powers and we cannot, in
an irresponsible manner, talk about war. Dialogue is the only thing that can solve our problems. The door to
dialogue must be kept open. But, at the same time, as the hon. Prime Minister said this morning, well, we cannot
have one hand stretched only; the other hand also has to come forward to us. So, vis-a-vis Pakistan also, we are
following the same policy.

Sir, this is more or less an over-view. | am not going into issues relating to China because speakers preceding me,
from both sides, have gone into them in detail. Anyway, this is more or less regarding our policy matter.

We are discussing here the Budget, the Demands for Grants. | happen to be the Chairperson of the Standing
Committee on External Affairs. We have laid on the Table a Report on the Demands for Grants. This morning, our
Prime Minister said that these Reports can be discussed, and you can have a discussion on that. | would like to ask
my colleagues to go through it and to see what we have recommended. We have made recommendations. We have
made certain criticisms as well. | am really proud to say that we have a very good team of officers in the Ministry of
External Affairs. | am sure that they will take note of the criticisms that we have put into our Report and will try to
correct those things.

For example, there is the question of unspent balances. We have seen that the amount that had been released in
the Budget, much of which could not have been spent, it had been surrendered or it had been saved and the
officers of the Ministry of External Affairs were very frank. They said that this had become an endemic thing and
they had to do it more often. The other thing we have criticised is about our missions abroad where we rent big
places and pay a huge amount on these. Our policy, we have said, should be to acquire or to construct our own
accommodation and not to go in for such huge rents. They have also given us a list of 14 places, | think, where we
are paying huge rents, but only at three places, we have been able to go in for some construction. These are some
of the criticisms we have made in the Report. | do not want to waste your time on that. You can read it and come to
your own conclusion. Also, we have made recommendations. | know that these recommendations will be taken
seriously.

You all know this. Since this morning, we had so much of talk on the Standing Committees, | am saying this that our
Standing Committees are not that powerful. For example, Foreign Affairs Committee in US Senate is very powerful,
but we are not as powerful as that. We are, what we call, of a persuasive nature. We can only try to persuade the
Government. It is an all-party Committee. Whatever we have said, we have said together. | am sure and | know that
whatever we say is always taken very seriously. If they cannot do something, they come back to us and tell why
they cannot do it and if they can do it, they will do it.



Sir, | stand here in favour of the Demand for Grants that the Minister of External Affairs has placed. | do hope that
India will remain a leader in the field of international relations.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Mr. Chairman, Sir, today morning, the hon. Prime Minister has made a
statement. This is reiteration of what has been stated at Srinagar a few days back. It was an unconditional offer for
dialogue with Pakistan. We welcome it. Some people may call it a roll back from what has been stated by the hon.
Minister for External Affairs. | am not going into the issue of ‘rightly or wrongly'. Even after Friday's unconditional
offer, a few hours afterwards, it was a different voice. The problem is here. The problem is of multi-toned, multi-
tuned multi-voices of Government of India, this NDA Government. One Minister is saying something one day and
another day, the same Minister is saying a different thing. The Minister is saying one thing and the Prime Minister,
on another day or even on the same day, is giving a different signal.

16.00 hrs.

| am just starting from what has been left by my esteemed colleague Shrimati Krishna Bose. We have adopted a
unanimous Resolution on Irag. Some people may criticise it. There should be, and there are always some people
who would criticise it, and there are millions of others also who appreciate it because the sovereign Parliament will
not take its decision looking at who will say what. We have a great tradition and this is a great achievement of the
sovereign Parliament, and the Indian Parliament had adopted a unanimous Resolution firstly condemning the
unilateral action, and secondly stating that the Irag's future will be decided by the Iragi people only. If any one has
any role to play in the matter of reconstruction, rehabilitation, etc. then it is to be done through the United Nations.

Also according to our glorious tradition, we have immediately extended our hand of cooperation responding to the
call of the United Nations with humanitarian help both in terms of $ 20 million in cash and 50,000 metric tonnes of
food products under the World Food Programme. But, my question to this Government is this. Has there been any
active follow-up of the Resolution? What is that follow-up? | find that one representative of Government of India has
gone for a three-nation visit after the Resolution of the Arab countries -- 8 countries meeting together -- and made a
concrete demand. What was that demand? The demand was that Iraqi people only will determine the Iraq's future,
and the occupation forces should leave as early as possible without any further delay. Reconstruction, and all these
things will be done under the supervision; under the guidance of the United Nations only.

I was just looking at the 1999-election manifesto of BJP, and | am coming to the NDA part later on. What do they
say in that? They have stated a very interesting thing in the election manifesto. What do they say? They have
stated that in the recent past they had noticed 'bending of the Government'; and 'bending of this country' before
pressures. This is obviously a reference to the 1991-1996 Government because the Interim Government that had
come up between 1996 and 1997 had hardly anything to spill out. Maybe, a Government during the 1991 Gulf war
had done such things. 'In the recent past' is a reference to the 1991-1996 Government. Is it not a fact that if there
was bending under pressure, here it is crawling even before any pressure?

Look at the Afghan situation. On the issue of international terrorism, the United States had taken certain steps and
on our own we said that we are ready to give this and we are ready to give that, etc. They do not care for us. It is
making such a large country of 110 crore people with such glorious tradition of anti-imperialist struggle, and making
us irrelevant; and making us crawl even before we are told to crawl. They are criticising -- in the election manifesto -
- the previous Government about 'bending before the pressures' that are mounting.

What does the 'National Agenda for Governance' of the NDA, which was their election manifesto in 1999, say? It
says that 'they are committed to demonstrate India's capability to secure for India a place, role and position in the
global arena commensurate with its size and importance'. What is the reality? Are we relevant? Is anyone caring for
us? Even after we made the offer that we are ready to fight against terrorism or whatever you call it, no one cares
for us.

Day after day, when killings took place in large numbers, very sweet words were said about the export of terrorism
from Pakistan or the terrorist activities that are taking place in Jammu and Kashmir. They said, "Yes, we are taking
note of it. We have made a list of the terrorists' organisations". Then, they patted them. The sanctions have been
lifted, and then loan waiver is taking place. Why are we failing to understand that Pakistan is their natural ally in
their geo-political scheme of future programmes? This is the reality, but still, we are hesitating.

What has happened to Mr. Robert Blackwill? | am not supposed to comment on what may be his perception or why
he has resigned and going back to take up an academic assignment and all these things. | am not going into all
that. He has made an elaborate list of his own achievements.

16.07 hrs. (Shrimati Margaret Alva in the Chair)

He says that during his tenure as the American Envoy here, more than 100 visits of American dignitaries and



representatives of the American administration have taken place; and joint military exercises have taken place.
They are the same people who are saying, "Why are you equating the Iraqi situation with the Pakistani situation?"
They are rather threatening us. The Minister, in his generosity, may say 'ignore all these things'. It was a threat. | do
not want to endorse his compulsion because by implication, it was an acceptance of the position taken by America.
This can never be done. Rather, what the Prime Minister said later on and the position taken by him is more
welcome. | am not saying that this has been done under the American pressure. We know that Mr. Armitage is
coming; G-8 meeting is going to take place where Pakistan would have taken the advantage and, ultimately, we
could have been in an embarrassing position.

Even during the Iraq War, Mr. Colin Powell had already stated, "Our next agenda is India. We have not forgotten it.
We will look into this issue immediately after this." This was taken up. This is a new era of ‘Bush-ism' or whatever
you call it. You can equate 'Bush-ism’ with ‘fascism’.

It is not that only Iraq is being bombarded and innocent people are being killed, but even the vocabulary and
principles of yesteryears are also being bombarded. International agencies like the United Nations are being made
irrelevant. They charged the United Nations by saying that it has failed in its duty why because the United Nations
did not agree to the pressures being mounted by the United States to toe its line. This is the positive part of the
situation that even in these days of dangerous unilateralism, they could not mobilise even nine countries in their
support to have a resolution, which could authorise them to go to the war. In this new situation, there are new
dangers.

In this new situation, there are new challenges. At the same time, there are new opportunities too. We have to meet
the new challenges appropriately and properly by making use of the new opportunities, which we are not doing
now. These are the days when a new language is being used. "Pre-emptive Action." What does it mean? It means -
"Might is right; | have a right to occupy; | have a right to invade." What is the charge? The charge is, "You possess
the weapons of mass destruction". Did anybody prove that? No. It is all bogus. Even Hans Blix, the Chief Weapons
Inspector of UN said that this invasion was planned long before the Inspectors started their work. They said that
nothing could be found. "Axis of Evil". Earlier three countries were named in this axis of evil. Now, suddenly, Syria is
included as the fourth country. Indications are that India would be added as the fourth country in this axis.

In such a situation, we have to re-orient our foreign policy in such a manner that we can make our stand purposeful,
meaningful, and relevant in the world arena. My charge against this Government is that such an important country
like India has made itself irrelevant by subjugating to the pressures of American imperialism. This is my charge.

New vocabulary is being coined. "Regime Change". Who has authorised the regime change? Yes, the Prime
Minister had repeatedly said that no country has a right to change a Government except the people of that country,
whatever may be the view of the country, whatever may be the view of the Government, whatever may be its
programme. A new diplomatic language is emerging. "Material Breach". What does it mean? It does not mean
anything but, "Whenever | think there is breach, | will call it material breach. It is all my interpretation. | will say that
they have not complied with the UN resolutions."

They said, "He is a dictator." How many dictators do you want to be shown to you Mr. Bush? We all know how
many dictators of Africa and Latin America are sitting in the lap of the President of America, being encouraged by
America, being patronised by America. Is there democracy in Pakistan? Is there democracy in — | would not like to
take names here — many other countries? There are a host of such countries. What has America done in the
Middle-East? What has it done in respect of Palestinian interest? America encouraged Iraq in its war with Iran. It is
said that America supplied chemical and biological weapons to Iraq. In fact there is a joke on this which goes like
this. When asked as to how America is so sure of Iraq possessing chemical and biological weapons, America says,
"We have got the receipts for those weapons because it is we who have supplied them."

Very dangerous things are taking place. Twelve long years of sanctions have subjected the people of Iraq to untold
misery. Lakhs of people including children have lost their lives. Immense damage was caused to the property. Not
only that, great archaeological assets have been looted in a planned manner. Such a thing never happened in the
world. There is Hague Convention to which America is a party. America is not a party to Kyoto Protocol. They are
not agreeable to many international criminal laws. For them, their might is right. In such a situation we have to very
coolly think over our foreign policy.

We had a great heritage of foreign policy based on national consensus. As our Resolution on Irag was unanimous,
on all the major issues of foreign policy initiatives we had a national consensus. If any distortion had taken place, it
was all started by the BJP-led Government.

MADAM CHAIRMAN : Shri Rupchand Pal, please conclude now.
SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : Yes, Madam, within two to three minutes, | am concluding.



As a result of that, we have become irrelevant. The Government needs to ponder over it. Not only that, we should
extend our hands of friendship. It does not mean sacrificing the national interests. Flexibility and calmness, the two
taken together, will build up a purposeful, meaningful and relevant Foreign Policy. Our Foreign Policy is an
extension of the domestic policy.

If your secular democracy suffers inside, there will be some misunderstanding in the Muslim countries. If the
Christian pressing continues, there will be a rethinking in the Christian countries.

Madam, in the NAM, we are failing to give the leadership. We had stated in the NAM that the Indian Government
would give the leadership; it is committed to making the voice of India as the voice of the Developing world. But
India did not do it. Do we do it in our economic diplomacy? In the WTO, in the Agriculture Agenda, in the TRIPs and
on many other issues, we can make common cause. Even with Pakistan we could make a common cause on
certain occasions.

MADAM CHAIRMAN: Please conclude now. There is one more speaker from your party. Now, there is no time left
for him.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : Today, the debate will continue. The hon. Minister will be leaving for Tanzania tomorrow.
He will be here today.

MADAM CHAIRMAN: Now, please do not waste time. Kindly conclude.
SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : | am just concluding.

Madam, Chairperson, in the economic diplomacy also, we have a lot of things to do. Before the talk takes place with
Pakistan, we should be well-prepared. We should not be as prepared as we were during the Agra Summiit.

The hon. Prime Minister is going to China. China has been our traditional friend. It is a healthy development that our
hon. Defence Minister has been there, and now the hon. Prime Minister is also going there. So, in such a situation, |
fully appreciate the sentiments expressed by my esteemed colleague that Dalai Lama is a religious leader. Even
yesterday some people met me; and | think, they are meeting the other MPs also, saying that Indian soil should not
be allowed for activities which are detrimental to our mutual interest and the relationship with China.

As regards our relationship with the neighbour countries like Bangladesh, Nepal and Bhutan, we should continue to
strengthen it. With Bangladesh, the Government is committed to have an Immigration Policy. We have a long
relationship with Bangladesh because of historical reasons. But some time ago, developments had taken place
which should not have taken place.

The Government, in the Annual Report says: "The guiding principles of Foreign Policy today are founded on
pragmatism and the pursuit of national interest without compromising basic and well-established tenets and
principles."

Madam, what is this? Is it a surrender to American pressures? Is it taking opportunistic position? Even yesterday, |
was looking at certain discussion where it was said that some contracts may be given to some Indian companies.
Some Indian labours may be employed in Irag. We should have to take a very firm position because Irag has been
our friend. Iraq had stood by us even in our difficult times, on the issue of Kashmir and many other issues. We
import oil from Iraq. What will happen to our oil import?

So, these are the issues where, | think, the Government of India owes some responsibility to this House. Our
Foreign Policy and our economic diplomacy should be clear and fair. In a new world of unilaterism, we should
prepare ourselves to meet these challenges, and use this as an opportunity to make ourselves more relevant to
regain the position of leadership in the Non-Aligned Movement as also in the developed countries, in the economic
arena and in the political situation.

With these few words, | conclude.

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN (BALASORE): Thank you, Madam. | rise to support the Demand for Grant of the Ministry
of External Affairs. At the end of the speech made by hon. Shri Raghunandan Lal Bhatia, | put a question. | have
great respect for him and | listened with rapt attention to what he said. | also listened with great attention to the
speech made by my predecessor Shri Rupchand Pal, though | knew what he would say. It is a tape recorded



version repeated over and over again.

Sir, the point was raised by Shri Raghunandan Lal Bhatiaji that during the time of Congress rule — during the time of
Nehruiji, Indiraji and Rajivji — India was a non-aligned country. Now, India has lost its dignity. Nobody cares for us.
Even Shri Rupchand Pal asked; "Does anybody care for us? Are we relevant?" He asked questions like this.

Madam, | am a student of Political Science, forget about the fact that | am a BJP Member of Parliament. When | was
a student of Political Science - | was studying in BA. and MA. - | myself was thoroughly confused about this point
taken by my own country. We said that we are non-aligned. But, when USSR attacked Czechoslovakia, attacked
Poland, and entered into Afghanistan, there was not a single word of protest. Do we really call ourselves that we
are non-aligned? At that time, the world was bi-polar. One pole was led by America and the other was led by USSR.
We were fully with the United States of America. But, still it was a fashion in those days that if anybody was left-
oriented, if anybody was with USSR, he was non-aligned. But, if anybody is with America, he is a capitalist, he is a
bourgeois, and he is a hegemonistic. So, he is not non-aligned. Is it true, Madam? Still | am confused when these
things are repeated over and over again.

Madam, if you are so non-aligned, in 1971 Bangladesh war, when the issue was taken up in the United Nation's
General Assembly, why is it that only six countries supported us? Why is it that more than 100 countries opposed
us? There were so many other non-aligned countries in those days. Why did they not support us in the United
Nations General Assembly? Was this the dignity we had in those days, as told by the other hon. Members from the
Opposition? Madam, after this 11" September incident in the United States of America, and when we deployed our
Army on the border, is it not true that within a span of only three months, 60 foreign dignitaries including Mr. Colin
Powell, Mr. Rumsfeld, Mr. Tony Blair, Mr. Putin and Mr. Jack Straw came to India? Everybody came to India within
a span of only three months. Does it mean that the world does not care for us?

If they did not care for us, why did they come to India at all? Since they came, it means that they care for us. That is
why, | am making this point.

| thank the hon. Prime Minister and | also thank the hon. Foreign Minister for keeping India in a path-breaking
engagement with America. That is a total shift in the Indian foreign policy. That is the real pragmatic approach; and
that is the real national interest that we are having now. We can say many things. But India is passing through rein
of terror. What is the major problem of India today? It is terrorism. Terrorism is the number one problem of India
today. Who is fighting against the terrorists nowadays in the world? We agree that there are many dictators in the
world which America has sponsored. | agree with that. | also agree that America is not declaring Pakistan as a
terrorist country. | fully agree with that.

But is it untrue that America is the only country which is fighting against terrorists nowadays? Is it not true? Let me
tell that it is the Osama bin Ladens, it is the Saddam Hussains, it is the Pervez Musharrafs who are the fountain
heads of inspiration to the Islamic terrorists all over the world. An attack on these people is an attack on the source
of funding; it is an attack on the State which provides safe sanctuaries to terrorists all over the world. You finish
them off and the terrorists will have no source of funding. They will have no safe Heavens all over the world. So, it
is a fact. It is in our own interest that we should be with the right side of history; and the right side of history now is
to be with America.

It is all right that we had a long discussion in this House; we passed a unanimous Resolution — or may be so. On
that day, the leaders had a dialogue among themselves and they decided that nobody else other than the leaders
will be allowed to speak — only the leaders of parties will be allowed to speak for five minutes. So, a Resolution was
passed. The Members of the Opposition Parties pressurised the Treasury Benches to pass such a Resolution. But
you go the street and ask the common man as to what is his impression about the Resolution — whether he is
happy about it or not. We say that it was an expression of national sentiment, but he says that it was a Resolution
of national irrelevance. At the time when the American Army entered Baghdad, we passed that Resolution.

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI : Madam, it was a Resolution of Parliament, moved by the Chair and not by the
Minister. So, to cast aspersion on the Resolution passed by the Lok Sabha would tantamount to insulting the
House. It was moved by the Chair and it had the resolve of the House. How can he question the Resolution?
...(Interruptions)

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : | am not questioning it. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI VIJAYENDRA PAL SINGH BADNORE (BHILWARA): He is talking about the impression of the people in the
street. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI : | feel that nobody should talk about the Resolution. ...(Interruptions)
SHRI VIJAYENDRA PAL SINGH BADNORE : If it was reported in the Papers, what would you have done about



that? ...(Interruptions)

SHRI PRIYA RANJAN DASMUNSI : Madam, how can he question that? ...(Interruptions)

MADAM CHAIRMAN : He has the right to express his views; let him express his views. Please sit down.
...(Interruptions)

MADAM CHAIRMAN: Shri Badnore, he is quite capable of defending himself, without both of you. He is quite
capable of defending himself. He does not need your help.

...(Interruptions)
SHRI VIJAYENDRA PAL SINGH BADNORE : | am not defending him. ...(Interruptions)
MADAM CHAIRMAN: He will answer them. You need not say anything.
...(Interruptions)
SHRI VIJAYENDRA PAL SINGH BADNORE : Let him also not speak. ...(Interruptions)
MADAM CHAIRMAN: No. | have not permitted you to intervene when he is speaking.
...(Interruptions)
SHRI VIJAYENDRA PAL SINGH BADNORE : Then, kindly do not allow him also to speak. ...(Interruptions)
MADAM CHAIRMAN: | have told them also.
| have given the right to speak only to the main speaker.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : But this right does not permit him to question a unanimous Resolution passed by the
House.

MADAM CHAIRMAN: He is talking about the men on the streets. He is not talking about you.
...(Interruptions)

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : Madam, | am not questioning the Resolution passed by the House. | am talking about
what the people in the streets say. | am talking about the people of my constituency. People say like
that....(Interruptions)

MADAM CHAIRMAN: This cross-talk will not go on record.
(Interruptions)*

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : The Arab League did not pass any Resolution against the United States of America. It
is a conglomeration of Islamic States. The German Chancellor at the end of the war said that the war should end
quickly with the victory for allies.

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL : We are discussing the Demand of the Ministry of External Affairs and not the
conduct of America....(Interruptions)

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : You should have told the same thing when Shri Rupchand Pal was speaking. He dealt
with Irag only. About 75 per cent of his speech was on Iraq.

As | was saying, Mr. Putin, the President of Russia said that he did not want America to be defeated. Whose victory
did he want if he did not want the defeat of the United States of America? Even Jacques Chirac, the hon. President
of France, also said that he was happy that it had ended quickly with the victory for allies. France, Germany and
Russia, who opposed it from the very beginning, changed their stance. We passed the Resolution on the same day
that the American Army should quit....(/nterruptions)

MADAM CHAIRMAN: You had also supported the Resolution.

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : Madam, it is just like the statement made by Madam Srimavo Bandaranaike in 1971
when the Indian Army was just going to occupy Dhaka. At that time, she issued a statement that the Indian Army



should quit Bangladesh. That is why the people on the streets are thoroughly confused about the Resolution
passed by the House.

My poaint to the hon. Minister is that he should not go by this type of resolutions of just taking sides. We are
criticising America but it is America

* Not Recorded.

which has asked Pakistan to respect the Line of Control. It is the United States of America which sought assurance
from Pakistan to permanently end the cross-border terrorism. It praised India for the free and fair elections in Jammu
and Kashmir.

It welcomes the initiation of political process with the appointment of Shri N.N. Vohra as the Government interlocutor
in Jammu and Kashmir. America supported the healing touch policy of Shri Mufti Mohammad Sayeed Government
in Jammu and Kashmir.

America has its own compulsion in not declaring Pakistan as a terrorist nation. When any country takes a decision,
it takes the decision on the basis of its self-interest and not on the interests of some other country. So, America has
got its own compulsion. But it is true that Pakistan is going to be the next target of USA. | saw a TV interview just
about seven days back. The BBC was interviewing two of the Senators of Pakistan in Islamabad. The entire half-
an-hour discussion was only on whether Pakistan would be the next target of USA. They discussed it for about half-
an-hour with the two Senators of Pakistan on the BBC.

What was the reply of the Senators? They were saying, "all right, there are so many terrorists in this country but
America cannot chew more than what it can digest'. That means already it has attacked two countries and now it
cannot attack Pakistan because it cannot engage Army in three countries. They did not say that they do not have
terrorists in their country. They are also thoroughly terrorised that now it might be their turn.

Madam, | agree with the remarks made by Shri Tripathi and | would appeal to the hon. Prime Minister and the hon.
Minister for External Affairs that India's relationship with the United States of America should not be Pakistan
centric. If India has some differences with America, it should address them through dialogue and not through knee-
jerk anti-American rhetoric. If we have the differences with regard to Pakistan, then India should undertake an
intensive dialogue with the United State of America with regard to Pakistan alone.

MADAM CHAIRMAN : Please wind up now. You are running out of time. You have already taken 16 minutes.

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : Madam, | am concluding. As regards China, it has been said that Indian soil should not
be allowed to be utilised for political purposes by the Tibetans. His Holiness, Mr. Dalai Lama has been an hon.
guest of India. India is a country which has given sanctuary to all those people who were oppressed all over the
world. In the earlier days, the Christians, the Parsis, the Jews, and even at times the Muslims were also
accommodated. | do not go by the people who go by the British historians that Aryans came from the Caspian Sea
to occupy India. So my point is that India has accommodated everybody and India has accommodated the
oppressed people of Tibet. Now, Chinese have entered in large numbers into Tibet. They are shifting large
population to those areas and 60 per cent of Tibet's population is now Chinese. What is the condition of the
Tibetans in China? They are all class IV employees. They are the jhadudars and the chaprasis. All the good things
of life have gone to the Chinese. | had been to Xinziang Province where the Uighurs are fighting a sort of cessation
war with China. Now, the Hans are inundating that area.a€, (Interruptions)

MADAM CHAIRMAN: Please do no interrupt him.
SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : Madam, there should be some meaningful discussion...(Interruptions)
MADAM CHAIRMAN: He has a right to express his views. Please sit down.

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : Madam, Shri Rupchand Pal thinks that only he can speak on international affairs
because he is here for the last 20 years. He thinks that a Member like me who is here for the last four or five years
only, cannot speak on international affairs.

MADAM CHAIRMAN: You please address the Chair.

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : So, they are totally eliminating and obliterating the Tibetan culture in Tibet. The
European Union has given three years' time to China to provide autonomy to the Tibetans. There is a possibility
that after three years, if the autonomy is not given to Tibet by China, the Tibetan Government in exile, which is in
India, would be given recognition by the European Union.

What the Union Government is going to do? My appeal to the hon. Minister for External Affairs and also to the hon.



Prime Minister, when he visits China, is that they should try to impress upon the Chinese authorities that if not
independence, at least some autonomy should be provided to Tibet. There is nothing wrong in doing that.

Madam, | would just like to cite two instances on Kashmir. | would not like to dwell much on the Kashmir issue
because Shri Prakash Mani Tripathi has already mentioned about it. One is about what a paan shop owner said
after the elections were held in the State. He had said that he did not go to cast his vote in the elections because
he did not know as to whether the elections in the State would be free and fair. Had he known that the elections
would be free and fair, he would have gone taking along with him his fellow villagers to cast his vote against the
National Conference Government. In another case, a common man had said that he always lived a life that was
sandwiched between the Indian Army and the terrorists. He had always a feeling that he did not have any power.
But all of a sudden, during the elections, he realised that he had the power to cast his vote. He went and exercised
his power. The Bhartiya Janata Party lost the elections in the State of Jammu and Kashmir but India won, my
Motherland had won. That is the achievement of my party and that is the achievement of this NDA Government led
by hon. Prime Minister, Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee. Though the party lost the elections but the prestige of the country
was enhanced in the comity of nations.

How did all violence start in the State of Jammu and Kashmir? It started in the year 1987 when the late Rajiv
Gandhi was the Prime Minister of India. It was so because during his time the election process was rigged and that
is why terrorism had started in the State. It is this Government that has helped in eliminating the menace of rigging
in elections. We did not resort to rigging and it is we who have restored democracy in the State.

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL : This is the impression that he wants to give to the outside world...(Interruptions)

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : | would like to appeal to the hon. Minister for External Affairs that we should develop
better relations with the ASEAN countries. We should also establish better relations with the world through the
process of globalisation. We should have capacity building and we should also have good co-operation with G-24,
Group of 77, G-22, G-50 and SAARC nations. Finally, through a Track Il diplomacy, we should see that we develop
good relations with the ASEAN countries in the days to come.

Madam, finally | would like to congratulate the hon. Minister for External Affairs and the hon. Prime Minister for
leading the country in the right direction.

SHRI P.H. PANDIAN (TIRUNELVELI): Madam Chairman, thank you very much for giving me this opportunity to
participate in the discussion on Demands for Grants for the Ministry of External Affairs. Cutting across party lines
the House is deliberating on the Demands for Grants for this Ministry.

Madam, India has been following the principle of Non-alignment right from the days of Pandit Nehru. We all know
what is Panchasheel and | need not repeat it. We have been following the principle of non-aggression. But Pakistan
is engaging itself in the act of aggression. At one point of time China also committed an act of aggression. We
believe in the principle of peaceful co-existence. But some of our neighbours have not accepted this principle.

As regards mutual benefit, we have been benefiting. In the 14" meeting of the Indo-China Joint Working Group on
the border dispute between India and China, our External Affairs Minister or the Foreign Secretary would have
participated. It has to be resolved through the process of negotiations.

As far as Pakistan is concerned, it is our traditional enemy right from the time of partition. The situation got
aggravated after the division of Bangladesh from Pakistan. | would like to tell the External Affairs Minister the
attitude of Pakistanis towards India. About twenty years back, when | had visited the UN, | came down to the ground
floor to take tea in a tea-shop. That tea-shop happened to be owned by a Pakistani young man. He asked whether |
was an Indian. At that time | was the Deputy-Speaker in our State Assembly. When | replied that | was an Indian, he
quipped to say that he would see to it that India would be torn into pieces one day. He had that kind of grudge and
aggressive feeling in his mind towards India after the division of Bangladesh. Therefore, it is very difficult to erase
this kind of feeling. This kind of feeling has been sown into the minds of every Pakistani youth. Now it has been
nurtured by President Pervez Musharraf.

Our Prime Minister has time and again said in all-Party meetings that whenever he raised the question of cross-
border terrorism with President Pervez Musharraf, he used to raise the question of Kashmir. That was the counter
problem that used to be projected by President Pervez Musharraf. | have been consistently making the point in this
House that President Pervez Musharaf's action is not bona fide insofar as India is concerned.

When the Chairman of the Chinese Communist Party visited our Parliament House, we had been invited to that
meeting. We posed a question to the Chairman as to what was his opinion about Pakistan. He said that Pakistan
was their traditional friend. China has expressed that view. Therefore, now we have hot neighbours in China and
Pakistan. There are other neighbours also. There is an act of depredation in drug trafficking and in ISI activities. But



what have we done to curb these activities?

Madam, when we discussed the question of fencing of our borders in the Home Affairs Committee, we were told
that almost all our borders were open. It is a porous fencing. Chinese also can enter India. The barbed fencing is
not complete. On all sides of our borders we have only this porous fencing. We have no compound. Even kings had
big compounds around their kingdom; but India has no compound of its own. Even the barbed fencing is yet to be
completed. Since there is no fencing, there is a lot of scope for infiltration by Pakistanis and Chinese either through
Nepal or from any other border.

And there is an act of terrorism being committed by these foreign nationals. WWhen we deliberated about cross-
border terrorism in this House, we had all expressed our unanimous opinion that Pakistan should be declared a
terrorist State. This was the view of everybody and even the Finance Minister expressed it. | am sorry, he is the
then Finance Minister. You are always looking to me as the Finance Minister. | do not see you as the External
Affairs Minister since you dealt with Financea€,...(Interruptions)

There are two routes — the Cyprus route and the Mauritius route. Since you happened to be the Finance Minister,
you know it and | am treating you like that. It is to facilitate the foreign investors to get a benefit in India. Whether
these two routes, the Mauritius route and the Turkish route, have been closed or not after the amendment? | think it
was in the JPC that we had a deliberation on this point. After the submission of the Report to this House, what
action has the then Finance Minister and the present External Affairs Minister taken to close the route to save the
Indian economy? | think the tax system will benefit those investors.

France is leading the West. Everyone was looking forward to India as to whether it will lead the East. Where are
we? Some Members said that nobody is caring for us. | would say that we need not expect anybody to care for us.
We are proud that we are a big country with a population of many millions. We have natural resources and even
after the Britishers looted us, we are still surviving. Even after Robert Clive was impeached, we have a surviving
economy. So, our country has a rich tradition with mineral and other wealth. Our country is surrounded by seas and
we have sea wealth.

When our Committee visited Andaman and Nicobar Islands, we were able to see from there that one can go easily
by boat to Thailand. There is a mechanism adopted by Thailand. They can come to our territorial waters and drive
our fish to their territory and can help their fishermen. That way, our international sea route should also be looked
into. It should be safeguarded. Of course, the Coast Guard is there. They are taking steps. But the External Affairs
Minister is the monitor and protector of our external region and our internal affairs are being monitored by our Home
Minister. You are the compound wall. You should not crack.

| should say that India is a big country. But we should have a closed hand. We should not open it. If we open it, they
will come to know about it. We have strong States and Centre. Though it is a multiparty rule, it has prolonged for
more than three years. So, it is a stable Government and the neighbouring countries will not have any inclination to
damage our country.

Our Prime Minister went to Kuala Lumpur. The Non-Aligned Summit was held under the Chairmanship of Malaysia.
The subject was revitalisation of Non-Aligned Movement. That Movement has to be revitalised. | think Government
of India would have revitalised the Non-Aligned Movement.

India should be non-aligned. We cannot join a bloc. Small countries join one bloc or the other, like NATO, CEATO
and CENTO. They are small countries. They will not be able to protect themselves. They will have to get shelter
under somebody, under some country. But India is a big country. So, we should be independent. We should not join
any bloc. That was the principle propounded by Jawaharlal Nehru, Nasser and Tito.

In that way, the Non Aligned Movement should be revitalised to create a healthy atmosphere among our
neighbours. All our neighbours are small and they are dependent on us. Bhutan is a small neighbour, Nepal is a
small neighbour and even Bangladesh is a small neighbour. We have helped Bangladesh by giving them grants
and by giving them loans. We have given our locomotives to Bangladesh. It was on the basis of loan. They have
not even repaid that till date. So, India, though a big country, has small source of revenue. With that we have been
able to help our neighbours. Poverty alleviation programmes are being launched here. At the same time, we are
catering to the needs of the poor people who live in and around our neighbourhood.

At this stage, | should ask as to what steps the Government of India has taken to prevent the infiltration of ISI till
now. They have been circulating Rs. 500 notes in our country. They are trying to spoil our economy. What steps
has the Government of India taken regarding that? | would like to know that.

| will finish within a minute. | happen to be a Member in the Consultative Committee of the External Affairs. So, |
know a little.



Hon. Minister of External Affairs visited the United Kingdom to meet the Foreign Secretary. He would have met him.
What is the end result of that meeting? What did you discuss in that meeting?

There is a Millbrook Action Programme of 1995 to deal with violations of Harare principles of democracy and human
rights. | would like to know what decision was taken at the Conference. | would like to know about SADC, the
Southern African Development Community. In that you had a regional organisation consisting of fourteen countries
of South Africa, like Angola, Congo and other African countries. India has signed an MoU on the economic front.
What has happened subsequent to the signing of the MoU?

| would like to know about Indo-Libyan Joint Commission. | think you would have met them subsequently after 19t
October, 2002. What happened in the last one year after this meeting?

MADAM CHAIRMAN : Shri Pandian, you have to wind up now.

SHRI P.H. PANDIAN : Then, there is Indo-Yemen Joint Committee. You have given us the gist of the programme.
Let the House know as to what decision was taken at the Indo-Yemen Joint Committee meeting, which was held in

New Delhi from October 30t to 315!, 2002. One year has elapsed.
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So, probably, he would have circulated to the Department, but the House is not aware of that so far. Therefore, let
us know where India stands in the international arena and let us know where India is dominating. Our people think
that India is in a dominating position in international affairs. Many countries dominate in international affairs due to
their GDP growth. We need not compete with America. That dimension is totally different. We are self-reliant. We
are highly democratic and ours is the largest democracy in the world and it has proved to be successful in the
whole world.

Sir, 1 would like to say that the Ministry of External Affairs has been doing well. Maybe there will be some
shortcomings, but they may not come to light. If there is some issue relating to the internal security of the country,
there will be heated exchanges here and it will come to light, but here the position is different. All the political parties
are cooperating with the Government on all international issues. The foreign policy of the country is evolved by the
Central Government and all the political parties are cooperating with the Government on all international issues.

With these words, | support the Demands for Grants of the Ministry of External Affairs presented by the Minister of
External Affairs who was the former Finance Minister.
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MADAM CHAIRMAN: Please conclude in 2 minutes.
SHRI SATYAVRAT CHATURVEDI : People have taken 25 minutes. | have just begun.

MADAM CHAIRMAN: | know. | am going by the Party time. | can give 15 minutes each. You have finished 12
minutes. There are two more speakers.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR (MAYILADUTURAI): Madam, | withdraw. You please give my time also to him.
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MADAM CHAIRMAN : Shri Bhartruhari Mahtab, you must finish your speech within 10 minutes' time.

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK): | will try to do so.

There are basically three or four points which | would like to mention. We should accept that today we are living in a
uni-polar world. For the last 56 years, the only institution, which actually fluttered the flag of multilateralism or
provided a proof of multipolarism, was the United Nations. | would also like to mention here about the Non-Aligned
Movement about which, | think, a number of times, a mention was made no longer remains a movement. When we
discuss the situation about Iraq or the pounding of Iraq by the coalition forces, we should not confine ourselves to
say that it is only the American forces which were doing this but we should say that it is the coalition forces which
were doing this.

The United Nations, created after Il World War, is actually a creature of cold war as has been reported in different
spheres, was just a mute spectator. At the same time | would like to mention here very categorically that the Non-
Aligned Movement is no longer a movement. It has now turned into a club where around 103 or 107 Heads of State
or Heads of Government congregate for about a week's time, exchange their views and give out their point of view
on different situations and issues.

A mention has been made about Bangladesh and also about the Kashmir situation. | have a different point of view; |
do not know how others would react to it. | was also a student during the seventies just as Shri Kharabela Swain
mentioned that he was a student of political science. We come from the same college though he was few years
senior to me. It was in December 1971 that the Muktivahini forces along with the Indian Forces marched into East
Pakistan or Bangladesh, as it is called now. Today, after 32 years, a question arises in my mind. The question is
that in 1971, even in 1977 and even during Madam Gandhi's tenure from 1980 to 1984, even later on | have spoken
here, that it was a historic moment. | cherish that photograph of General Niaz's surrender; television was not
prevalent then. We rejoiced that we achieved a glorious moment and our Indian Army has achieved which we
always strove to attain in 1965, which we failed to achieve in 1962. That gave us prestige. Every Indian was proud
wherever he went throughout the world. But a question still lingers in my mind. Did we do the right thing? Did we do
the right thing, in the context, when we see that Kashmir is bleeding every day? It has become a killing field today. It
may have started since 1987 or even since 1948. Every year, or every month, to say the least, Indians are bleeding



in Kashmir. The question is whether we did the right thing in 1971-72. When East Pakistan was there, every day,
Pakistan was bleeding; and by the vivisection of Pakistan in 1971, Pakistan has got rid of a decomposed organ for
a different reason of course. Pakistan is concentrating more on Kashmir today. But for us Bangladesh has become
another sore, on another front. We thought Pakistan would be totally confined to the western front and our eastern
borders would be safe. But today that is not so. That is why the question still lingers in my mind. It may occur to
many others also.

I had told earlier that when we discuss about the foreign policy of any country, the only interest a country can have
- whether it is diplomacy or anything else - is not emotional but of national interest. Many things have been said,
policies have been laid out and a lot of money has also been spent on emotional causes. It may be just before the
Vietnam War; it may be for many other reasons. But what was our national interest? Today, what should be our
interest? The national interest can be not him, but to make the country strong. | remember, Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar
was in service in 1989. This occured then. He was present there.

I had the privilege of being in Belgrade to attend the Ninth NAM Conference where in the last night, after around
10.30 or so suddenly we were brought back to the Conference Hall to witness a new chapter to history was being
added. We heard Dr. Julius Nyerere's speech and along with him were the then hon. Prime Minister, late Shri Rajiv
Gandhi. There the "Group of 15' was formed. In 1989 it dawned on all the leaders and on all the members of the
NAM that it is not the right way to proceed, as the NAM is growing. Trade and commerce should be the corner-
stone and we should have a Group of 15 where we can tide over the situation which has developed during the last
so many years after the fall of colonialism, after the death blow was given to colonial powers by Hitler. But there has
been a little change of power centres after the Second World War. Colonalismin a different garte is still prevalent in
this world.

Even today when Indian traders are doing trade and commerce with other countries especially with Latin American
ir African countries, our trade and our commerce has to be practised via Paris, via Frankfurt and via London. We
cannot have trade with Latin American countries directly or through any developing countries. We cannot reach
African countries through Cairo or through South Africa or any other country. We have to go via Germany, via
France or via London and trade and commerce is being determined from those places. Still the same old colonial
practice is prevalent. If you want to be rich, if you want to be economically and militarily strong, then attempt has to
be made to make India strong. But the question today is what attempt is being made to make this country
economically stronger?

| agree, there are many aspects when we discuss about foreign relations. One aspect is how we look at our
neighbours. How friendly we are with them. How much our neighbours believe in us and to what extent they can
come along with us. To inculcate a feeling of fraternity, a big country like ours has to help our neighbours
financially, morally and emotionally in a diplomatic way. | know.

17.33 hrs. (Mr. Speaker in the Chair)

a lot of money has been spent with a number of projects in Bhutan. Though small attempt has been made with
Myanmar, we are yet to open our coffers for investment in Bangladesh and in Nepal in a big way. With Pakistan, of
course, the old Indus Treaty is there. However, there are many other aspects where we can work out. But still my
anxiety is that for the last 56-57 years we are concentrating mainly on Kashmir. We have to tide over that situation
and do not get bogged down in our demoestic problem by highlighting it in international arena. ...(Interruptions)

| was talking about trade and commerce. There was a time when India was rich in trade and commerce. At that time,
we controlled the Indian ocean. the maritime activities. But later on in the Middle Ages, it was the Arabs who
controlled it. However, the Europeans overthrew Arabs and that is how they controlled the landmass for a longer
period.

Now | would come to another aspect of history. The aspect is the Army exerted the first power, which controlled the
land and through Army that power centre controlled the world. They were the super power. At one point of time for a
brief period it was the Greeks, but for a longer period it was the Romans. But later in the middle ages, even towards
the end of the 191" Century, the forces that controlled the sea controlled the power in the world. They were the
Europeans In the 20th Century, after the First World War, even till this date, the power, which controls the sky,
controls the power of the world. We have to accept these facts.

Today, after the demise of the Soviet Union, for the last so many years, more than a decade, it is the United States,
and we have to accept this fact, which controls the sky. How can we overcome this situation of today as a free
independent nation is the big question.? It can only happen by strengthening our economic power and by becoming
an economic giant.

| remember here another interesting aspect and | want to share it with you; it is not a secret though. At that time |



was not a member of any Government delegation; but | was present as a member of the Press in the Oval Office.
Shri P.V. Narasimha Rao was the Prime Minister. An interesting thing happened in the Oval Office. We were four or
five Press persons present there and an interesting question was asked by President Clinton. Perhaps, it was in
1994. The question was : "Mr. Prime Minister, why is it that you are spending so much of money on defence? You
are a developing nation. This money can be diverted to the social sector so that the nation can prosper".

As a member from the Press we were all eager to hear how our Prime Minister was going to react. It was a very
tricky question though. It was a very delicate situation that before three or four members of the Press the President
of the United States of America, in his Oval Office, asked that question to our Prime Minister. ...(Interruptions) That
is way in which they are recognised .

But Rao Saheb was clever to the true sense of the term. He was an intelligent man. He was speaking not only as a
Congress Prime Minister but he was representing this great nation of ours. | remember his reply because that
impressed me very much. His reply was : "India is a functional democracy. It is an ancient civilisation which has
attained freedom after long struggle of 90 years." He explained this because the President, Mr. Clinton said : "As
Japan has progressed, as Germany has become economically strong, why India can not do this? We will protect
your skies." These are the words which he mentioned. He said : "We will protect your skies". It was because at that
time all those missiles like Agni and the like were coming on. That was, perhaps, one of the topics which both of
them discussed during their one-to-one discussion. Perhaps, they might have discussed about it earlier. But before
us, our Prime Minister said : "We have attained freedom after a long struggle of 90 years. You, Mr. President,
support us to maintain the democratic temper of our country”. And it ended there.

| am sure our foreign policy is in safe hands today. | had other aspects also to speak on; but | would conclude within
another two-three minutes. Taking the changed situation of the world into consideration, we should climb out from
the time capsule of Nehru era. | hear in this House and also | read in many other forums where many of our think
tanks always fall back on what happened in the Fifties, what happened in the Sixties and what happened in the
Seventies. But what is happening today? We cannot be confined to a time capsule. We have to accept the situation
of today and proceed accordingly. That is how we can prosper, we can compete and we can excel.

Today when we accept that the world has become a unipolar world and our national interest lies if the world
becomes a multi-polar world, what should we do?

In what manner we can strive to attain our desired position? | think, in that prospect, we have to strive to make the
United Nation more functional. For the last many years, despite whoever is the Foreign Minister and despite
whoever is the Prime Minister, many a time a discussion has been going on why does India not become a
permanent member of the Security Council. | would expect our hon. Minister for External Affairs to throw light on this
issue.

I would also like to state here that more stress should be given on trade and commerce while we expand our
relationship in the world. . The last thing | would like to say is that when we want to increase our military strength, at
the same time, we should also expand our economic strength. Then only, people will listen to us. This may be my
presumption that it is for this reason that — | do not know whether other Members will agree with me or not — a
successful Finance Minister for five years has taken the reins of the Ministry of External Affairs and for this very
reason and a successful Minister of External Affairs has taken the reins of the Ministry of Finance.

Sir, | thank you again for allowing me to expres a few words and conclude by saying that | support the Demand for
Grants of the Ministry of External Affairs.
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"The Bharatiya Janata Party is truly a Party of petty businessmen. It cannot see beyond minor
advantages to be had out of the Iraq crisis. The Indian position on Iraq is a result of certain hopefulness
about strategic gains. As the situation unfolds, New Delhi realises that the war in Iraq will create a
firmament in the Muslim world. Iraq is just the beginning of the Americans engagement in a Muslim
country. Subsequently, it would have to deal with Iran, Saudi Arabia, Pakistan and others. There are
powerful forces in New Delhi which are looking at the conflict in Iraq through communal glasses and
believe that India stands to gain from this conflict of civilisations."
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"Pakistan is a friend and a strategic ally."
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"Pakistan is a very close friend of ours."
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MR. SPEAKER: With the approval of the House, | extend the sitting of the House till the debate on this issue and
the Minister's reply are over, and the Demands for Grants are voted.
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SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL (LATUR): We object to these kinds of statements being made here. If these kinds of
statements were made, we would be entitled to rebut these statements. ...(Interruptions)
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SHRI AJOY CHAKRABORTY (BASIRHAT): Sir, after 200 years of freedom struggle, we got Independence from the
British imperialism. After Independence, the then Government under the leadership of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru
decided the foreign policy of our country. It was a policy of non-alignment. That policy was approved and supported
by the entire nation. That policy was decided with consensus and it was approved by the countrymen also.

Sir, our Communist Party of India had huge differences with the Congress Party and we did fight against the misrule
of the Congress Party not only at the Centre but in the States also. We have suffered irreparable loss. So many
comrades of ours were put in jail. They sacrificed their lives while fighting against the misrule of the Congress
Party. In spite of that, we wholeheartedly supported the foreign policy of the then Government. We wholeheartedly
cooperated with the then Government as far as foreign policy was concerned.

Sir, our traditional, glorious, and age-old foreign policy was maintained up to the time of the United Front
Government. But since the BJP Government has come into power, there is a shift in that glorious and age-old
foreign policy.

| fully agree with Shri Bhatia that our foreign policy is being decided as per the dictats of Washington. The former
President of the USA, Mr. Bill Clinton, while addressing the Joint Session, said that India is their natural ally. | quite
sharply differ from his version. If India is a natural ally of the USA, why do the USA not refrain Pakistan from
indulging in cross-border terrorism? Pakistan wants to destabilise our country right from Jammu and Kashmir to
North-Eastern States. With this mischievous design, they are continuing with the anti-Indian activities at the behest
of the USA. They are doing all this mischief against our nation and our motherland with direct or indirect support of
the USA. The American President, their leaders come to India and have discussions with our Prime Minister and the
Minister of External Affairs. After that they go to Pakistan and sitting with Mr. Nawaj Sharief and Mr. Parvez
Musharraf, they are sponsoring many things there. They are rendering full assistance, cooperation, and financial
assistance to Pakistan so that they can use their Armed Forces against India. Mr. Colin Powell told — everybody
knows that — that after the Iraqg issue, they will settle the issue of Jammu and Kashmir. Who is Mr. Colin Powell to
settle this issue? We do not want any third party intervention. We can settle such issues through bilateral talks with
Pakistan and other neighbouring countries.

The United States unilaterally, along with the support of its greatest sycophant Tony Blair, ignoring all public
opinion, bypassing and neglecting the Security Council, attacked Iraq and unleashed a fatal assault on humanity,
killing thousands and thousands of innocent children and women. | am sorry to say that at that point of time our hon.
Prime Minister had said in this House that we would follow a middle path. What is a middle path? Either one is in
favour of war, or one is against war. | would like to take this opportunity to remind the hon. Members of this august
House that whenever the world had been in the throes of a deep crisis, in the olden days, our former Prime
Ministers Pandit Jawahar Lal Nehru and the late Indira Gandhi gave the leadership. | would like to recall that when
France and England took the plea of Suez Canal to attack Egypt, the then Prime Minister of India Pandit Jawahar
Lal Nehru took a bold step against this attack. Whenever the world has been in the throes of a deep crisis, our
former Prime Ministers, Pandit Jawahar Lal Nehru and the late Indira Gandhi took a bold stand and the entire nation
was behind them. But in the present days, | am sorry to say that our present Government has failed to take a bold
stand against the United States of America. The "Might is right' principle is being pursued by them. They are the big
brothers of the world. They already have attacked Iraq and are now targeting Iran and Syria. They would do



anything as per their wish.

Sir, ours is a great country. It is a country of more than 100 crore people. | would like to urge upon the hon. Minister
for External Affairs that this Government should take a bold stand so that an appropriate message goes to the
world. Our great country has always supported the cause of the smaller countries who have been fighting for their
independence, who have been fighting against imperialism and colonialism. This has been the glorious tradition of
our country. But now this Government seems to be shifting from such a tradition.

Sir, through you, | would like to humbly submit and urge the Government of India to fight for its self-respect. That is
the desire of more than 100 crore people of this country. The Government must take a bold step and should fight
against imperialism. The whole country would stand behind the Government in this cause, otherwise we would fight
the policies of this Government not only in this House but also outside this House for the prestige and honour of this
great country.

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL : Sir, how much time do | have?
MR. SPEAKER: It would be good if you could complete within 15 minutes.

SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL : Sir, | would like to divide my speech in three parts. The first part would relate to the
practical aspects. The second part may relate to the policy aspects and the third part may relate to the principles
that we have been following with respect to India's foreign policy.

Sir, in my opinion, the Ministry of External Affairs needs more funds. The funds that are available to this Ministry are
not sufficient. Fortunately, the present External Affairs Minister was the Finance Minister and probably he might
have refused to give more funds to this Ministry when he was the Finance Minister because they say that the
Ministers may change but the Ministries do not change. But he has an idea as to how the necessary funds could be
made available and probably he would use that experience to see that the activities of the Ministry of External
Affairs are funded with the amounts that are really required.

We had the opportunity of visiting some of the Indian Embassies in other countries. We found that they were better
equipped than the offices of the Government of India are equipped in India. But, if they were compared with the
offices of other countries, there was a lot of difference between the standard being maintained in the Embassies of
those countries and that of the Indian Embassies over there. In order to see that our Ambassadors and other
officers in foreign countries are on par with the Ambassadors and officers of other countries, it is necessary that our
offices should be modernised. They should have all the equipments which are available to other Embassies today
in the modern world. Otherwise, it becomes very difficult for them to cope with situations that become prevalent in
other countries and their efficiency would not remain as good as the efficiency of the officers of other countries. | do
not have to say anything more than this on this point.

The foreign policy of the Government of India is the foreign policy of India itself. It is not the foreign policy of a Party.
It becomes the foreign policy of the nation only when there is a consensus at least in the House and at least on
some points. The Governments, the Prime Ministers and the Ministers in the past did try to create a sort of common
understanding on the foreign policy of India. But, sometimes intemperate statements are made by certain persons.
Fortunately, that has not been the case with the Governments and the Members of the Council of Ministers. But
intemperate statements are made by the people without understanding the nuances involved in the foreign policy at
different levels and some sort of unnecessary bitterness is generated. It would be in the interest of the country to
avoid such situations.

| have been listening to the speeches made by the hon. Members in this House. One point which has been made by
more than one Member in this House is that unless India is economically strong, India's foreign policy cannot be
effective. That is what probably those Members had tried to say. | had the opportunity of hearing this kind of
statement having been made at one time by the Members sitting on the other side and the Members sitting on this
side getting up and saying that when India became independent, the economic situation of India was not better than
what it is today and yet what was said at that time by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and later by other Prime Ministers
and Foreign Ministers was heard with rapt attention by the world, in spite of the fact that India was not as strong
economically as it is today. Why did that happen? That did happen because those who were making the foreign
policy had understood the world history, the world politics, the world economics and what was happening
throughout the world. They had applied their mind to different difficult issues which were prevailing at that time in
the world. That is why they were very clear in their minds as to what should be done, what should not be done;
what should be said and what should not be said; and how it should be said. On all these points they were crystal
clear in their minds and that is how that really gave us this standing.

Fortunately for us, the Governments and the people who have been in the Governments have been doing that. But,
at times we do find that some mistakes are committed. The problems are not clearly understood and sometimes we



are vague in our minds. That is why when we make the statement on behalf of the Government or on behalf of the
Parliament or on behalf of other persons or on behalf of a Party, difficulties are created.

What is important for our foreign policy to be successful is the clarity of ideas, clarity about the issues involved,
clarity about the principles involved and clarity about pragmatism also. People have been saying that we shall have
to protect the interests of our country. Who says that we do not have to protect the interests of our country? Who
can object to this idea? They have been saying that we have principles. Yes. Unless our policy is based on certain
principles, it is not going to last for a time which is required for it to be successful.

Principles are important but, at the same time, in our life and our foreign policy also, principles of pragmatism are
also used and we shall have to be pragmatic. There is no doubt about it. We are not saying that the Government
should not be pragmatic or the people sitting in the Opposition should not be pragmatic. They have to be pragmatic
in life as well as in the governance of the country. In foreign policy also, they have to be pragmatic. But pragmatism
should not be treated as opportunism. Pragmatism should not be a confusion or pragmatism should not be
something which cannot be in tune with the principles that we have accepted. And if it comes down to the level of
opportunism or ignorance or not understanding clearly the situations that pragmatic policy cannot also be helpful. In
some cases, this has happened and | will refer to that later on.

Having spoken on the general principles, | would like to refer to our relations with some of the countries. Pakistan is
our neighbour. We have been saying that we would like to have good relations with Pakistan. But, unfortunately,
relations between the two countries have not been comfortable. On the contrary, relations have been very
troublesome and difficult for both the countries.

What do we do about it? One of the ideas which is put forth is, let us talk with them. We have no quarrel with this
idea. If the Government wants to talk, if the country wants to talk with the Government of Pakistan and with the
people of Pakistan, we have no difficulty. We support this kind of an approach. On the contrary, we have been
saying that one method of at least trying to solve this issue is to talk to them. We have no quarrel about it. But there
should be a finesse in talking to them.

I have full respect for our Prime Minister. What did he do? When he went to Pakistan last time sitting in the bus,
probably, he had in his mind that he should cover an extra mile to show that he was very keen to talk to them. His
intention was that nobody should have any doubt about it. But practically speaking, that was not clearly understood
by Pakistan and immediately after he came back, we had the Kargil war. So, going and talking with them without
preparation - preparations at all levels, preparations at the officers level, preparations at the Secretaries level,
preparations at the level of Foreign Ministers - will not yield results. And Prime Minister talking to the Prime
Ministers of other countries would have been better if the talks had taken place after necessary preparations for it
was done.. So, we are saying please talk to them but talk to them with preparation, talk to them with clarity in mind
and if you do not do that, the talks will not produce any results.

What is the other extreme? | do not know under what circumstances the Foreign Minister made the statement. |
have not heard his statement. | have not read his statement. He is a very mature politician and a Minister. He would
not make a statement off the cuff unless somebody was asking him to make a statement. Is the situation in Pakistan
not like the situation in Iraq where pre-emptive action could be taken? Something of this kind may have been asked
by somebody and probably, he said, "Yes, the situation is, probably such that pre-emptive action could be taken."
And he is in a position to explain to us about it. | am not finding fault with him.

| have privately said these things. Now, | am saying this on the floor of the House. But there are people who are
trying to extract something from the Minister and something from the Members and present it in a wrong fashion.
Unnecessarily the discussion goes on in the country and outside also and on such alleged statements sometimes
difficulties arise. Then, some people had to say that the situation is not like that and this should not be done by this
country and that should not be done. What | am trying to say is that certainly the Foreign Minister is not a person
who would make a statement like that. But no one else or the Foreign Minister should make a statement like this.

Pre-emptive action is not in the jurisdiction of the Foreign Minister; it is in the jurisdiction of the Defence Minister. If
at all anybody has to speak about it, it should be either the Defence Minister or the Prime Minister. The Foreign
Minister would be talking about peace, good relations and friendship, which he has been doing and we support him
on that. If by mistake or because somebody has asked it and he has said it, the only request that we would like to
make is that let us try to avoid it and let us try to be more careful.

Vigilance is the crux of the matter. If we have to deal with our neighbour, Pakistan, we need vigilance. We need
vigilance to see that there is no terrorism. If we want to have good relations with them, we need preparation and
vigilance. If we want to be effective in other ways also, vigilance is the crux. That should be our policy. Let us talk to
them. Let us talk to the Government and talk to the people. Let us avail of the opportunities which are available and
understand the realities. At the same time, have alternate plans in your mind to deal with that country in a manner



which will establish peace and prosperity for both the countries and avoid war and terrorism.

Bangladesh, Nepal, Myanmar, Sri Lanka and Maldives are our other neighbours. Fortunately, for us we have good
relations with Sri Lanka. | think the relations are free from any difficulties. Even if there are some small difficulties,
the Government is in a position to solve them. But as far as our relations with Bangladesh, Nepal and Myanmar are
concerned, we have a feeling that there is scope for doing better. If statements with respect to Bhutan are made,
which may not be liked by the people or the Government over there, that would not be in the interest of India and
Bhutan. We read some statements in the newspapers with respect to the terrorist activities, camps, etc. Even if the
statements have to be made, they can be made in a language which will not create any bad blood between a
country like Bhutan and ours.

Nepal is facing some difficulties. We should help them to the extent we can. Probably the Government has been
doing it. Maldives is a good country. People from this country go there and people from there come to our country.
But with regard to Bangladesh, | have a feeling that relations in the last two or three years have not been as good
as they were before that period. Maybe it is because of the change of the Government in that country or maybe
because of certain other things also. But that is a country with which we should have better relations.

The most important thing with respect to our immediate neighbours is the institution of SAARC. The institution of
SAARC was created to provide a forum to the Heads of the States and to the Heads of the Governments to come
together occasionally and discuss political, economic, social, cultural, scientific, trading and industrial relationship. |
think, SAARC was created with great expectations. SAARC did work for some time properly. But later on it was
found that SAARC has not been that effective and the strength of SAARC is appearing to be getting reduced. Can
we do something to see that SAARC is strengthened?

Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar is present here. When we were going to Nepal once to create a SAARC Union of
Parliaments, he did ask at that time, 'Why not create a SAARC Parliament?' | said that this is a good idea. European
Parliament is there. If we can create SAARC Parliament, it would be good. But | do not think that immediately it is
going to happen. The idea is good. Let it be discussed.

If it is possible and acceptable to all the countries, we can move in that direction. Apart from creating the SAARC
Parliament, SAARC itself has to be strengthened. The trade relations between SAARC countries, SAFTA and other
things have to be strengthened and a lot has to be done for this purpose.

Having said this about our immediate neighbours, | would like to say something about the Non-Aligned Movement
now. Non-Aligned Movement is something which brought the countries of the world together and provided them an
opportunity to discuss political, economic, social and cultural matters and it went from strength to strength. It
became one of the biggest organisations in the world and those who did not like the Non-Aligned Movement had
started criticising it and slowly we have come to a stage when some people in our country and in the Parliament
also have had the audacity to stand up and say that the Non-Aligned Movement is irrelevant. They say that when
there are no blocs, why should there be a Non-Aligned Movement? | do not think that Non-Aligned Movement came
into existence simply to fight two blocs. Politically it may not be that relevant, militarily it may not be that relevant,
but there are economic, cultural and scientific issues and no forum would have been better than the forum of Non-
Aligned Movement for strengthening relations between the countries in these fields. So it should be strengthened.

With regard to Arab countries, | think a situation has developed in the world in such a manner now that we shall
have to be a little more careful and sympathetic and the good relationship that we have with them has to be
maintained and improved upon.

As far as the European countries are concerned, UK is a country with which we can have better relations. But
France and Germany are the two countries which are taking an independent stand in international affairs. We do
not have to take sides in international affairs, but strengthening of our relationship with France, Germany and the
United Kingdom will always be very useful.

The European Union is becoming stronger and stronger and | think the European Union has a future also. Apart
from having good relations with the European countries like France, Germany and the United Kingdom, we should
have good relations with the European Union also.

Russia is a country which stood by India in times of need. Russia has always stood with India in many difficult
situations. The friendship with Russia, fortunately, is continuing. If possible, we should put in more efforts to see
that our friendship with Russia is further strengthened. With regard to our friendship with them, in Russia, generally
they say: "do not take the friendship for granted". So, we shall have to put in more efforts to maintain our friendship
with Russia, and when efforts are not made, the friendship can become weak. This point has to be kept in mind by
us.

China is one of the countries about which we shall have to think a lot. | am very sorry to say that from our country



statements have been made that China is our enemy number one. Anybody who understands the issues relating to
defence would not say this. We do not want to create many fronts, a front on the North, a front on the West etc.
Wars have been lost when the countries had to fight on many fronts. Apart from this, China is an ancient country
which has the Eastern culture. It has similarities with the culture in India. The Laos philosophy and the Buddhist
philosophy have been identical. Culturally also, there are many similarities between China and India and Panditji
specially put in extra efforts to see that there is friendship with China. Unfortunately, something happened in
between. We shall have to overcome that and we shall have to see that a country like China remains a friend of
ours.

As far as USA is concerned, it is a big country. It is a great power and today it is the mightiest country in the world.
That is why we would like to be friendly with USA. Nothing has to be said and nothing has to be done which will
create difficulties in the matter of relationship between India and USA. It would also understand the importance of
this friendship.

If we are strong enough, if we are clear enough, if we are sympathetic enough with that country also and with its
policy, they will also respect our friendship. This relationship with the United States of America is going to be a
difficult relationship requiring lot of skill and vision. We shall have to deal with it in a proper manner with a view to
have the friendship strengthened. We may not agree with all that they have been doing.

Take the issue of Irag. | was very happy to hear one of the Members speaking about Iraq. Iraq has happened. On
that point, there have been differences of opinion in America, in the UK, in India, in the Parliament, maybe in the
Government also, and yet that has happened. After that, we shall have to see that the people in Irag are supported.
But | hate to think of the idea of earning something for India out of the difficulties suffered by Iraq. Somehow or the
other, it does not fit in the principles which India has been following. We would rather like to help them. We would
like to give them the money to help them and not to earn something out of their difficulties. That kind of idea is
abhorrent to us. | would not like to subscribe to that kind of idea. | am sure that the Government also is of that view.

Lastly, | would like to make one point and sit down. Let us formulate a policy, which is really in the interest of the
country. Let us formulate a policy which is pragmatic also and not opportunistic. But at the same time, let us follow
the principles. They really can help our policy and | have no doubt in my mind that this Parliament, this country and
the leaders in the country have done that and they will continue to do that.

SHRI PRAKASH YASHWANT AMBEDKAR (AKOLA): Thank you Sir. Before | begin, | would like to say a few things
about what has happened in the House. | was discussing this with my hon. colleague Shri Shivraj Patil also. Many
Members, while speaking on the subject of External Affairs, have referred to the issue of Jammu & Kashmir also
and they have questioned whether the Government of India has a policy as far as Jammu & Kashmir is concerned.

The Government of India does not have any policy for any other State and | take it for granted that all hon.
Members of the House will refer to Jammu & Kashmir as an integral part of India and not as a separate State
because we have a foreign policy and we consider it only if it is a separate country. Otherwise, it is a part of a State
and that part of the State has become an issue of Defence. It does not become an issue of External Affairs. This
Parliament has been part of the process of internationalising the Kashmir issue. With these words, | will just say a
few words on which the hon. Minister is going to reply.

We want to develop relations with the USA. We have begun late and we have been relying very heavily on the
American people and the Government to support for the cause of terrorism. But | have been reading quite a lot and |
have been visiting European countries, especially, Geneva, whenever there is a meeting of the United Nations on
Social Issues, where | happen to meet many of the European representatives right from the Governments to the
NGOs. One of the major issues which has been of concern not only to the American people, but even to the
Europeans is that they are having an insecurity among themselves that in the coming years they will be ruled by
others. This is one of the concerns and one part of that concern is the drug industry which is one of the nexus
which starts from Afghanistan to Pakistan through India and it goes to the Western world.

Terrorism cannot be a ground where we build up friendship.

| would like to know this from the Minister himself. It is because he is going to reply. | know, this basically concerns
the Home Ministry. But, is he going to take up with the Government of India and with the Home Ministry the
question of drugs, the routes that are there in this country? If you want the Governments of European countries, if
you want the Government of the American people to support us in our cause, one of the anxieties which they are
having is that the younger generations are being finished off by this drug industry, and that is one of the major



concerns. Is the Government of India going to make that as an issue of friendship? If it is going to make it so, | will
welcome it.

The other issue which | would like to raise is the aftermath of Irag. As many Members have spoken on that, | am not
going to speak on that. It is not the first time that the United Nations has been by-passed; it has been by-passed in
the past also but when it was by-passed, it was a bi-polar world. Even though the United Nations was by-passed, it
was balanced by the two super-powers; but now when it has been by-passed, there is a uni-polar system. There
are two institutions which are more important. | would like the Minister to be very categorical and to take the House
into confidence. It is because we are not able to analyse as to what is going to happen in respect of the future of
the United Nations and the future of the NATO. If anybody had heard the discussions which are going on in the
European channels, the crack has developed. It is because of communism that Europe got united and formed the
NATO. But, communismis no longer a threat to the world. Therefore, due to in-built cracks in the civilization, the
NATO started cracking up. The nexus or the new friendship that is being developed by France and by Germany is
now interacting at different levels. We would like to know from the Minister what is going to be the situation of
NATO on this issue.

Thirdly, we would like to know what is going to be the future of the United Nations. What is going to be its role? Is
its role going to be only of a recommendatory body ? Or, is it going to be of an opinion of the world? That is what
we would like to know.

There are two issues which are more important to me. | would like the Minister to clarify them. Somewhere in the
month of November-December - | would mention some names and | would like the Members not to react on it
because it is a fact which as happened - the FBI has raided some of the donors who are staying in the USA, and
those who have been donors of RSS. | would like the Minister to clarify whether this is a fact. One of the reasons
why they have done it is that even RSS is a religious terrorist organisation and they will not tolerate any religious
terrorist organisation in this. If that is the case, what is going to be your relation? It is because you represent a
section of that institution in the Government itself.

Lastly, we are relying very heavily on USA to control Pakistan. This House should know one of the most important
things - I am studying it for quite a long time, | would not like to mention it myself but | would like to ask the
Government - that between the period 1950 and 1960, the Americans were, no doubt, interested in this area. | am
saying not of financial investment but of Defence investment. What kind of defence investment has been made in
Pakistan by the United States during 1950 and 19607 That is one of the most important things. It is because when
we had offered all things to the American people, the American Government turned us down; they went towards
Pakistan. Even in the case of Agra Summit, let me say - and if anybody goes through my speech, after that what
has happened, | have very clearly pointed out - that Pakistan was on the verge of being declared internationally
bankrupt State.

19.00 hrs.

Sir, G-7 and G-5 countries have disagreed for their loans being refinanced or being extended. Had not the 11t
September incident taken place, in the month of October, Pakistan would have been declared as a debt State and
all kinds of sanctions would have been imposed on them.

Sir, the situation has changed. The geo-poalitical situation has changed. There is terrorism which has taken place.
Some countries are interested in those areas which we represent. | am just asking you for this reference from 1950
to 1960. They should be placed on the Table of the House.

If this country is to survive, we will have to take a hard decision. We are coming to a stage where we have a
bankruptcy of leadership at the national stage. If the country is to be saved, we will have to take a very hard
decision in the coming days on the question of Pakistan. | would like the External Affairs Minister to be very specific
on this issue.

SARDAR SIMRANJIT SINGH MANN (SANGRUR): Mr. Speaker, Sir, thank you very much for giving me this
opportunity to speak. | represent a Party of the minority, the Shiromani Akali Dal. | will be grateful if this House
listens with patience as to what we, the minority, feel about the India's Foreign Policy.

Now, we have been heard in the forums of India's Foreign Policy, which is something very positive. But previously
this Foreign Policy was shaped by some bureaucrats and politicians of the Indo-Gangetic basin. And with the
changing fortunes of the present Government, | wonder whether in the future, this Foreign Policy will be decided by
a few in the Tiber basin. | say this because we, the Sikhs, live closer to the belts where the Foreign Policy of India
is formulated. We live next to Pakistan, next to Afghanistan, and next to China. All these three States have a major
role in formulating the India's Foreign Policy. Therefore, we do need to be heard and | am glad that this present
Government is showing some keenness to listen to us. Therefore, we welcome what the Prime Minister has said, a



thaw between relations with Pakistan and India.

Our Party is deeply interested in a thaw with Pakistan because we are the major people who are going to be
affected if there is a nuclear holocaust in the sub continent. The Sikhs have a mighty interest in what happens in
Pakistan because you would be surprised to learn that half of our Gurdwaras are in Pakistan, half of our culture is
there, half of our tradition is there, and half of our history is over there. So, we have a vested interest in having
good relations with Pakistan and we want a free flow of trade with Pakistan, commerce with Pakistan, exchange of
goods, and tourism so that we have friendly relations. That is why, we do welcome this policy of the Prime Minister
in Kashmir and here in New Delhi.

As far as Pakistan is concerned, we feel that since we have so much investment over there, Samjhauta Express
should be revived and bus services should be started.

Our railway wagons should start rolling into Pakistan carrying our agricultural goods, especially our seed potatoes
to Afghanistan. Wagha border must be opened for trade, commerce and tourism of the cultural, religious and
personal kind. That is what we want.

Our Party has also learnt some lessons from the Iraq war. The first lesson is that the minorities should not be taken
so lightly. They must be integrated into the system with wider democracy, with a wider role and with more hearing
given to them, like we want representation in the Union Cabinet's Security Committee and in the Nuclear Command
and Control System that India has built. We do not want to be treated like the Shiite Arabs and the Khurds. We want
real democracy. We want India to follow the international guidelines on human rights practices. We want the
international U.N. conventions of humanitarian laws to be recognised by the Indian State, such as, crime against
genocide, crime against the heritage of the people. We want the Rome Protocol, whereby the International Criminal
Court at The Hague has been established, to be recognised. These are some of the policies that we want India
should implement.

Our lement is that we are living in a Rip Van Winkle syndrome of the Jawaharlal Nehru, Indira Gandhi and Rajiv
Gandhi eras. We want to break out of this system. If the lessons from Iraq are to be learnt, we must realise and
understand that, now with the superior air power, naval bases and land armies of the West, India can never become
a first-class power, but we would become a first-class second-rate power. We should do the best as we can by
building our economy and remaining in the middle path of foreign policy and the world power structure.The foreign
office must study the Munroe doctrine and the policy of splendid isolation. So, the Shiromani Akali Dal (Amritsar) will
strongly support any new changes in India's foreign policy. We want to say good-bye to the bad old days and enter
into a new era.
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SHRI VARKALA RADHAKRISHNAN (CHIRAYINKIL): Sir, | am constrained to oppose this Demand for the following
reasons.

The first is that it was recommended by the Standing Committee:

"The Committee therefore strongly recommends the Ministry to take concrete steps at least now to make



realistic budgetary projections in future taking into account all the inputs available with the Ministry and
anticipated happenings in the financial year so as to avoid the huge unspent balance at the close of the
year."

So, it is crystal clear that there is an unspent balance. If time were available, | would deal with other matters. Now,
in the instant case, | may submit that we have several passport offices in the country. They are all functioning in
rented buildings with no space even to sit there. People crowd there in hundreds and this would give rise to
corruption in the office. Also, there is not sufficient staff in these offices. So, the poor man finds it very difficult to get
a passport at the appropriate time. We cannot afford them any job but they my go elsewhere, to a foreign country,
and get a job. There are about seventeen lakh Malayalis working in Gulf countries, by obtaining passports. They
are earning foreign exchange also but there is inordinate delay even now in getting a passport even if they could
easily obtain a visa. This is the situation available in the country. So, | would request the hon. Minister of External
Affairs to take immediate steps to remedy the situation by providing more staff. In the Middle-East countries, there
are Malayalis working in lakhs and lakhs but they do not know any other language except Malayalam. So, the staff
in those Consulates must know Malayalam. At least one person with knowledge of Malayalam must be posted there
to cater to the needs of the Malayali workers who are employed in the Middle-East.

Coming to another aspect, we have not spent $ 5 billion for purchase of a building in Washington.

We have not spent five billion crore dollars for the purchase of a building. But, at the same time, we do not find any
fund to construct our passport offices. They are still in the rented building. ...(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Varkala Radhakrishnan, your point is well taken. Please sit down.
...(Interruptions)
SHRI VARKALA RADHAKRISHNAN : Please give me one more minute. ...(Inferruptions)

Now in the Iraq issue, we were following a middle path. When we were following a middle path, knowingly or
unknowingly, our hon. Minister of External Affairs made a declaration to that effect. ...(Inferruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Kunwar Akhilesh Singh is the last speaker. Please go ahead with your speech.
...(Interruptions)
SHRI VARKALA RADHAKRISHNAN : Sir, | have not concluded. ...(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Ramdas Athawale, | have called your name, but you were not present in the House. Please sit
down.

...(Interruptions)
SHRI VARKALA RADHAKRISHNAN : Sir, | have not concluded. Let me conclude. ...(Interruptions)
MR. SPEAKER: You can make your last sentence.

...(Interruptions)

SHRI VARKALA RADHAKRISHNAN : Now in the case of pre-emption strike, our hon. Minister has explained the
position. Then, came the retort from Pentagon and not from Islamabad that there is no comparison between India
and Pakistan. Pakistan is not a terrorist country even though they are committing the offence of cross-border
terrorism. So, even in those days when we were following the middle path, the US Administration, the Pantagon, is
taking a stand, which is antagonistic to our interests. a€! (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Varkala Radhakrishnan, please sit down.
...(Interruptions)

SHRI VARKALA RADHAKRISHNAN : So, please do not rely too much on the US Administration in the matter of
dealing with terrorism.
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* Expunged as ordered by the Chair.

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRI YASHWANT SINHA): Mr. Speaker, Sir, | am very happy that the
House under your leadership has taken up for discussion the Demand for Grant of the Ministry of External Affairs. |
believe that it is being done after eleven long years. The last time that the Demand for Grants of the Ministry of
External Affairs was discussed in the House was in 1992. Therefore, all of us have reasons to be happy with the
fact that Business Advisory Committee and you, Mr. Speaker, decided that we should discuss Foreign Policy and
the functioning of the Ministry of External Affairs through the discussion on Demand for Grant.

| am also very happy at the level of discussion; the quality of discussion which has taken place starting with my
distinguished colleague Shri R. L. Bhatia and ending with Shri Ramdas Athawale. | think all distinguished hon.
Members have made their points of view. There have been many suggestions for action. We have taken note of
them. | may not be able to reply to all the points that have been raised, but | certainly wish to touch upon the
important issues that have been raised here.

Let me begin, Mr. Speaker Sir, by saying that foreign policy as an integral part of the overall policy of this country
with a view to promoting, globally, the best interest of this nation has been an issue which has never been debated
in this country on the basis of petty political considerations. This country, as one unit, has always stood behind the
Government of the day whenever the Government of the day has had or has been called upon to take important
decisions in the history of this country.

Shri Bhatia started with defining the objectives of foreign policy. One cannot have any quarrel with those objectives.
The broad objectives of the foreign policy of this country have always been very clear; the direction has been very
clear; and the thrust has been very clear. It is another matter that with respect to developing situations, from time to
time, those broad principles have to be nuanced; they have to be further refined in order to suit a particular
situation; in order to sub-serve the broader national interest.

Sometimes, there have been occasions where the understanding of national interest has also been differently
interpreted. Some people have understood national interest in one way, and others have understood it in another



way. But, | cannot think of a single occasion where all the parties together have not come behind the Government
or have not stood behind the Government of the day in the pursuit of foreign policy. This is something, which is
evident even today.

The Resolution on Iraq, Mr. Speaker Sir, which this House adopted was once again a demonstration of that broad
national consensus with regard to foreign policy. We had problems -- as | mentioned that day -- with regard to the
language of that Resolution, but ultimately we all agreed on a certain formulation, and under your leadership, Mr.
Speaker Sir, it was possible for us to adopt a Resolution and show to the world the unity and the strength of the
national consensus which backs our foreign policy.

We have the advantage today, we have had this advantage also in the past of having one of the most distinguished
and successful Foreign Ministers of this country as the Prime Minister of the country today. It is under his
leadership that the foreign policy of this country has been conducted over the last five years, and will be conducted
in future.

| have also had the distinction of succeeding a very successful External Affairs Minister who gave a certain status
and a certain stature to India's standing in the international comity of nations. Therefore, my task has been made
both easy and difficult in the given situation because | have had such an illustrious predecessor.

We have had some exchanges in this House in the course of the debate because some sentiments were expressed
about the past glory of India in the world arena. It is quite natural that we should recall those days. Then, some
issues were raised with regard to the past mistakes also. If we give in to the temptation of recalling the past
achievements, then the temptation to recall the past mistakes will become difficult to resist. | do not want to go into
that kind of a debate in my reply.

Let me begin, Mr. Speaker, Sir, by referring to some general issues, the Non-Aligned Movement. Speaker after
speaker referred to the Non-Aligned Movement and bemoaned the fact that India lost its pre-eminent position in the
Non-Aligned Movement; in fact, the Non-Aligned Movement itself seems to be losing its relevance. In the Kuala
Lumpur Summit, which was held in February, the revitalisation of the Non-Aligned Movement was the subject of
discussion. South Africa, which was the Chairman of NAM for over four years before Malaysia took over in Kuala
Lumpur, had called two meetings: the first one at a place called Zambeli and, therefore, it became known as the
Zambeli Group or the Zambeli process. These meetings were held with a view to providing the vitality to NAM in the
Twenty-first Century because NAM itself realised that somewhere it was being swapped of that vitality and,
therefore, there was need to think about it.

The second Zambeli Group meeting, which was held, | think, in December in Cape Town, was personally attended
by me. | went as the External Affairs Minister of India to Cape Town to attend this meeting. Let me, through you, Sir,
take the House into confidence and inform the House that three full Foreign Ministers were present in that meeting:
one was South Africa because South Africa was the host, the second was Malaysia because Malaysia was going to
take over the Chairmanship from the South Africans, and the third was India. All other countries in that Group, which
consisted of former Chairman of NAM and members of the Group, and also the Arab League Representative, Mr.
Aamar Moosa, were represented by State Minister, Deputy Minister or at the official level. Why did | decide to go to
South Africa to attend the Second Zambeli Group meeting? It is because | wanted to prove and once again
demonstrate the commitment of India to the continued relevance of this Movement.

Let me also take the House into confidence, through you, Sir, and say that the South African Foreign Minister, who
was chairing the Session, asked me 'India' to suggest the agenda for the continued relevance of NAM which could
then be adopted at the Kuala Lumpur Summit, and the Indian Delegation worked hard. | think, Shri Mani Shankar
Aiyar will agree here, having belonged to the Foreign Service at one time, that we have some of the finest brains in
the Indian Foreign Service. We get very good quality assistance from them. We put out heads together and, the
next day, we presented a set of recommendations on what the agenda of NAM should be for the Twenty-first
Century. | have some satisfaction in informing the House, through you, Sir, that, that agenda was adopted without
any change, without any modification and that was the agenda which was adopted even at the Summit in Kuala
Lumpur. That is the contribution which India has made to the continued relevance of the Non-Aligned Movement.
But at the same time, | would also like to point out that both in Cape Town as well as in Kuala Lumpur, the issue of
Iraq, for instance, came up.

What is it that Non-Aligned Movement should say on Iraq? There was sharp division on that because many
members of the NAM had one point of view and many others had another point of view. We played our role in order
to ensure that we adopted a Resolution, both in Cape Town as well as in Kuala Lumpur, which was consistent with
the consensus of NAM, as well as with the relevance of NAM, as well as with the dignity of NAM. These
Resolutions were adopted. But, should India become the leader of NAM, unchallenged leader of the world? | must
confess that | have no such pretensions.



Leadership is not assumed. Leadership is a role which evolves. There was a period of time in our history when
there was a leadership role for us along with others. We were not the unquestioned leader of NAM. There were
others who were equally important. Today, in a different world, in a different context, if we were to go and say that
we were the leaders of NAM, then, even the position that we have today will be lost. That is because, however
small a country may be, however we might think unimportant a country might be, they are not prepared today to
accept the leadership of another country automatically, without question. So, we are working with other members of
NAM without claiming, without loudly claiming, that we are the leaders of NAM and everybody must listen to us.
They will listen to us, they do listen to us, if we have a valid point to make. We will continue to make those valid
points. We will continue to make contribution to the Non-Aligned Movement. We will continue to see that the Non-
Aligned Movement plays its role.

Let me also remind this House, when we talk of the leadership of India in the Non-Aligned Movement in the past,
that many of us do remember what happened when Bangladesh operations took place. During the operation in
Bangladesh there was a Security Council Resolution. It could not be passed because our friend, the then Soviet
Union, vetoed that Resolution in the Security Council. There is a procedure in the UN called the Uniting for Peace
Procedure under which seven members of the Security Council, or 50 per cent of the membership of the General
Assembly, can call a meeting of the General Assembly to discuss that issue. A procedure which was not, or could
not be, adopted in the case of Iraq in the current crisis, was adopted in the case of Bangladesh. When this issue
came up, the Resolution against India was passed by 104 members voting for the Resolution against India, 11 with
India voting against the Resolution, and some others abstaining. The only non-aligned countries which voted with
India were Cuba and Bhutan. The others were, apart from India, the then Soviet Union and countries of Eastern
Europe.

| am just reminding the House that even in the heyday of the Non-Aligned Movement, there have been instances
where we have not been able to convince the Non-Aligned Movement of our point of view. Therefore, while the
commitment to the Non-Aligned Movement will remain, while we will continue to work for the success of this
Movement, | think both in terms of the leadership of India as well as in terms of the current state of affairs, let us not
expect too much.

In fact, when | was going to Cape Town, | had asked my Ministry to organise a meeting in Sapru House of some
intellectuals who could give some inputs on the Non-Aligned Movement. One of the intellectuals, | was told, had
said that the Non-Aligned Movement is dead but we cannot bury the dead body. | did not agree with this. | went to
South Africa. We were going to Kuala Lumpur, | called a meeting at my level in which | had discussions with
intellectuals, former foreign service officers, some members from the political class of this country.

I know that even within major political parties, there are differing perceptions and relevance of NAM. But | leave it at
that.

Sir, Shri R.L. Bhatia initiated the debate. His first question was with respect to China, and | am happy that he heads
the 'Eminent Persons Group' from our side. He heads it because we have complete confidence in Shri R.L. Bhatia
and his ability of representing the point of view of India in the 'Eminent Persons Group'. | also had the good fortune
of meeting the Eminent Persons from both sides when the last meeting was being held in New Delhi.

Sir, we seek friendly, cooperative and good neighbourly, mutually beneficial relationship with China on the basis of
the principles of Panchsheel, on the basis of mutual sensitivity to each other's concerns and equality. We remain
committed to the process of dialogue to resolve outstanding differences and to build a constructive and cooperative
relationship with China.

Sir, there was a Conference on Asian Security organised by the IDSA in January, and they had invited me to
inaugurate it. | would like to take a little bit of the time of this House in reading from the speech which | had
delivered there. | quote:

"It is true that there are important differences between India and China. Some of the wounds inflicted by
the conflict of 1962 have been slow to heal and their scars have not fully disappeared. Reliable and
widespread reports of Chinese nuclear and missile proliferation to Pakistan cause deep concern.The
Chinese position on issues such as Sikkim and India’s candidature to a permanent seat in the UN
Security Council sows doubts. There is also a sense of disappointment over the pace of improvement in
the relationship.

Let me, however, assure everyone gathered here that India's approach to relations with China is and will
remain forward-looking and infused with a sense of optimism. India's policies will not be based on fear of
Chinese power nor envy of China's economic achievements. They will be based on the conviction that a
prosperous India is inevitable. So is a strong and prosperous China. It is, therefore, logical, reasonable
and in the enlightened self-interest of the two countries to learn, not just to live with each other but also



address differences and build on what is common. Further, both India and China are too large and too
stronga€,-- | repeat -- are too large and too strong to be contained or cowed down by any country
including each other."

Sir, this was the speech which | had delivered, and this was the speech which, | am sure, Shri R.L. Bhatia is aware,
was widely appreciated in China and in the Chinese media.

Sir, what is our considered position on Tibet? Our considered position is that we recognise Tibet to be an
autonomous region of China, and this is the position which remains. Our relations with Tibet are historical, spiritual
and religious in nature. The Dalai Lama is respected in India as a spiritual and religious leader. He is not supposed
to indulge in political activity on Indian soil. But we have favoured a direct dialogue between His Holiness the Dalai
Lama and the Chinese Government to resolve their all outstanding differences, and | am happy to say that some
dialogue has started.

The Chinese Prime Minister Mr. Zhu Rongji was in India in January last year. Our Defence Minister is already in
China. Our Defence Minister gave a speech also in the same Conference in IDSA. He explained this remark which
is attributed to him about China being India's enemy number one. | know this for a fact that China was extremely
keen to have the Raksha Mantri visit China. The visit had to be postponed in view of the developments in Iraq.
Fresh dates were fixed. The Defence Minister is in China. | understand that he is getting a welcome which is almost
at the same level as that of the visiting Head of the Government. That is a kind of welcome that the Chinese are
giving to the Defence Minister. He has had very useful talk. We will have a complete report of his visit, when he
returns.

The Prime Minister is scheduled to visit China. As Shri Bhatia has said the dates are being fixed. We are hopeful
that he will be visiting China soon. You, Sir, led a Parliamentary delegation to China. You had very good meetings.
Our trade with China has crossed five billion dollars. It has become one of our largest trading partners. | am
referring to this because in my previous capacity in this House, | have heard a great deal of concern about the new
Chinese invasion in the economic field, and how India will not be able to hold its own. We have held our own. Our
exports to China are growing exponentially. There is nothing, absolutely in any area that should cause any
apprehension or concern in our minds, specially in the economic field. We are determined to increase our
involvement, our engagement with China in the economic and other fields.

As far as the LAC and the boundary question is concerned, there is a set procedure and an agreed procedure; a
three-stage formula. We are making progress. | am sure, we will continue to make progress. There will be
difficulties. There will be impediments on the way. We will not allow those difficulties or impediments to create any
fissures in that overall understanding. For all these years — almost two decades - peace on India-China border has
held. We are determined to ensure that it holds in future also. That will be our attitude as far as China is concerned.

Sir, with Russia, our relationship has achieved new heights. It is not merely - as Shri Shivraj Patil was saying - that
we had succeeded in maintaining the relationship of the past. In fact, Russia went through a tumultuous period,
when the old Soviet Union broke up. We have not only been able to maintain that but improve our relationship with
Russia in various areas. There is a very close interaction now. The two Heads of Governments visit each other
under our strategic partnership every year. It was under that arrangement that President Putin was in India in
December. | had been to Russia in February. | will be going again to Russia some time in May. The Prime Minister
will be visiting Russia around the end of May, because he had been invited along with a few limited number Heads
of Governments for the 300t anniversary celebration of the city of St. Petersburg. So, he will be going to Russia.
As | said, in all areas of cooperation, we have very intense relationship. We describe our relationship with Russia
not merely as friendly, but as civilization, because it is something which has stood the test of time. This is one
relationship that India cherishes; this is one relationship to which we shall continue to invest in order to make sure
that we will continue to make progress.

Let me now come to Europe. We now have a summit with the European Union; and the EU is expanding. They are
going up from 15 to 25. Come 2004, ten more nations are going to join the EU. It is becoming a pan-European
Union in its coverage. What is more is that the European Union is now acquiring a political and strategic
personality. That is what is happening. It started as a trade body. It has now gradually grown into a real union with a
common currency.

The only countries with which the European Union has a summit are China, Japan, the US, Canada and Russia,
making it five; and the sixth country with which EU has a summit is India. We have had more than three summits so

far. Italy is going to assume the leadership, the chairmanship or the presidency of EU from 18t of July. The next



summit is due in Delhi in November. We are working hard to make that summit also a success. Each summit is
accompanied by a business summit of the EU. This also is extremely successful.

Let us now take ASEAN. Ten countries in East Asia have come together and formed ASEAN, as you know. The
'Look East' policy is Shri Narasimha Rao's policy. We are following that policy. | was a little surprised that the
references to Congress' contribution to foreign policy ended with the late Prime Minister, Shri Rajiv Gandhi, and no
reference was made to Shri Narasimha Rao. It was left to Shri Bhartruhari Mahtab to refer to Shri Narasimha Rao. It
was in his time that the 'Look East' policy was formulated. We have followed up on that policy. The elevation of
India to the summit level dialogue of ASEAN has been a major achievement. The first time the summit was held in
Phnom-Penh, in November last year. The Prime Minister and | had travelled for the summit. It was an extremely
successful summit from out point of view because the Prime Minister of India suggested to the ASEAN that we
should have a free trade agreement; he said that ASEAN and India should have a free trade agreement. We
suggested a ten-year time frame with an early harvest concept built into it.

We are negotiating a free trade agreement separately with Thailand. We are negotiating a comprehensive
economic cooperation agreement with Singapore. The Singapore Prime Minister was here recently to sign that
agreement. But with ASEAN now, like China and like Japan, India is in the process of negotiating a free trade
agreement.

With ASEAN, the only countries which have a summit level relationship are China, Japan and South Korea. India is
the fourth country which has summit level relationship with ASEAN.

Similarly, our involvement with post-Taliban's Afghanistan has been very intense and has been extremely intense.
We are doing a lot of very useful work in Afghanistan through that 100 million dollar assistance or grant which had
been

promised by the Prime Minister. We are building schools; we have contributed to the upgradation of the Indira
Gandhi Children's Hospital in Kabul; we have contributed buses to them; and we have given them three aircraft to
fly. We are drilling tube-wells; we are helping in agriculture. It is a long and broad spectrum of developmental
approach and humanitarian assistance.

We are training their people; we are engaged with Afghanistan like never before. This is something which is
appreciated by the people of Afghanistan. One of the earliest steps that | made when | came to this Ministry was to
visit Afghanistan; and unlike most visitors, | did not remain confined to Kabul. | travelled to Heart; | travelled to
Mazaar-e-Sharief; | went to Kandahar. | went to all these places; met the local Governors and discussed with them
what are their requirements in terms of rehabilitation and development.
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So, we are doing a lot of work in Afghanistan.

Our engagement with Central Asia has reached unprecedented levels. | myself went to Tazakistan, Kazakistan and
Kirghistan recently. | was the first Foreign Minister to have gone there. | do not claim this as a great distinction but it
just happened by chance that | was the first Foreign Minister of India who went Tazakistan, Kazakistan and
Kirghistan in all these 10-12 years. This is a new dimension to our relationship, the involvement of India or the
engagement of India with Central Asia.

| did not hear a word about Africa and the Latin America in the course of the debate but with these countries, with
these continents, we have very serious engagements. With Africa and COMESA we have signed a Memorandum of
Understanding. We are trying to raise the level of our engagement with all the regional groupings in Africa; SEDAC,
COMESA, Community of Countries in East Africa. In fact, the trip that | am making in the next few days, the House
may be surprised to know, is a trip to Tanzania and Botswana. | am not running to New York or Washington but |
am going to Tanzania and Botswana because it is important that these countries feel that India gives them
importance.

Sir, our engagement with Mauritius is well known. In regard to South Africa, let me again take the House into
confidence. The Foreign Ministers of South Africa, Brazil and India are meeting in the month of June in Brazilia. We
have decided to get together to discuss what has been described here as the new International order and the role
that the developing countries like India, South Africa and Brazil should have in the developing world.

Similarly, with Latin America, | plan a trip to Latin America, particularly to Brazil and Peru. There is a Reo Group with
which we have had interactions over a period of time but this interaction had been minimal because we met during
the UN General Assembly. We are in discussion with Mercosur, it is a combination of Brazl, Argentina, Paraguay
and Uruguay, for a summit, for a PTA leading to FTA with them. We are in touch with Andean Group and
CARICOM. My colleague, Shri Digvijay Singh had made a trip to Latin America where he discussed all these things



and his visit has contributed a great deal to their understanding of India. We have had the Mexican Foreign
Minister's visit here. We had the Colombian Foreign Minister's visit here. | am glad to inform the House through you
that the Chilean Foreign Minister is coming here and | am going to talk to her tomorrow. This is the first time ever
that the Foreign Minister of Chile is travelling to India. When the Paraguay Foreign Minister came to India, he
reminded me that this was the first time that a Paraguay Foreign Minister was coming to India. That was a return
visit for Shri Digvijay Singh's visit. So, our engagement with Latin America is improving. We are taking care of the
persons of the Indian origin in that part of the world.

Much has been said about our immediate neighbours. Let me dispel any impression in this House or anywhere else
that our relationship with Nepal is not the very best. | heard somebody saying that we have problems with Nepal.
We have no problem with Nepal. There are some problems within Nepal but we are in touch with Nepal. We are
giving all the assistance that Nepal needs in order to be able to fight or deal with the problem there. We have the
best of the relationship with Nepal. We have the best of the relationship with Bhutan, Sri Lanka and Maldives.
There were some problems with Bangladesh.

As a Minister of External Affairs, again one of the earliest visits | made was to the immediate neighbourhood. |
started with Maldives. | went to Sri Lanka, Nepal, and Bhutan. Then | travelled to Bangladesh and we had a very
good discussion. Then, there was some problem and | invited the Foreign Minister of Bangladesh to visit Delhi and
we had a very candid discussion. Things have improved. We have had discussions at the level of the Commerce
Secretaries of both the countries. The Foreign Secretary will be travelling to Dhaka at the end of this month to have
Foreign Office consultations. We have decided that the Joint Commission between Bangladesh and India will meet
in Dhaka before the 15™ July and | hope those dates will also be fixed. There are issues between Bangladesh and
India. But it does not mean that our relationship is not very cordial and friendly. We are in touch with them.
Bangladesh Foreign Minister and | speak whenever it is necessary even on phone.

Sir, with Japan, again | would like to say that we have been able to get over that phase which had started with our
nuclear tests in 1998. As we know, Japan is one country which did suffer a nuclear holocaust. Therefore, their mind
set is very different. They were disappointed, no doubt, when we went for our nuclear tests. We have been
explaining it very patiently to them and | am very glad once again to be able to tell the House that the Japanese
Foreign Minister visited New Delhi. | think Japanese Foreign Minister came to India after six to eight years. She
visited New Delhi and we had very good discussions. The National Security Advisor was in Japan recently. He had
also had very good discussion. The Japanese Prime Minister was in India. Our Prime Minister went to Japan. Our
Raksha Mantri and other Ministers had also gone there. We are engaging Japan at all levels — economic, political
and strategic. We have a global partnership with Japan. So, with most of the countries we have this relationship.

Now, | come to more difficult part. | will come to Pakistan. | have deliberately decided to talk about Pakistan last
because an impression goes round that there is nothing more to India's Foreign Policy than Pakistan. | would talk
about America also. Let me begin by saying that as far as the United States of America is concerned, we worked
hard to establish cordial, friendly, and good relationship with them over the last few years. There was a great deal
of misunderstanding once again after the nuclear tests. The House is aware that US with some other countries had
imposed economic sanctions on India in the wake of the nuclear tests. But engagement with the US has led to an
understanding. | am making bold to say that sustained hostility with the United States of America cannot and should
not be the policy of India. We are the largest democracy of the world. The US is also a powerful democracy. Just as
we will not under estimate the strength of democracy in our country, we would and should not under estimate the
strength of democracy in the US. There is no reason why the two largest democracies should not work together. |
am not for a moment saying that we agree on all issues. We do not and the most recent disagreement has been on
the issue of Iraq. But single issues do not define relationship between two countries because the relationship
covers a vast area.

Therefore, despite these differences -- we have other areas of difference, where we are patiently working together
and some of them may continue and some of them may vanish, | cannot predict that -- we would continue to
promote friendship between India and the United States of America. There have been exchange of visits between
the USA and India and the relationship is being guided by the shared commitment of the Prime Minister Shri Atal
Bihari Vajpayee and President George Bush which was outlined in November, 2001 when they met in Washington.
Therefore, without compromising on anything, | would like Shri Rupchand Pal and some others to please take note
of it, without compromising our national interests, without compromising on our principles if we can build a great
relationship with the USA, then we would try and do so. That is why | said, this compulsive hostility to the US is
something a baggage that we should leave behind. It does not suit our national interest. It is not conducive for the
world peace.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR : When you say that there is a baggage of compulsive hostility, are you suggesting
that there was a deliberate promotion of compulsive hostility with the US in the past? Is that the charge you are
bringing against the Governments run by the Congress in the past?



SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: No. | think, you are reading too much into what | have said. What | meant to say was that
there are sections of opinion in the country which do have this compulsive hostility towards the US. This comes out
every now and then. | am also saying that in the past, | am not making this to Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar as a charge,
we have dwelt more on our differences than on our commonalties. What is the difference today? How has the
situation changed? It is not because those differences have vanished but both countries have decided that we will
emphasise the commonalties more than our differences. We will continue to deal with our differences. We will
continue to evolve a common plan but that should not be the sum total of our relationship.

Sir, | am glad that Shri Rashid Alvi has come back. But | was wondering about the paragraph from where he quoted.
| got the Annual Report of the Ministry. | have gone through both the chapters on US and the introductory remarks
but | could not find that sentence where we have said that our relations with the US has improved.

SHRI RASHID ALVI : It is there.
SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: Please tell me the page number.
SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : It is at page 78. | am reading out that paragraph.

"The terrorist attacks in US on 11" September, 2001 and on the Indian Parliament on 13" December,
2001 have led to the deepening of the Indo-US co-operation in this field."

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: It says about deepening of the Indo-US co-operation in fighting terrorism...(Interruptions)
SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : It is there. | am reading what is written there...(Interruptions)

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: Shri Rashid Alvi read out as if Indo-US relations have deepened as a result of that
terrorist attack in the US. The terrorist attacks have led to the deepening of Indo-US co-operation in this field. Why
is there any misunderstanding on this?

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : In which field?

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: It is in the field of fight against terrorism.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : Does the United States also recognise that there is cross-border terrorism?
Your own admission is that there has been double standard in their measurement of terrorism.

SHRI RASHID ALVI : Just let me say one sentence. v 3 36 @ # 78 M &1 & e gafery 6 a8i ) o1 XM gfaefad
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SHRI RASHID ALVI : You have come very close to US. Even then | ask you simply one question. Can you trust US
and is America a trustworthy country?

MR. SPEAKER: It is very simple. There is a difference in the perception with which you have made your points.

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: The impression which Shri Rashid Alvi created in this House by quoting from the Annual
Report was that because of the terrorist strike in the US and on Indian Parliament, we have come closer together.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR: That is what you have said.
SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: No. We are just saying that it has deepened cooperation in this field.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR : Please accept that it is a ridiculous sentence not written by you, but your officers.
Pull them up and move on.

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: | do not share the mindset of Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar. | have never shared it. | am sorry,
| do not share it vis-a-vis the officers. There is no question of pulling up anyone because what has been said in the
Annual Report is exactly what we meant to say. There is no mistake. So, what should | pull them up for?

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR : That is what we are objecting to. You share the view of your poor draftsmen and



are suggesting that international cooperation has increased only because there was an attack on them and an
attack on us. It is an extremely unfortunate position that the Minister of External Affairs, instead of exercising his
ministerial responsibility, in exactly the same way as he behaved in the Ministry of Finance, is just finding excuses.

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: The Indian Foreign Service, as Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar will know, is one Foreign
Service which is sought after internationally for its drafting capabilities. If Shri Mani Shankar Aiyar believes that that
quality has degenerated after he left the Service, | am sorry, | do not accept it.

SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR : It certainly has. | just do not see why the Foreign Minister must stand up for a poorly
drafted sentence.

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Minister, how much more time do you need to complete?
SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: Just a few more minutes and | will be done.
SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR : Maybe the IAS has drafted that line. ...(Interruptions)

SHRI RASHID ALVI : Attack on Parliament is just one incident. In India also we have been seeing things which are
happening for the last fifteen years.

MR. SPEAKER: Please sit down now.

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: The Report has to be read in its totality. That sentence occurs after many many
sentences and it is in a certain perspective.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : That is the second sentence in the paragraph.

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: But there are many more paragraphs before that.

I now come to the final issue of Pakistan and then | will be done. ...(/nterruptions)
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It has been a difficult relationship with our neighbour, Pakistan, not in the last few years, but since 1947, since the
sub-continent of India was partitioned. This is something which is history.

There have been ups and downs in this relationship over the last 55 years. | do not want to take the time of the
House over the history of this. But | would like to say that the first and the most preferred option of the Government
vis-a-vis Pakistan is the option of peace, is the option of friendship and the option of dialogue. This is the first and
most preferred option. The Prime Minister has clarified it in Srinagar and he has clarified it today that for a
meaningful dialogue to begin, it is important that infiltration and cross-border terrorism is brought to an end and
those terrorist camps which are there in Pakistan are dismantled. That is the position as explained by the Prime
Minister today. As he said, the ball is in the court of Pakistan. If Pakistan were to respond, they were to see
evidence in the ground, then we will certainly move forward in that direction.

Now, there are many people who see a divergence of the position taken by me and the Prime Minister and much
has been written and said on this. Let me quote from what | said in the interview which | gave to The Hindustan
Times. The question was:

"USA and UK, without UN support, attacked Iraq. Is not Pakistan, which has weapons of mass
destruction, a lack of democracy, and shelters international terrorists, a fit case for such action?"

| would quote my reply also.

"It is a fit case. | won't oppose it. But whether they (they means US and UK) will is up to them. We can't go
to someone and ask them to attack another country. We keep pointing out the activities in Pakistan, and
in them, the role of the Pakistan army; the drug business centred in Pakistan; and third, how, in PoK,
people are repressed and trampled upon."

We keep pointing it out in our dialogue with foreign countries. This is what | said. The headlines of the news report
of this interview was "Pak a fit case for attack without UN support: Sinha." | do not choose the headline. And that is
why, | said that | would quote from what | have said.



SHRI MANI SHANKAR AIYAR : You said that it is a fit case. You have just read it out to us. Your first two sentences
are exactly reflected in the headlines. Once again, | would request you to improve your drafting ability, now that you
are no more in the IAS and you have joined the Ministry of External Affairs.

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: The great honourable Mani Shankar Aiyar, | do not want to waste my time joining issue
with you in this House on this particular point.

| was speaking in the other House when the Iraq Resolution came up and there, this issue had been raised and |
had clarified it there. | had said that as far as comparison with Iraq is concerned, | said that we have reasons to
believe that Iraq does not have weapons of mass destruction. | said that we have reasons to believe that Iraq is not
linked with Al-Qaeda and terrorism. So, the only thing which is common as far as these three criteria are concerned,
between Iraq and Pakistan, if at all, is the issue of lack of democracy. So, this impression that | was thereby lending
support to US action in Iraq was entirely erroneous. | hope this will clarify the issue as far as Pakistan is concerned.

In the end, | would like to say that | was not surprised to hear a charge once again in this House because | have
heard this charge over four years as the Finance Minister. This is with regard to the independence and autonomy of
our decision-making process, whether it be the economic policy, foreign policy or any other policy. | think, as a great
nation, we do injustice to ourselves by immediately linking every decision to some pressure or the other and that
too, with this Government. Members like General Tripathy and Shri Kharabela Swain have pointed it out. Did we
carry out the nuclear tests in May, 1998 also under American pressure?

Was that also the result of American pressure? Was the missile test also the result of American pressure? Why
should the foreign policy of this country based on a broad national consensus? Our foreign policy is based on a
broad national consensus and must continue to remain based on a broad national consensus, for the simple reason
that when | stand up on behalf of India, | am not standing up on behalf of any particular party. | am standing up for
the whole country. When the Prime Minister speaks, he speaks for the whole country. He is the Prime Minister of
India.

We have our small differences. We will continue to have them because that is what politics is all about. But my very
humble plea would be, let us not weaken India's position and let us not weaken India's case by appearing to be
divided and by accusing each other of acting under pressure. India does not act under the pressure of any country.
That is why | quoted from my speech on China to say that we are too big, too great and too large a nation to be
cowed down by anyone. We will not be cowed down. We will continue to follow our policies independently and
according to our best judgement of our national interest.

| am quite sure that when we do that the whole House, the whole country will support it because we will be acting in
the best national interest.

MR. SPEAKER: A few cut motions have been moved by Shri Pawan Kumar Bansal to the Demand for Grant
relating to Ministry of External Affairs. Shall | put all the cut motions to the vote of the House together or does the
hon. Member want any particular cut motion to be put separately?

The cut motions were put and negatived.
MR. SPEAKER: | shall now put the Demand for Grant relating to the Ministry of External Affairs to vote.
The question is:

"That the respective sums not exceeding the amounts on Revenue Account and Capital Account shown in
the Fourth column of the Order paper be granted to the President, out of the Consolidated Fund of India,
to complete the sums necessary to defray the charges that will come in course of payment during the

year ending the 315! day of March, 2004, in respect of the heads of Demands entered in the Second
column thereof against Demand No. 30 relating to the Ministry of External Affairs. "

The motion was adopted.
MR. SPEAKER : Now, the House stands adjourned till eleven of the clock tomorrow.
20.28 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Eleven of the Clock
on Thursday, April 24, 2003/Vaisakha 4, 1925 (Saka).






