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 Title: Raised a discussion regarding recent developments affecting India's foreign policy and on the statement

made by the Prime Minister on his recent visit to Colombo in connection with SAARC Summit.
 

11.30 hrs

SHRI PURNO A. SANGMA (TURA): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I have heard the statement just now made by the Prime
Minister on the most recent up-to-date position of foreign policy. But I do not think I could make out much
about the clear policy of the Government. I would like to submit that one of the foremost developments during
the last quarter of the current century has been the sea change that has overtaken international relations. Today
military might is not necessarily the right way to further our international relations, rather it is the economic
right or economic might which has become the driving force.

Today's international relations are not necessarily on the basis of military might which is evident even from the
actions of the super power countries like the United States of America. In spite of its military might in Somalia,
a couple of dozen casualties made the United States withdraw from there.

The United States withdrew from Lebanon because of the blowing up of the marine barracks in Beirut inflicting
250 casualties. It means, 250 US lives were considered to be more valuable than Lebanese regime of the day.

Thirdly, the United States could not accept 50,000 casualties to keep Vietnam out of the Communist bloc. When
we look at the erstwhile USSR, the military might of the USSR could not keep their country united. In spite of
its military power, the country disintegrated. Therefore, it clearly shows that it is not the military right or the
military might which matters today. What matters today is the economic might. If you look at the policy of the
United States of America towards Asia and South-East Asia, we find President Clinton going to Beijing keeping
aside all ideologies. What for? I remember when Mr. Brown, who unfortunately died in a plane crash, was the
Commerce Minister of the United States of America, he was asked by the media at Beijing that whether he was
going to talk about human rights, he answered thus, "I have not come here to preach values. I have come here to
make quick bucks. I have come here to make business". Therefore, all over the world, it is the economy which is
becoming much more important; it is commerce which is becoming much more important, and not nuclear
weapons and military might.

After having said this, naturally, I have to link it to the recent nuclear tests that we had conducted. I do not want
to go into the merits of it because in the last debate I had already spoken about the nuclear tests.

I only like to know how the Government so far has handled the fall out of the nuclear tests. I must charge this
Government that this Government has completely failed in the diplomatic area. Today, the country does not
know who is running the Foreign Ministry. I personally do not know who is running the Ministry of External
Affairs. Is it the PMO, is it the Planning Commission, is it the South Block, or is it the Home Ministry? Today I
find beautiful statements by the Minister of Home Affairs on foreign policy. Who is actually running the Foreign
Ministry?

Our former Foreign Secretary, Shri J.N. Dixit had cautioned that the parallel foreign policy mechanism was not
desirable for our country, which is what is actually happening now. Can we ever imagine that at a time when we
are facing complete isolation by the international communities, the greatest democracy of the world, India does
not have a Foreign Minister? If they are not able to handle other problems, I do not think that the induction of a
Foreign Minister would have been a difficult job.

Today we find that Shri Nareshwar Dayal is being sent to the Gulf countries on behalf of the Government of
India. We find that Shri Brijesh Mishra, Principal Secretary to the Prime Minister is going on behalf of India all
over the world. Of course, the Minister of State, Shrimati Vasundhara Raje, legitimately has gone -- I know -- to
Singapore, Manila and to Hanoi. And then we find that Shri Jaswant Singh, the Deputy Chairman of the
Planning Commission is going round the world and what is the position of the Ninth Five Year Plan today? Who
is caring for the Ninth Five Year Plan?



I do not think that it is good for the country and we do not know what has happened to the visit of Shri
Nareshwar Dayal. I have great respect for that gentleman. He must be a very good diplomat. But can he
substitute for the Foreign Minister of India?

I know Shri Jaswant Singh very well. I have travelled with him. I have met Heads of State and Heads of
Government in many parts of the world along with Shri Jaswant Singh. I know his capability. But the fact`
remains that he is not the Foreign Minister. Why can he not be made the Foreign Minister? Where is the
difficulty? (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Hon. Member, please take your seat. He is not yielding.

SHRI PURNO A. SANGMA : I am not yielding. This is a serious debate.

I would like to remind that generally Governments with sound foreign policy treaties do not take casually to be
dealing with functionaries other than those of accredited Missions or those having a constitutional status.

I know it very well. I was myself a victim of that situation. In 1985, when late Rajiv Gandhi, the then Prime
Minister, held the portfolio of Commerce with him and I was made the Minister of State for Commerce,
practically, I had to look after the Ministry of Commerce. But my counterparts, the Commerce Ministers of other
countries refused to meet me. They were saying: "Who is he?" They were just pushing me to a junior Minister. Is
it good for the country? It is not good for the country. And we do not know what has happened to those visits of
Shri Jaswant Singh. He went to Washington and met Mr. Talbott, I suppose. And what happened there! They
agreed to meet at Frankfurt. And what is the outcome of the Frankfurt meeting! They agreed to meet in New
Delhi. Then Mr. Talbott comes to New Delhi and has a talk. And what is the outcome! They agree to meet again
in Washington. I do not know from Washington where they will agree to meet. Is it the way to run the foreign
policy?

The Prime Minister has just now told us that on 29th, he had "long meeting" with his counterpart, the Prime
Minister of Pakistan. The Prime Minister further informs the House that that long meeting was "cordial and
constructive". Very good! But unfortunately, the Prime Minister of Pakistan does not agree to that. When the
Prime Minister of Pakistan was asked what was the outcome of their meeting, he is reported to have said "Zero".
And our Prime Minister says "cordial and constructive"! Again, when the Prime Minister of Pakistan was asked:
"If you had a long meeting and the outcome was zero, why did you spend so much time?", he is reported to have
said: "Yes, it was a waste of time". The Prime Minister of Pakistan, after meeting the Prime Minister of India,
the greatest democracy in the world, has had to say that his meeting with Prime Minister was a waste of time. Is
it the way they are handling their foreign policy?

SHRI CHETAN CHAUHAN (AMROHA): This is one of the most irresponsible statements which has come
from the Prime Minister of Pakistan...(Interruptions)

SHRI PURNO A. SANGMA : Yes, it may be...(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Chauhan, please take your seat.

SHRI PURNO A. SANGMA : Sir, I think, I must appreciate the efforts of the Government in trying to project
India's position. The only thing is that the method they are adopting is wrong. I must appreciate the efforts that
the Minister of State herself is making. But all these efforts have not borne any fruit for our country. In spite of
all these diplomatic activities, the fact remains that we have not been able to carry conviction to the so-called
key interlocutor, and the result is isolation. There are many reasons why we are not able to carry conviction, but
I shall point out only two at the moment. The first reason why we are not able to carry conviction is
inconsistency between our call for disarmament and our nuclear testing. On the one hand, we are calling for
complete disarmament and, on the other, we are going in for weaponisation.

The second inconsistency is much more important. The inconsistency is between the nuclear testing on the one
hand and the image in reality of India as a land of illiteracy, unemployment, poverty and malnutrition on the



other. We have so much of money to spend for nuclear weapons, but we are not able to give food to our
countrymen.

They are talking about national security. I agree that we must do everything for our national security. But can
national security be preserved, protected and enhanced with a nuclear weapon? I do not agree. There can be no
national security without food security. There can be no national security without job security. There can be no
national security without health security. There can be no national security without social security. The emphasis
that we have to give is to provide to the people of India, food security, health security, social security etc. I do
not want to name everything. But what are we doing in that direction?

Everybody knows what is the status of our economy today. I want to give more time to my colleague, Shri K.
Natwar Singh to speak on issues of P-5, G-8, FMCT and CTBT. So, I am not going into those aspects. I want to
confine myself to the theory of economic race as a matter of foreign policy. Where do we stand today? After the
BJP Government has taken over, Sensex has nose-dived by 600 points only, rupee has depreciated to somewhere
between 42 and 43 per dollar and according to Meryll Lynch, it is bound to reach 46 per dollar. FIIs and
operators have been pulling out their money from India; and they are taking decisions to withdraw money from
India to London offices. The direct investment in the country has virtually stopped and the rate of inflation is
increasing. The rise in the Consumer Price Index for industrial workers has crossed ten per cent. Exports are
dwindling and have dropped by over 17 per cent. Trade deficit has been mounting to 1.85 billion dollars as
against 840 million dollars. Our credit rating has been downgraded. Inflation has reached eight per cent. There
has been a deterioration of Balance of Payments. Fiscal deficit has come to six per cent of the GDP which is an
increase by 3,500 crores of rupees. Foreign exchange reserves have fallen, the latest figure which I read
yesterday, by two billion dollars. That is the position of our economy today.

The country has no time to think about how to handle this economic problem and we are very busy with
weaponisation and all that. The Prime Minister is not here. I have been saying very often that I have a lot of
respect for our Prime Minister. People had a lot of expectations from our Prime Minister, but I am afraid that the
Prime Minister and his Government have failed the people.

Please do something. The Prime Minister Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee is known as a person who has a lot of
concern for the poor people, for humanity. I happened to come across a poem - I want to conclude with that,
because I want to give time for others - written by the hon. Prime Minister.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE (BOLPUR): Not as Prime Minister.

SHRI PURNO A. SANGMA : Yes; not as Prime Minister. This poem is about Hiroshima and Nagasaki and its
title is "Hiroshima ki peeda". I do not know whether I will be able to read it in Hindi. I have the English
translation also with me. But let me try to read it in Hindi. I will read the first and last stanzas. It says:

 

"ÊEòºÉÒ ®úÉiÉ EòÉä ¨Éä®úÒ xÉÒÆnù +SÉÉxÉEò =SÉ]õ VÉÉiÉÒ ½þè

+ÉÆJÉ JÉÖ±É VÉÉiÉÒ ½þè ¨Éè Æ ºÉÉäSÉxÉä ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò

ÊVÉxÉ ´ÉèYÉÉÊxÉEòÉä Æ xÉä +hÉÖ +ºjÉÉä Æ EòÉ +Ê´É¹EòÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ:

´Éä Ê½þ®úÉäÊ¶É¨ÉÉ-xÉÉMÉÉºÉÉEòÒ Eòä ¦ÉÒ¹ÉhÉ xÉ®úºÉÆ½þÉ®ú Eòä ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú ºÉÖxÉEò®ú

®úÉiÉ EòÉä ºÉÉäªÉä EòèºÉä ½þÉä ÆMÉä?"

"On a certain night my sleep is disturbed.



I wake up and start thinking;

how the scientists who developed the nuclear weapons,

hearing the news of mass annihilation of mankind in

Hiroshima and Nagasaki, would have slept".

That is Shri Vajpayee. I do not know on the 11th of May whether he had his sleep or not. I do not know that.
(Interruptions) Well, I think, he had a sound sleep. I do not want to read the entire poem. It is a quite long and
very emotional poem. But I want to read the last paragraph. It says:

 

"EªÉÉ =x½þä Æ BEò IÉhÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB ºÉ½þÒ,

ªÉä +xÉÖ¦ÉÚÊiÉ ½þÖ<Ç ÊEò =xÉEòä ½þÉlÉÉä Æ VÉÉä EòÖUô ½þÖ+É,

+SUôÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÖ+É?

ªÉÊnù ½þÖ<Ç iÉÉä ´ÉEiÉ =x½þä Æ Eò`öPÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ JÉc÷É xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úäMÉÉ!

ÊEòÆiÉÖ ªÉÊnù xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÖ<Ç iÉÉä <ÊiÉ½þÉºÉ =x½þä Æ Eò¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉ¡ò xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úäMÉÉ*"

He asked the scientists:

"Did they think even for a second whatever

they achieved was not good for humanity?"

It is a very right question.

"If it occurred, time will not give opportunity to defend, and

if it did not occur, history will never pardon them,

will never forgive them".

I want Shri Vajpayee to return to his own self.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ÊºÉÆ½þ (nùä´ÉÊ®úªÉÉ): ´É½þ EòÊ´É ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ ½þè, ªÉ½þ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ ½þè Æ*

SHRI PURNO A. SANGMA : I want the Pradhan Mantri Vajpayee to return to his own self and look at the
suffering humanity, look at people who have no two square meals to eat, look at people who have no drinking
water, look at people who are illiterate and do something for them. Your nuclear weapons will not solve our
problem. The problem lies elsewhere and that is how they were handling the situation.

Sir, I thank you for the time you have given me.

">SHRI JAG MOHAN (NEW DELHI): Sir, thank you very much for giving me this opportunity. Before I
elucidate my main points, I would like to mention that I expected a different type of speech from Shri Sangma as
he is such a senior leader, such a distinguished leader, and he had been such a distinguished Speaker also. I was
not even aware that I had to speak today. When I heard him, I was wondering whether I was sitting in the



Pakistan National Assembly or in the Indian Parliament. His reference to the Prime Minister of India was in a
manner as if he was eulogizing a stand taken by the Prime Minister of Pakistan and the stand taken by us was
wrong. He did not say a single word whether our stand was justified or not. Should we have yielded on
Kashmir? Should we have yielded on our national policies? What was his stand? He should make it clear what
does he mean when he says that the outcome was zero. I think, the outcome should have been zero if they did
not change their stand and if they become unreasonable. Pakistan came with a pre-determined mind to wreck
this dialogue. From the very beginning, there attitude was hostile and the very language they used - `zero' and
`waste of time' - is a reflection on their culture. On our side, there was dignity, and there was a balance. This is
what Indian sanskriti means and this is what we stand for. I congratulate the Prime Minister for being firm, clear
and for sticking to the Indian values. I must remind him that in the world affairs our contribution has not been
like this. I must remind him what Swami Vivekananda said. He said that the contribution of this great race has
been life spiritual. It has given dignity, grace, balance, harmony and peace to this world. It has not taken
anything. It has never conquered or undertaken aression against anyone. It is the non-acquisitory, non-aggresive
and peaceful instincts of India which we are proud of. But we will not yield an inch.

Then, Shri Sangma said that the economic growth is the real strength of a country. Who disputes this and who
ever disputed this? Does our Party ever say that economic strength is not the strength of a country? But I would
like to tell you who made this economic strength for the last 50 years. Today, India has got the largest number of
poor people in the world. Sixty-one per cent people are living below the poverty line. Who has created that
situation? Why have we got so many uneducated people? It is 50 years of your rule that has created this
situation. It is these 50 years of your rule that has created all this economic weakness... (Interruptions).

MR. SPEAKER: We are discussing a very serious subject.

... (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Hon. Members, please understand. This is a very serious subject.

SHRI JAG MOHAN : In the end, let me take that point which Shri Sangma very poetically quoted from the
poems of our Prime Minister and then he was trying to make a fun of it. That he is the Prime Minister who was
thinking like this, and what he has done.

12.00 hrs.

I would remind him that this was the noble sentiment expressed by every peaceful citizen in the world.

When this first atomic weapon was tested in New Mexico, at that very time, what did the scientist, Mr.
Openheimer, say? After seeing the destructive capacity, he went to Truman and said, "Kindly bring this under
the control of the international agency. Kindly share your secret with U.S.S.R so that there is no arms race.
Tomorrow or day after tomorrow, U.S.S.R will discover the technology; let us share the secret with them and let
us have a real nuclear control." Mr. Openheimer was heard patiently by Truman and he asked him to go and see
Winston Churchill. It was Winston Churchill who shot down the proposal. Thereafter the atomic bomb was used
against Japan. It has been rightly pointed out that this was not necessary at that time, but it was used. Even after
dropping of this bomb, the then Secretary of War, Mr. Henry Simpson, went to Truman and said, "Kindly stop
this policy of exclusivity. Otherwise, it will lead to arms race." Mr. Truman did not listen to him second time
because at that time, the Secretary of State said, "We must have this policy of exclusivity." What was his
argument? His argument was that "If we have got the atomic weapon in our hip-pocket, it would help us at the
negotiation table, and we will be able to mould the world according to our design."

Today, the developing countries are running around, and the United States which is the richest country in the
West has moulded all the international institutions according to its design because it always had the atomic
weapon in its hip-pockets. It is this which our Prime Minister wanted to stop at the negotiation table -- these
people who have got this power to mould and change. We want a non-nuclear world. Our stand is, what is good
for you is good for us, and is good for everybody else. What is bad for you is bad for us, and it is bad for
everybody else also.



Shri Sangma, what did Mr. Gorbachev say? He said, "Security in this world is indivisible. What is security for
`X' nation is also security for `Y' nation." Even after this explosion, in America, an opinion is coming around
which says "What will be our fate or what will be our stand if somebody else had the atomic bomb and we did
not have it. How would we feel about it?" I can quote the Canberra Commission's opinion, and I can quote the
International Court's opinion which says that it is the moral and legal obligation of all concerned to go in for
non-nuclear world. Why is the United States not listening to it? We are all saying that we would like to have a
non-nuclear and peaceful world. What noble sentiments Shri Vajpayee had expressed in the poem, he wants to
realise them in actual practice. They will not come about, if the monopolist regime remains. What is the
justification for the five nuclear powers to have a power cartel? Is it democratic or is it in the spirit of the United
Nations' Charter? It is not.

The great work which India has done is to make the world cautious of this fact. Afterwards, many opinions have
come which show that we should go in for this. We exposed the hypocrisy of these people, we exposed the
double-standards of these people, we have shown that we have the technological advancement and that if they
do not fall in line, then there will be an arms race. We told them to learn from history. In 1945, when they
wanted to have the exclusive power, ultimately it resulted in a cold-war and building up of arms for so many
years.

What do you want to say? Why is China being preferred to you now? Why has it been told to us that even in
India, when Pakistan raises this issue, China will have its say? It is because they have power.

Shri Purno A. Sangma, you have not tackled many other issues. What about Kashmir? What about all these
issues of China? I would like to tell you what should be our policy with regard to this. What is happening in
Kashmir? Last time also, Shri Sangma spoke and he talked of Pakistan's relationship and its dialogue. But he did
not say a single word about ten years of terrorism and subversion in Kashmir. How many calamities have
occurred? How many innocent people have died? At Colombo, at the informal as well as at the formal meetings,
the success of the Indian Prime Minister was that the nuclear issue was linked with the nuclear disarmament
issue and not with anything else. The world is now accepting this doctrine. Now China may differ with us. They
do not want us to become a nuclear power. They do not want us to be powerful. What America did? There is a
new doctrine of what is called Brezezinski doctrine. Why China is being preferred and why we should
strengthen ourselves? If we do not strengthen ourselves, where will we go? You have already seen this during
Mr. Clinton's visit to China as also during the period of previous Presidents, as most of you might be knowing,
Mr. Brezezinski was a Security Advisor. He wrote a few pieces. I would like to read out to you the sum and
substance of his writings. He is making out a case that China and America are natural allies in the new pattern
that is emerging. He says and I quote: -

"China's growing interest in Central Asia constrains Russia's ability to achieve a political reintegration of the
region under Moscow's control. In this connection and in regard to the Persian Gulf, China's growing energy
needs means it has a common interest with America in maintaining free access to, and political stability in, the
oil-producing regions. Similarly, China's support for Pakistan restrains India's ambitions to subordinate that
country while offsetting India's inclination to cooperate with Russia in regard to Afghanistan and Central Asia.

The bottom line is that America and China need each other in Eurasia. Greater China should consider America a
natural ally for historical as well as political reasons. Unlike Japan or Russia, the United States has never had
any territorial designs on China" and so on.

What he is trying to make out is that China will be the regional ally and strong power in this region, an able ally
of America. As Western Europe is serving the end purpose there, China will serve the purpose here. So, this is
what we are.

1209 hrs (Shri Raghuvansh Prasad Singh in the Chair)

So, we want to have our security concern and to acquire nuclear technology, but we are not going to attack
anybody. We do not want to remain weak so that nobody is tempted to treat us in the manner we have been
treated so far. This is what I want to say.



Then the issue is of Kashmir which Pakistan wants to highlight and to create trouble and, that is why, all these
incidents are being manipulated. Every time an international issue comes up, Pakistan would create trouble in
Kashmir.

That is exactly what they are doing in Doda; and that is exactly what they are doing somewhere else. But I have
heard some criticisms these days. Shri Sangma has made a speech today. On the same lines, quite a number of
write-ups are coming in the newspapers saying that India, by nuclear testing, has highlighted the Kashmir issue
and internationalised the Kashmir issue. It is not correct. It is not borne out by the facts. The correct position is
entirely different. Do not forget. It has always been the game of the United States of America; it has always been
the game of its Western allies to have a finger in the Kashmir pie.

Now, I will give you a number of instances. As early as 1992, there were a number of think tanks which were
floated in America. What was the thinking of those think tanks or what were the views they were propagating?
Their views were very clear. It was to put pressure on India to sign the NPT, to sign the CTBT. And what was
Mr. Cohen, who is a member of the think tank, and a virtual member of the Foreign Policy establishment of
America, saying? He has been saying that the road to NPT lies through Kashmir meaning thereby that you take
advantage of the Kashmir problems, the Kashmir difficulties and force India to sign the NPT. His propaganda is:
"The road to NPT lies through Kashmir." That was propagated ten years ago. That is why, all these troubles were
being created. Please see the Carnegie Foundation Report of 1993. What do they say? They say that the nuclear
issue and the Kashmir issue should be seen simultaneously and should be brought to the table simultaneously,
and all these issues should be considered concurrently. What was the position then? At that time, there was no
nuclear explosion by India. But it is they who wanted to twist India's arm taking advantage of our problems in
Kashmir. Ms. Robin Raphael was not making all types of statements saying: "We do not consider Kasmir as a
non-disputed area. We want this and we want that." It was not for nothing that Mr. John Mallot came here and
made a statement saying: "Oh, it is a disputed area. We will view to like this." It was only to pressurise India. We
must understand this game. This game has been going on for the last ten years. It is not now after the nuclear
tests that this has been going on. It has always been there. We did not succumb to the pressures then. So, we
should not succumb to the pressures now also.

In this connection, I will remind you that even when the Hyderabad problem was on, Mr. Churchill and Mr.
Butler and all of them were creating a lot of difficulties for India. At that time, Saradar Patel stood up and said:
"Look, this is not a two-way process. It is a one-way process. If you behave like this, we also know how to
behave. We are also a strong nation and a large nation. You cannot afford to ignore us." Then, both Mr. Butler
and Mr. Churchill went the way, of which we all know in the history. Then, the Hyderbad problem was solved. If
we remain firm, if we take a cue from that line, I am quite sure that our problems in Kashmir will be solved and
the Pakistani game will be frustrated. And this, I think, is a very clear signal which our Prime Minister has given
in Colombo saying that we will not cede an inch on that. ... (

´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +É{É nùÚºÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÖxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ, ºÉSSÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÖxÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ¨Éè Æ ÊºÉ¡òÇ <iÉxÉÉ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

All right, I will not go on like this...(Interruptions)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ* EªÉÉä Æ ¤ÉÉvÉÉ b÷É±É ®ú½þä ½þè Æ?

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨ÉxÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ EòÉä]õÉ (EòÉä]õÉ) : ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ºÉiiÉÉ {ÉIÉ Eòä ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ VÉMÉ¨ÉÉä½þxÉ VÉÒ =±ÉÉ½þxÉÉ nùä ®ú½þä ½þè Æ ÊEò Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ Eòä VÉxÉEò EòÉèxÉ EòÉèxÉ ½þè Æ* ´É½þ
<ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ ¦ÉÒ JÉÖ±ÉÉºÉÉ Eò®úä Æ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)



ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ* VÉ¤É +É{ÉEòÉä ¨ÉÉèEòÉ Ê¨É±ÉäMÉÉ, iÉ¤É ¤ÉÉäÊ±ÉªÉäMÉÉ*

SHRI JAG MOHAN : Now the other argument given by Shri Sangma is: "We are a poor country and it should
not be done." My point is that we are poor because we do not have this power that the world can twist us in any
way they like.

The other point is, why did we do it at this time? Everybody goes on saying this as if something has happened.
Last time, when I spoke on the nuclear issue, I gave many reasons why this time was chosen. I will not repeat
any one of them. But I will like to point out that the option before India was to exercise the option or to lose the
option - to use it or to lose it. You remember very well that when the CTBT was there, when the deadlock was
there, it was taken to the General Assembly. A constitutional trick was played on India. Now when the entry of
force came which should have come back in early 1999, at that time again, the things would have been
manipulated; India would have been debarred from even exercising that option. So the option was there only to a
limited extent and we had to exercise it or lose it. Now did you want to lose it? It was all along our policy that
we keep the exercise open and we had to exercise it. So, this is a very important reason why we did it at this
time. After all many problems would arise in this world. I understand that whenever you touch the vested
interests, there will be a hue and cry. But if we remain firm, the world will accept our position either to have
totally non-nuclear world, a weapon free world or to accept this principle that all nations have equal rights and
equal obligations and then share equal responsibilities. You cannot have a discriminatory world. This is what we
are asking for and nothing more than this. The problem will arise. We are a poor country. We will have to face
sanctions. Many things will happen. But there is one very great line of Iqbal:

iÉÖ Ænù B ´ÉÉnùÉ-B ¨ÉJÉÉ±É¡ò ºÉä xÉ iÉÚ PÉ¤É®úÉ B +ÉEòÉ,

ªÉä iÉÉä +ÉiÉÒ ½þè Æ iÉÖ¨½þä Æ >ðÆSÉÉ =`öÉxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB*

If we face these difficulties firmly, we will become a stronger nation. But I am very sorry to point out that
instead of becoming firm, strong, clear and united, we are showing signs of disunity and dismemberment. This is
what Kashmir problem really is. I can tell you one thing. I do not say that today people are being killed in Doda
by Pakistanis or their agents alone. It is also a contribution made by a number of people and forces which are
operating within this country. How is it that the Kashmir problem is raised every time ? When hon. Shri Balram
Jakhar was speaking on the Doda massacre, he was trembling with rage. He said, "What has happened to us as a
nation? Can we be strict?" Whenever anybody took a stand, he was shouted down and he was removed from the
post. I remember when I was sent second time as the Governor of Jammu and Kashmir in 1990, the State had
been virtually taken over by the militants. With a great deal of difficulty, the problem was controlled, otherwise,
on the 26th January, the declaration formally would have been got made at the Idgah with 15 lakh people and all
those things. I do not want to repeat it. I want to ask one thing. When I acted in that manner, there was no Blue
Star, there was no Tiananmen Square. But people here did not say, "Jag Mohan has done it without Tiananmen
Square or Blue Star." They started shouting shouting, "he has become a Halaku, he has become Chengez Khan."
They actually doing what Shrimati Benazir Bhutto was saying. What did Shrimati Benazir Bhutto say? She said,
"Jag, Jag, Jag." Why was she saying so? Why was she getting hysterical? She was getting hysterical because she
had come to know that here was a man who had understood the game of the ISI and he would put the civil
administration back on the rail if he did so, then the problem would be solved, the ISI game would be over and
millions and millions of Kalashnikovs ammunitions which had been brought here, would be recovered.

Instead of doing that, what did they do? As I say, you wrongly said, there is no Indo-Pakistan cooperation. On
the one hand Benazir Bhutto was trying to tear me,on the other you were tearing me. She did not utter a word
against the President of India or the Vice-President of India or the Prime Minister of India or the Home Minister
of India. She made a target of `Mr. Jag Mohan' while she came to POK. This is all on record. It was seen on
television. She said, `if this man goes out, the Indian will not fight, they will run away.'

But this is what has happened today! I even ask our our Home Minister why `Doda' is happening again and
again, and why it will happen again and again. This is because you have not constructed the Civil



Administration on the ground level. When I was there, in Doda, the first thing I did was -even when Kashmir
was in flame totally and there was no one to help me, even states own police was not there to help me -- that I
sent Special Commissioner to Doda, Special Commissioner to Poonch and Special Commissioner to Rajouri.
The Civil Administration must be constructed on the ground level otherwise it will become the same thing as it
is happening daily. You have to take preventive action. In this country, anybody who takes preventive action, he
is not taken care of at all. You take this in the other way round.

Today I ask and I will ask even the Union Home Minister to publish a White Paper on this. How many casualties
were there when I went there, and how many casualties are happening daily now? The bloodshed of those
innocent people, Muslims as well as Kashmiri Pandits on our Indian soil is the result of the negative politics and
minilist politics. You cannot say that it is only due to Pakistan. We equally are to blame, and I always say:

"JÉÉè¢ò iÉÉä ¨ÉÖZÉä MÉÖ±É ºÉä ½þè <ºÉ SÉ¨ÉxÉ EòÉä Eò½þÒÆ VÉ±ÉÉ xÉ nùä"

It is our negative politics which has built all this vote bank politics, poor politics which has carried on this. I am
not a great admirer of what happened in Tiananmen Square, China. You remember this. Some people say, in
Tiananmen Square, six people were killed and some say 600 were killed. Nobody knows the truth. Let us say,
they took 600... (Interruptions)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : `öÒEò ½þè* +¤É EòxE±ÉÚb÷ EòÒÊVÉB*

SHRI JAG MOHAN : I have already said that in this House, very few people want to listen to me. All right, I
will conclude. In fact, I did not want to speak even. In any case, I will conclude. I have no desire to inflict
anybody. I am just concluding on this point. The only point that I am making is that we have to set our house in
order. We have to take a very clear, consistent and united stand in this hour of difficulty. Our Foreign Policy
today is facing the most critical challenge, and that challenge must be met by all of us unitedly. We should not
try to score debating points here and there. Whatever has happened in the past, let us today resolve that in view
of the very aggressive and very bellicose attitude adopted by Pakistan. We will have a very dignified but firm
stand. And, we will not go by small considerations of elections or electoral politics. We will face the challenge
unitedly and we will not be oblivious of the new nexus that is developing in China and America. We should take
due care of it. Our viewpoint will be duly appreciated. There are already people in America who are appreciating
our stand. We should appeal to those people who have got regard for equality, who have got regard for India's
democratic traditions. We should not rub anybody on the wrong side. We should remain peaceful. We should
remain poised and dignified. That is our main concern.

So far as Kashmir's internal problem is concerned, we should try to rebuild the Civil Administration there, if we
really want peace there. I do not know, why immediately all these Special Commissioners from Doda and other
places, because the situation had been brought under control, were removed. There is a total failure of the
intelligence agencies there and I have no hesitation in saying this because Doda is not a border district. Pakistan
border does not meet there. People do not understand this. Sir,they are already there and going all around. Why
our intelligence cannot spot them. Then there are smaller hamlets. They can be grouped for purpose of safety.

If you cannot give safety to everybody in small hamlets, then you can give it in groups. This can always be done.

We have to take a fresh look at our internal and external problems. This is what I wanted to say.

1225 hours

">SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): Mr. Chairman, Sir, this 125-day old Government led by the BJP has
caused immense damage to this country: the damage caused to our economy; the damage caused to our secular
democracy; and the damage caused to our composite culture. But the damage caused to our age old foreign
policy has been isolating us from the international community.



Over the years, since our Independence, through earnest and sincere endeavour, we had built up our foreign
policy based on consensus. Suddenly, a minority Government - the BJP has the support of less than 25 per cent
of the people of this country - which has no mandate to reverse this national consensus has actually caused a
reversal which ultimately has landed this largest democracy in serious difficulties on the domestic front and also
in the international arena.

My Party, immediately after the Pokhran-II tests, had expressed a serious apprehension that this misadventure of
the BJP-led Government was meant mainly to divert the attention of the people from the serious deteriorating
economic situation as also to cover up the failures of this Government in several fronts and to prop up the RSS
brand of nationalism. This misadventure would ultimately ruin many of the things that we have built up. We find
uncertainties on the economic front: the industrial slow down; the stock market position; the downgrading by the
credit rating agencies; the steady reduction in the external value of the rupee; and the economic sanctions.

Of course, I must remind this House that the US has no right to impose such economic sanctions. They cannot
sermonise us. The same people had been accumulating and stockpiling weapons and intimidating others. We had
opposed this hegemonistic attitude of the big powers, particularly the US Government. But we had also
expressed this apprehension that the economic sanctions in the long run, though not immediately maybe after
two or three years, will have an adverse effect on our economy. This Govt. has given a handle to us and its allies
as they have weakened our position by diluting our friendship with neighbours like Bangladesh, Sri Lanka,
Nepal and even Pakistan and China. This is changing our position.

The previous UF Government has made a major contribution in correcting our relationships with our
neighbouring countries. The visit of the Chinese President to India was a remarkable event. After decades of
bitter and deteriorating relationship with our big neighbour with whom we do have many things in common:
historical, cultural and many other things. The President of China had come.

There was a remarkable change in their attitude, not only with respect to Kashmir. They have given a suggestion
that we should keep aside the issues which cannot be taken up and resolved immediately and take up issues on
other fronts like economic, commercial, cultural, people to people contact etc. This was the message given to the
Government of Pakistan also. We were in the process of strengthening our relationship with China and
Bangladesh. The historic river treaty with Bangladesh was signed; and the historic treaty with Nepal was signed.
Positive steps towards improving our relationship with Sri Lanka and many other countries were taken which
actually brightened our position in the eyes of developing countries who always wanted to see us as the
champion of the developing countries and the champion of NAM. We were distressed to find that even the
President of South Africa, the great friend of India, was disappointed with our country after the Pokhran-II tests.
It happened just before NAM meeting was going to be held soon. Due to this the serious deviation from the path
undertaken by this country as a heritage of our national liberation movement built up brick by brick by so many
of our leaders since our Independence has been damaged.

South Africa also had nuclear knowledge. But they preferred to leave it and announced to the world that their
option is that they should never go for the blasts. We are isolated even amongst our friends and amongst the
developing countries whom we require the most in the new emerging economic order, at the WTO and many
other places.

As far as our relations with Pakistan are concerned, we agree that they also contribute negatively by encouraging
terrorism and other things. When the United Front was in power, by taking positive steps unilaterally, which
sometimes called the Gujral Doctrine, we had been improving our relations through trade, people to people
contact, visits of artists, artisans etc. Their artists and artisans have been coming to India and our artists were
going there. Business community was showing interest in improving trade relationship. In WTO, at least on
three or four occasions, Pakistan sided with India against the hegemonistic designs of developed countries.

In Europe you find countries like France and Germany who were locked in disputes and who were engaged in
battles and animosities of different sorts for centuries are coming together. If France and Germany can come
together and build up a common market and a common currency with others and become one of the most
powerful trade blocks in the world, why can India and Pakistan not come together and do the same? Some



people think that in the times to come Euro may be more powerful than Dollar. When many other countries
which were divided as a result of imperialist conspiracy as it happened to India could settle their disputes, why
can India and Pakistan not find a way out? This does not mean that we should support whatever Pakistan is
doing.

This does not mean that what they are doing could be supported. We must condemn the way they are
encouraging terrorism in the border and condemn many more negative stances that they are taking done; more
could have happened there, more than the long meeting that the two Prime Ministers had, or more than the
announcement or the declaration that the two Foreign Secretaries will take up the matter and continue the
dialogue. Some more positive things could have happened, if we - on the Indian side -had a clear thinking on
what is to be done.

But they are confused. Even the previous speaker, speaking on behalf of the BJP, has indicated how confused
they are. In the last part of his speech, he was speaking about unilateralism, continuation of the UF Govt's policy
towards Pakistan, etc. Prior to that, he was saying something differently. This only shows that our foreign policy
is in a shambles. This Government, as a result of the Pokharan-II misadventure, has landed this country in
serious difficulties and has caused isolation. Now, they do not know how to find a way out of this.

They did not consult the political parties. Even when they did not have the mandate, they had reversed and
damaged the accepted Foreign policy; they did not have even the courtesy to seek the viewpoints of the several
political parties which had valuable contributions in building up bilateral relationship and in improving
relationships with other countires.

We, as a Party, can claim that we have had a very consistent stand regarding the role of this country vis-a-vis the
struggle of developing countries and against the hegemony of the US and such other powers, inside the NAM
and outside the NAM also.

The rationale given for those blasts was that there was a sudden change in the security perception. But there was
no such thing. It was never convincing. We also find that the Defence Minister was pointing to about the
northern neighbour China as enemy number one. We thought that the Prime Minister had a different perception,
because we have the experience of working in the Committees with him and some ideas of his views regard.
Even a few months ago, he said something differently. But we are amazed to see that the very same Prime
Minister had written a letter to Mr. Bill Clinton mentioning about our northern neighbour as the main enemy or
the enemy number one.

What happened after the Pokhran blasts? Instead of a successful move to convince - since they had nothing to
convince others about; there was no convincing arguments either - we found jingoism and bellicosity. Some
Minister went to the border and said something. It was on 18th May. It was our great Home Minister. What did
he say?

Shri L.K. Advani linked the issue of finding a lasting solution to the Kashmir problem to India becoming a
nuclear weapon State. The Defence Minister was saying something and the Home Minister was saying
something else. What authority does the Deputy Chairman of the Planning Commission has in saying something
on this, I do not know. Some people say that the Presidential form of Government has started working. Shri
Brajesh Mishra, Shri Jaswant Singh -they are all Prime Minister's emissaries.

They had damaged what had been built, not only in the content, in the style and in the structure, but also in all
other ways.

What are our Missions doing? Are our Missions able to convince the public opinion in all those developed
countries? Public opinion is more important.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE (BOLPUR): You did not mention what Shri Khurana has said. He said about
fixing the time and place of war.



SHRI RUPCHAND PAL: I am sorry, I did not mention about Shri Khurana.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : He said fix a time and place to fight a war with Pakistan. He said that they
are ready. Where has he gone now?...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : I was mentioning about the surreptitious move to switch over to the Presidential form
of Government. Some people say it. It is because all are PM's emissaries. Some diplomats have written openly
as to what our Missions are doing. They want more funds for bigger external publicity. They want to be
convinced. You may find it if you read between the lines of the utterances made by the former diplomats and
even important diplomats working in different fields. We know the reaction of even Ms. Arundhati Ghosh who
had been engaged in the whole process of CTBT. We know the reaction of defence experts. But this Government
has not learnt any lesson from what is happening in the outside world. Will it help us in getting a permanent seat
in the Security Council? Will it help us to strengthen our position, to fulfil the demand for democratisation of the
United Nations system and to strengthen the General Assembly? Will it help us in the NAM so that, in the
coming days, we can have a better share in the global economic arrangement at the WTO and elsewhere? No.
Sir, this jingoism and bellicosity have further damaged our position.

Now there is capitulation to US pressures. We have weakened our position as a result of the isolation. When we
have lost our friends and friendship that we had earned over a decade with our great and small neighbours, we
find the present BJP led Govt is capitulating in the economic sphere giving more and more concessions to the
MNCs in the power sector, telecom sector and in many more areas. We find that in the economic cooperation
which would have helped us amongst our neighbours, the small gesture like removal of restrictions in import of
2000 items is not going to help us a lot. Such steps had already been taken but with insignificant results. I am
going to give one last example.

There is confusion even after the agreement for allowing Indian the corridor to Nepal but Nepal is not being
allowed to move our articles and goods to Bangladesh through Indian corridpr. India has failed to achieve what
Our scientists are suffering humiliation. Our HRD Minister has said that they will be given protection and
facilities. But, Sir, when our great scientists are suffering such humiliation, the world global scientific
community is coming out in protest against US action...(Interruptions)

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : Our HRD Minister is swinging.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : But this Government has not even got the guts to condemn. The US action against
Indian Society.

Those people are daily sabotaging human rights, democracy and all these things. The US administration has
been doing in a planned and deliberate fashion. They are humiliating our respected scientists. They should be
condemned.

Hon. Shri P.A. Sangma was reading a poem by our Prime Minister.

¸ÉÒ ºÉÉä¨ÉxÉÉlÉ SÉ]õVÉÒÇ : ´É½þ `|ÉÉäÊ½þÊ¤É]õäb÷' ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½þè*

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : The Prime Minister might have forgotten Hiroshima after he became the Prime
Minister. But the people of India remember it. On 6th August at Calcutta and between 6th and 9th August, in
many other parts of the country, there will be peace rallies - anti-war rallies - by the people of India. The
participants in those rallies will be scientists, diplomats, educationists, workers and peasants. On the Hiroshima
day the voice of the Indian people will be heard. Ultimately the people of this country bring about a change in
the foreign policy in the interests of this country and in the interests of the suffering humanity, the downtrodden
of not only the developing countries of this world but also of the whole world .

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : ªÉÊnù ºÉ¦ÉÉ EòÒ ºÉ½þ¨ÉÊiÉ ½þÉä iÉÉä +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÉäVÉxÉÉ´ÉEòÉ¶É xÉ½þÒÆ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉB EªÉÉä ÆÊEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉÉä Æ EòÒ ºÉÚSÉÒ ±É¨¤ÉÒ ½þè, <ºÉÊ±ÉB ¦ÉÉäVÉxÉÉ´ÉEòÉ¶É EòÉä ¤É½þºÉ ¨Éä Æ
½þÒ ±ÉMÉÉ ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉB*



¸ÉÒ <xpùVÉÒiÉ MÉÖ{iÉ (Ê¨ÉnùxÉÉ{ÉÖ®ú): ¤É½þºÉ ÊEòiÉxÉä ºÉ¨ÉªÉ iÉEò SÉ±ÉäMÉÒ?

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: ¨ÉÉä]õä iÉÉè®ú ºÉä nùÉä PÉÆ]õä ¤É½þºÉ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ºÉnùºªÉÉä Æ EòÒ ºÉÚSÉÒ +Éè®ú ¯ûÊSÉ nùÉäxÉÉä Æ {É®ú ½þÒ ÊxÉ¦ÉÇ®ú Eò®úiÉÉ ½þè*

">SHRI VAIKO (SIVAKASI): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I extend my thanks to you for giving me this opportunity to
take part in this important debate on India's foreign policy. When I was listening with rapt attention to hon. Shri
Sangma, I was terribly disappointed. He is a very great speaker. Although we may not agree with the perceptions
and views of Shri Sangma, yet he always used to highlight the line of argument. But today, I do not know why
his speech was a very futile attempt.

I thought that Shri K. Natwar Singh would initiate the debate from that side. Suddenly, Shri Sangma was asked
to take part in it. At the very outset, when Shri Sangma initiated the debate, he levelled a charge that there was
no Cabinet Minister for External Affairs. He asked, "Where is the Minister for External Affairs as Shrimati
Vasundhara Raje is only a Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs?" Shri Sangma has conveniently
forgotten one basic fact that great Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru was handling the portfolio of External Affairs for
many years. Shri Sangma has also conveniently forgotten that when Shri Rajiv Gandhi was the Prime Minister,
he was handling the portfolio of External Affairs. At that time, my great friend, Shri K. Natwar Singh was the
Minister of State for External Affairs. So, there is no point in that argument.

He is the first speaker from the Congress Party. The next point was "What have you achieved by deputing the
Deputy Chairman of the Planning Commission, Shri Jaswant Singh, to hold talks with Ms Strobe Talbott in the
United States?"

He jocularly stated that our next meeting point would be Frankfurt; after the meeting at Frankfurt, the next
meeting point would be Delhi; and after the meeting at Delhi, our next meeting point would be the United States.

Sir, questions have been raised about the gains that we have made by deputing Shri Jaswant Singh to hold talks
with Mr. Talbott. I would like to emphasise the significant gains that we have made in this regard. In the ASEAN
Regional Forum, the Anglo-Saxon countries, supported by Japan, tried to pass a Resolution of Censure, a
Resolution to condemn the Pokhran nuclear tests. It is because such a Resolution was passed in the meeting of
the P-5 countries as well as in the meeting of the G-8 countries. They wanted to pass the same type of a
Resolution in the ASEAN Regional Forum as well. The gain that we have made by holding talks with Mr.
Talbott of the United States is that -- the United States of America which sponsored such a Resolution at the
meetings of the P-5 and the G-8 countries and which was behind the move to bring a Resolution of Censure in
the Security Council of the United Nations -- the United States of America this time did not support such a move
in the ASEAN Regional Forum. This is the gain we have made through our diplomatic efforts and strides. We
were not isolated because of this.

What happened in the ASEAN Regional Forum? An attempt was made by the Anglo-Saxon countries -- Canada,
Australia, New Zealand -- supported by Japan to move a Resolution. But the Third World countries, the South
East Asian countries have supported India's position. It was a great achievement. I would like to point out that
countries like Laos, Malaysia, Singapore and Vietnam supported India. These countries were totally opposed to
any such move to censure India because of its having conducted nuclear tests at Pokhran. Of course, China tried
their level best to pass a Resolution of Condemnation. Finally, without accepting their failure to have done so,
they prevailed upon the Chairman to make a statement of disapproval. This is the diplomatic achievement we
have had.

Mr. Chairman, Sir, just now I was referring to a Resolution (No. 1172) passed by the Security Council of the
United Nations. By passing such a Resolution, the Security Council has behaved in a high-handed manner and
has violated all accepted norms and practices. It is because article 31 of the Charter says and I quote:

"Any member of the United Nations, who is not a member of the Security Council, may participate, without
vote, in the discussion on any question brought before the Security Council whenever the latter considers that
the interests of that member are specially affected".



Sir, India drew the attention of the member-countries of the National Assembly and the General Assembly that
the Security Council disregarded the provisions of the Charter by not giving India an opportunity to participate
in the discussion on this.

Shri Sangma criticised saying, by conducting the nuclear tests at Pokhran, the Government has deviated from the
path of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and the foreign policy enunciated in the previous decade.

At this juncture, it would be pertinent to quote Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. I would like to quote the remarks of
Pundit Jawahar Lal Nehru, made on June 26, 1946 in Bombay. He said:

"As long as the world is constituted as it is, every country will have to device and use the latest scientific devices
for its protection. I have no doubt that India will develop its scientific research and I hope Indian scientists will
use atomic power for constructive purposes. But if India is threatened, she will inevitably try to defend herself
by all means at her disposal. I hope India in common with other countries will prevent the use of atomic bomb."

The question being asked is, what necessitated India to go for the nuclear test. Our hon. friend from Marxists
Party has stated that there was no necessity for this nuclear test. There is no threat from anywhere. There is no
threat from China. I would like to draw the attention of the House, through you, towards the Reports of the
Standing Committees on Defence of the previous Lok Sabha.Those Reports have clearly indicated that there is a
threat to our security from our neighbour China. The Committee was headed by the great Parliamentarian, for
whom I have the greatest respect, Shri Indrajit Gupta.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA : You are talking about which Report?

SHRI VAIKO : I am talking about the Report of the Standing Committee on Defence. In that Report, there is a
specific remark, substantiated by the evidence, that there is a security challenge from China. We understand that
there is a security challenge from China with whom we raised the slogan of Panchsheel, the peaceful coexistence
in the Fifties. We were betrayed in the year 1962. We realise the impending danger that that country is supplying
missile technology or the nuclear technology to Pakistan. Is it not the duty of this country to protect its security?
Therefore, India, the most populous democracy of the world, the cradle of one of the ancient civilizations of the
world, India consisting of many ethnic races and civilizations, that country under the stewardship of Shri Atal
Bihari Vajpayee drew the attention of all the capitals of the world - of course, very hoarse reaction, hoarse
criticism - when it conducted Pokhran test in the month of May. Is it not hypocrisy that the United States of
America has imposed sanctions? Is it not hypocrisy that the United States of America has condemned nuclear
tests and is preaching sermons of nuclear proliferation?

Shri Sangma was quoting a poem of hon. Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee on the disaster which took place in the year
1945 in Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Of course, it was the US which dropped bombs to annihilate thousands and
thousands of people and even today it is the United States of America... (Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please conclude.

SHRI VAIKO : I have not yet started.

SHRI MURLI DEORA (MUMBAI SOUTH): If you have not yet started, where will you end?

SHRI VAIKO : I was just replying to the points raised by Shri Sangma. I am at the mercy of the Chairman.

It is the United States which is going to conduct underground sub-critical nuclear tests.

13.00 hrs.

It is the United States of America which has conducted the Earth Penetrating Capability Tests in the month of
March in Alaska without giving a forewarning to the native residents of Florida. It is the United States of
America which has test-fired four times, missiles which could carry eight nuclear warheads at the same time. It
is the United States of America which condemned China, imposed sanctions on China, when it held its tests at



Lopnur. It is the United States of America which conducted the maximum number of, 1,037, tests. The very
same United States of America gave the Most Favoured Nation status to China for commercial gains when they
were looking for the martyrs for their business. It is the United States of America which condemned the
Tiananmen Square episode and now Mr. Bill Clinton has gone and stood on the Great Wall of China posing for
photographers.

In the United States of America, when they wanted a martyr for their commercial goods they gave the Most
Favoured Nation status to China. Now discussion is going on in the United States' Congress. The Republican
Senator from the State of Kentucky, which was represented by Mr. Abraham Lincoln once, introduced the
legislation to lift sanctions. Senator Mitch McConnell stated in the American Congress that they should not
sacrifice American interests in their effort to put the nuclear genie back in the bottle. This is their approach.

Two months ago, there was severe criticism from many countries. Because of the commendable steps taken by
this Government, we are not isolated today on this issue. We have got the support of the Asian countries, the
Third World countries. The world is fast changing today. The perceptions are changing; the concepts are
changing because we are discussing the international situation related to our foreign policy. The dawn of the
millennium witnessed the Great October Revolution in Soviet Russia. On the eve of the dusk of this millennium,
our hearts bleed to see what has happened in Soviet Russia. The statue of Lenin, the great champion of
socialism, the great revolutionary of this millennium, was demolished. And what has happened three-four weeks
back? The skeletal remains of Romanov, the Czar Nicholas, his wife and children were taken from some distant
place, were given a royal reception at the palace and royally cremated in the graveyard of the palace. Such things
are happening today. The world is changing. New countries are emerging on the map of the world. With one
stroke of pen, Czechoslovakia was divided into two countries. There are 15 independent States today in the
erstwhile Soviet Union. The United States of America, all of a sudden, says that it recognises the demand for a
separate State of Palestine.

Mr. Nawaz Sharief said, I raise this point because Mr. Sangma referred to it, that it was simply a waste of time,
and the result of dialogue was nothing but zero. The whole world was watching what was happening in
Colombo. Our hon. Prime Minister demonstrated his compassion and mature statesmanship to the world. At the
same time the jingoistic approach of Pakistan and Mr. Nawaz Sharief has been exposed to the world.

Sir, Kashmir issue cannot be a negotiable issue. Kashmir is not negotiable. But in order to substantiate this time
that through bilateralism this issue cannot be solved, Shri Nawaz Sharif tried to say that bilateralism is not
acceptable to them. But India has proved once again that Kashmir is not negotiable. At the same time, Sir, India
played its role very well in the relations but not for compromising the interests of the country. We have
demonstrated that the weapons of mass destruction should be totally eliminated. That is the position we have
taken. Therefore, this Government deserves every applause and congratulations for all the steps despite very
heavy odds and harsh criticisms from many quarters of the world.

SHRI MURLI DEORA : He would become the Foreign Minister of India.

SHRI VAIKO : I do not want to become the Minister.

SHRI MURLI DEORA :SOUTH): We will help to make you Minister.

SHRI VAIKO : Therefore, once again, India stands with all polity and we stand erect as a mighty power and as a
nuclear weapon State. In Manila Conference, we have established that we are, India is a nuclear weapon State.
That status is not at all irreversible.

">

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É (ºÉ¨¦É±É): ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, +ÉVÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉä±É¨¤ÉÉä ºÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉxÉä Eòä ¤ÉÉnù ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ {Égø ®ú½þä lÉä* ´É½þ Ê±ÉÊJÉiÉ ´ÉEiÉ´ªÉ
lÉÉ* =ºÉ ´ÉEiÉ´ªÉ ¨Éä Æ EòÖUô ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ lÉÉ* =ºÉ¨Éä Æ ÊxÉ®úÉ¶ÉÉ ½þÒ ÊxÉ®úÉ¶ÉÉ lÉÒ* +MÉ®ú EòÖUô lÉÉ iÉÉä ÊxÉ®úÉ¶É ´ÉEiÉ´ªÉ lÉÉ* =ºÉEòÒ ¦ÉÉ¹ÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ÊxÉ®úÉ¶ÉÉVÉxÉEò lÉÒ +Éè®ú VÉ¤É |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ
VÉÒ ¤ÉÉä±É ®ú½þä lÉä iÉÉä ´É½þ º´ÉªÉÆ ¦ÉÒ ÊxÉ®úÉ¶É lÉä* VÉ¤É ´É½þ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉB iÉÉä ½þ´ÉÉ<Ç +dä {É®ú =iÉ®úiÉä ½þÒ =x½þÉä ÆxÉä Bä±ÉÉxÉ Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ ÊEò Ê¶ÉJÉ®ú ºÉ¨¨Éä±ÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É ±Éc÷É<Ç VÉÒiÉ
Eò®ú +ÉB ½þè Æ* ÊEòºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ? ½þ¨É nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éä Æ +±ÉMÉ-lÉ±ÉMÉ ¤ÉiÉÉB VÉÉiÉä lÉä, +¤É Ê´É¶´É ¨Éä Æ BEò ºlÉÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ Eò®ú +ÉB ½þè Æ* nùÚºÉ®úä ½þÒ ÊnùxÉ, ¶ÉÉªÉnù =ºÉÒ ¶ÉÉ¨É EòÉä {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ



Eòä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¸ÉÒ xÉ´ÉÉVÉ ¶É®úÒ¡ò xÉä Eò½þ ÊnùªÉÉ ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ EòÖUô ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÖ+É* +ÉVÉ nùä¶É Eòä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ MÉè®ú ÊVÉ¨¨ÉänùÉ®úÉxÉÉ ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ nùä ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* ¨Éè Æ <ºÉEòÒ +É±ÉÉäSÉxÉÉ
Eò®úiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ* ´É½þ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ {ÉÚ®ú ä nùä¶É EòÉä MÉÖ¨É®úÉ½þ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ VÉÉä Ê´Énùä¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ®ú½þ SÉÖEòä ½þè Æ* BäºÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉèEòÉ +ÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, VÉ¤É ´É½þ xÉäiÉÉ Ê´É®úÉävÉÒ nù±É lÉä iÉÉä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¸ÉÒ
xÉ®úÊºÉÆ½þ ®úÉ´É VÉÒ xÉä =xÉEòÉä BEò |ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉ¨ÉÆb÷±É Eòä +vªÉIÉ Eòä °ü{É ¨Éä Æ Ê´Énùä¶É ¦ÉäVÉÉ lÉÉ* ´É½þ <iÉxÉä ºÉ¨ÉZÉnùÉ®ú lÉä ÊEò =xÉEòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä °ü{É ¨Éä Æ BEò UôÊ´É lÉÒ* =x½þÉä ÆxÉä
ºÉ¨¨Éä±ÉxÉ ºÉä ±ÉÉè]õxÉä Eòä ¤ÉÉnù VÉèºÉä ½þÒ ½þ´ÉÉ<Ç +dä ºÉä ´ÉEiÉ´ªÉ ÊnùªÉÉ, =xÉEòÒ UôÊ´É xÉÉ¨É EòÒ EòÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ®ú½þ MÉ<Ç ½þè - SÉÉ½þä ´É½þ ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ½þÒ ÊføÆføÉä®úÉ {ÉÒ]õä Æ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +ºÉÊ±ÉªÉiÉ
+ºÉÊ±ÉªÉiÉ ½þè*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ 1947 ºÉä {É½þ±Éä iÉªÉ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç lÉÒ* 1937-38 ¨Éä Æ b÷ÉE]õ®ú ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ VÉÒ xÉä MÉÉÆvÉÒ VÉÒ EòÒ nùäJÉ®úäJÉ ¨Éä Æ xÉä VÉÉä xÉÒÊiÉ
¤ÉxÉÉªÉÒ lÉÒ, ´É½þ +¦ÉÒ iÉEò ±ÉMÉÉiÉÉ®ú SÉ±ÉÒ +É ®ú½þÒ lÉÒ - SÉÉ½þä ÊEòºÉÒ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú +É<Ç ½þÉä, EòÉä<Ç |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¤ÉxÉÉ ½þÉä, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eò¦ÉÒ ¤Énù±ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ* =ºÉÒ
EòÉ {ÉÊ®úhÉÉ¨É lÉÉ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä ¤ÉÖÊxÉªÉÉnùÒ ¨ÉÖqÉä Æ EòÉä xÉ½þÒÆ iªÉÉMÉÉ +Éè®ú =x½þÒ ¤ÉÖÊxÉªÉÉnùÒ ¨ÉÖqÉä {É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Ê]õEòÒ ®ú½þÒ * ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ +É¨É ºÉ½þ¨ÉÊiÉ
{É®ú +ÉvÉÉÊ®úiÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè *

±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¦ÉÉVÉ{ÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä , {ÉIÉ ½þÉä ªÉÉ Ê´É{ÉIÉ ½þÉä, ÊEòºÉÒ EòÉä Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒ Ê±ÉªÉÉ * <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä =ºÉ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ EòÉä UôÉäc÷ ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ ¨ÉÚ±É xÉÒÊiÉªÉÉä ´É
ÊºÉrÉxiÉÉä {É®ú +ÉvÉÉÊ®úiÉ lÉÒ, ¦ÉÉVÉ{ÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä Ê´É{ÉIÉ EòÉä Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ ±ÉäxÉÉ iÉÉä nùÚ®ú ®ú½þÉ, +{ÉxÉä ºÉ½þªÉÉäMÉÒ nù±ÉÉä Æ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ Ê±ÉªÉÉ* +¦ÉÒ ¸ÉÒ ´ÉèEòÉä ¤Égø-
SÉgøEò®ú ¤ÉÉä±É ®ú½þä lÉä, ¶ÉÉªÉnù Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ¤ÉxÉxÉä EòÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉºÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÒ* +É{É xÉ½þÒÆ SÉÉ½þiÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ¨É SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò +É{É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ¤ÉxÉ VÉÉªÉä Æ* EªÉÉ +É{ÉEòÉä Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê±ÉªÉÉ
MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ? ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ÊEòºÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ºÉ½þªÉÉäMÉÒ PÉ]õEò nù±É EòÉä Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ Ê±ÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* ¨ÉÖZÉä +¡òºÉÉäºÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ Eò½þxÉÉ {Éc÷ ®ú½þÉ ½þè ÊEò +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É
xÉÒÊiÉ BEò-nùÉä xÉäiÉÉ+ÉäÆ Eòä {ÉÉEòä]õ ¨Éä Æ ¤Éxnù ½þè <ºÉºÉä +xiÉ®úÉ¹]ÅÒªÉ UôÊ´É vÉÚÊ¨É±É ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè* +ÉVÉ +É¨É ºÉ½þ¨ÉÊiÉ EòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ®ú½þÒ* VÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ¨ÉÚ±É ¨ÉÖqä lÉä, =xÉ ºÉä
½þ¨É ½þ]õ MÉªÉä ½þè Æ* +É{É ÊEòºÉEòä {ÉÒUôä PÉÚ¨É ®ú½þä ½þè Æ, ¨Éè Æ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Ä ÊEò nùÉäºiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä Eòä SÉEEò®ú ¨Éä Æ +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ Eòä {ÉÒUôä PÉÚ¨É ®ú½þä ½þè* ¨Éè Æ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä {ÉÚUôxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò
VÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ¤ÉÖÊxÉªÉÉnùÒ ¨ÉÖqä lÉä, EªÉÉ +É{É =xÉ {É®ú Ê]õEòä ½þÖªÉä ½þè Æ?

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ªÉ½þ nùä¶É EòÉ nùÖ¦ÉÉÇMªÉ ½þè ÊEò Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ ÊVÉxÉ ¤ÉÖÊxÉªÉÉnùÒ ¨ÉÖqÉä {É®ú Ê]õEòÒ ½þÖªÉÒ lÉÒ =x½þä BEò-BEò Eò®úEòä iªÉÉMÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè* +É{É VÉÉxÉiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò 1937-38
¨ÉäÆ MÉÉvÉÒ VÉÒ Eòä xÉäiÞÉi´É ¨Éä Æ b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ xÉä Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç lÉÒ* ºÉx 1947 ¨Éä Æ VÉ¤É ºÉä xÉä½þ°ü VÉÒ Eòä xÉäiÞÉi´É ¨Éä Æ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¤ÉxÉÒ iÉÉä =x½þÒÆ xÉÒÊiÉªÉÉä ÊºÉrÉxiÉÉä
¨ÉÖqÉä Æ EòÉä ±ÉäEò®ú Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ SÉ±ÉiÉÒ +É ®ú½þÒ lÉÒ* VÉèºÉÉ ¨Éè ÆxÉä ¶ÉÖ¯û ¨Éä Æ Eò½þÉ ÊEò SÉÉ½þä EòÉä<Ç |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ®ú½þÉ ½þÉä, EòÉä<Ç ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú +É<Ç ½þÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ¨É +{ÉxÉä ¨ÉÉèÊ±ÉEò ¨ÉÖqÉä Æ ºÉä
Eò¦ÉÒ {ÉÒUôä xÉ½þÒÆ ½þ]õä * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ EªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =xÉ ¨ÉÖqÉä Æ ºÉä {ÉÒUôä xÉ½þÒÆ ½þ]õÒ ½þè?

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ {É½þ±ÉÉ ¨ÉÖqÉ Ê´É¶´É ¶ÉÉÊxiÉ EòÉ lÉÉ, nùÚºÉ®úÉ ±ÉÉäEòiÉÉÆÊjÉEò ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ, iÉÒºÉ®úÉ MÉÖ]õÊxÉ®ú{ÉäIÉiÉÉ, SÉÉèlÉÉ ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÉÊvÉEòÉ®ú iÉlÉÉ MÉè®ú-¤É®úÉ¤É®úÒ EòÉ lÉÉ iÉlÉÉ
{Éc÷ÉäºÉÒ nùä¶ÉÉä Æ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ +SUôä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ´É ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ EòÉ ÊºÉ±ÉÊºÉ±ÉÉ VÉÉ®úÒ ®úJÉxÉÉ* ªÉ½þÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä |É¨ÉÖJÉ ÊºÉrÉxiÉ ´É ¤ÉÖÊxÉªÉÉnùÒ ¨ÉÖqä lÉä* EªÉÉ +ÉVÉ nùä¶É EòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ <xÉ
ÊºÉrÉxiÉÉä {É®ú Ê]õEòÒ ½þÖ<Ç ½þèxÉ½þÒÆ* +É{É iÉÉä {ÉÚ®úÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä <xÉ ¨ÉÖqÉä Æ ºÉä {ÉÒUôä ½þ]õ MÉªÉä ½þè Æ* <x½þÒÆ ¨ÉÖqÉä Æ {É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä Ê´É¶´É EòÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉEò ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ lÉÉ* +ÉVÉÉnùÒ Eòä ¤ÉÉnù
+MÉ®ú MÉè®ú-¤É®úÉ¤É®úÒ Eòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò 20´ÉÒÆ ºÉnùÒ ¨Éä Æ EòÉä<Ç ±Éc÷É ½þè ªÉÉ ÊEòºÉÒ xÉä {ÉIÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½þè ªÉÉ ÊEòºÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±Eò ¨Éä Æ +ºÉ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ xÉä =ºÉ +ÉxnùÉä±ÉxÉ EòÒ +MÉÖ´ÉÉ<Ç
EòÒ ½þè iÉlÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ±Éc÷É ½þè* MÉÖ]õ ÊxÉ®ú{ÉäIÉ xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä EòÉ®úhÉ Ê´É¶´É ¨Éä Æ Eò<Ç nùä¶É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä Ê¨ÉjÉ ¤ÉxÉä MÉªÉä +Éè®ú Ê´É®úÉävÉ ¨Éä Æ EòÉä<Ç {Éc÷ÉäºÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ®ú½þÉ* VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò SÉÒxÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ ½þè,
=ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É ¤ÉÉnù ¨Éä Æ Eò½þä ÆMÉä* ´ÉiÉÇ¨ÉÉxÉ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä ¨ÉÚ±É ¨ÉÖqÉä Æ ºÉä ½þ]õxÉä Eòä ¤ÉÉnù ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ nùä¶É Ê´É¶´É Eòä +xªÉ nùä¶ÉÉä Æ ºÉä +±ÉMÉ-lÉ±ÉMÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½þè* ¸ÉÒ ºÉÆMÉ¨ÉÉ VÉÒ xÉä
`öÒEò Eò½þÉ ½þè ÊVÉºÉEòÉä ½þ¨É nùÉä½þ®úÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ SÉÉ½þiÉä* nùä¶É EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ =xÉ nùÖ¹{ÉÊ®úhÉÉ¨ÉÉä Æ EòÉä ¦ÉÉäMÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè* =ºÉEòÉ xÉiÉÒVÉÉ ªÉ½þ ½þÖ+É ½þè ÊEò ½þ¨ÉxÉä +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä PÉÖ]õxÉä ]õäEò
ÊnùªÉä ½þè Æ* <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä {ÉÚ®úÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä +Éi¨ÉºÉ¨ÉÇ{ÉhÉ Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ ½þè* ªÉ½þ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú {É®ú +É®úÉä{É ½þè +Éè®ú VÉ¤É |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ =iiÉ®ú nùä Æ
iÉÉä ½þ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉä Æ ÊEò ÊEòxÉ EòÉ®úhÉÉä ºÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä PÉÖ]õxÉä ]õäEò ÊnùªÉä ? ´ÉèºÉä <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä {É½þ±Éä ÊnùxÉ ºÉä ½þÒ +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä +ÉMÉä PÉÖ]õxÉä ]õäEò ÊnùªÉä lÉä*
¦ÉÉ®úiÉ xÉä 11 ¨É<Ç EòÉä {ÉÉäJÉ®úhÉ ¨Éä Æ {É®úÒIÉhÉ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉÒ ¶ÉÉ¨É EòÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä +¨É®úÒEòÉ EòÉä {ÉjÉ Ê±ÉJÉ ÊnùªÉÉ* {ÉjÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê±ÉJÉÉ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ´ÉVÉ½þ ºÉä
½þ¨Éä Æ ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚ®ú ½þÉäEò®ú ªÉ½þ {É®úÒIÉhÉ Eò®úxÉÉ {Éc÷É* ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, BäºÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ lÉÉ* <ºÉEòä {ÉÒUôä nùä¶É EòÉ Ê½þiÉ ªÉÉ nùä¶É EòÒ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ lÉÒ* <x½þÉä ÆxÉä nùä¶É EòÉä ºÉ´ÉÉä Ç{ÉÊ®ú xÉ
¨ÉÉxÉEò®ú +{ÉxÉÒ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÉä ºÉ´ÉÉä Ç{ÉÊ®ú ¨ÉÉxÉÉ, +{ÉxÉÒ EòÖºÉÒÇ EòÉä ºÉ´ÉÉä Ç{ÉÊ®ú ¨ÉÉxÉÉ +Éè®ú |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ EòÒ EòÖºÉÒÇ ¤ÉSÉÉxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉªÉä {ÉÉäJÉ®úxÉ {É®úÒIÉhÉ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* ªÉ½þ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú +ÉVÉ
EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ ¤É½þÉxÉÉ føÚ Æfø ä, EòÖUô ¦ÉÒ Eò½þä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¨É¨ÉiÉÉ ¤É½þxÉ ¦ÉÒ =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ nùÖÊ´ÉvÉÉ ¨Éä Æ lÉÒ* º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ VÉÒ, VÉÉä VÉªÉ±ÉÊ±ÉiÉÉ Eòä xÉäiÞÉi´É ¨Éä Æ VÉÒiÉEò®ú +ÉªÉä lÉä, ´É½þ =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ nùÖÊ´ÉvÉÉ
¨Éä Æ lÉä* VÉªÉ±ÉÊ±ÉiÉÉ ¦ÉÒ nùÖÊ´ÉvÉÉ ¨Éä Æ lÉÒ * ¨Éè Æ =xÉ ºÉ¤É ¤ÉÉiÉÉä Æ EòÉä nùÉä½þ®úÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ EªÉÉä ÆÊEò ºÉÒ.]õÒ.¤ÉÒ.]õÒ {É®ú ¤É½þÖiÉ EòÖUô ¤ÉÉä±ÉÉ VÉÉ SÉÖEòÉ ½þè* ¨Éè Æ <iÉxÉÉ VÉ°ü®ú Eò½þxÉÉ
SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ ÊEò +¨É®úÒEòÉ EòÉ Ê{ÉUô±ÉMMÉÚ ¤ÉxÉEò®ú, VÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä Ê¨ÉjÉ nùä¶É lÉä, =xÉEòÉä ¦ÉÒ <x½þÉä ÆxÉä JÉÉä ÊnùªÉÉ ½þè*

ºÉÒ]õÒ¤ÉÒ]õÒ {É®ú ¦ÉÒ nùÉä½þ®úÉ SÉÊ®újÉ ½þè* ºÉÒ]õÒ¤ÉÒ]õÒ Eòä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ¨Éä Æ +ÉVÉ VÉÉä {Éc÷ÉäÊºÉªÉÉä Æ ºÉä ºÉ¨¤ÉÆvÉÉä Eòä Ê¤ÉMÉÉb÷É VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè ªÉÉ +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè, =ºÉ {É®ú ½þ¨É
Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þä ÆMÉä ÊEò MÉÖ{ÉSÉÖ{É ´É½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè* +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ Eòä Ê´Énùä¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ xÉä Eò½þÉ ½þè ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉÒ]õÒ¤ÉÒ]õÒ Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þä, =ºÉä ºÉÉ´ÉÇVÉÊxÉEò °ü{É ºÉä Eò½þä*
<ºÉEòÉ +lÉÇ EªÉÉ ½þè? <ºÉEòÉ +ªÉÇ ªÉ½þ ½þè ÊEò MÉÖ{ÉSÉÖ{É ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè* +MÉ®ú MÉÖ{ÉSÉÖ{É ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè, iÉÉä ºÉnùxÉ EòÉä ¤ÉiÉÉ<B ÊEò EªÉÉ-EªÉÉ ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè Æ? ºÉÒ.]õÒ.
¤ÉÒ.]õÒ. ÊEòxÉ-ÊEòxÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉä Æ {É®ú +É{É ºÉ½þ¨ÉiÉ ½þè Æ, ½þ¨É Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò ºÉÒ]õÒ¤ÉÒ]õÒ {É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉ º]õèhb÷ <ºÉÊ±ÉB lÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ ºÉÒ]õÒ¤ÉÒ]õÒ EòÒ ºÉÆÊvÉ MÉè®ú-¤É®úÉ¤É®úÒ EòÒ
ºÉÆÊvÉ ½þè +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ º{É¹]õ xÉÒÊiÉ lÉÒ ÊEò VÉ¤É iÉEò nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ EòÒ ºÉÉ®úÒ {É®ú¨ÉÉhÉÖ ¶ÉÊEiÉªÉÉÆ BEò ºÉ¨ÉªÉ¤Ér EòÉªÉÇFò¨É Eòä +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú {ÉÚ®úÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä +{ÉxÉä {É®ú¨ÉÉhÉÖ ½þÊlÉªÉÉ®ú xÉ¹]õ
xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úäMÉÒ, iÉ¤É iÉEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉÒ]õÒ¤ÉÒ]õÒ {É®ú nùºiÉKÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úäMÉÉ +Éè®ú +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ =ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É®ú EòÉªÉ¨É ½þè Æ* EªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É®ú EòÉªÉ¨É ½þè? +MÉ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè iÉÉä
EòÉèxÉ ºÉä |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ½þè Æ ÊVÉxÉ {É®ú ºÉ½þ¨ÉÊiÉ ½þè ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉBÆ* +É{É EòÉªÉÇ´ÉÉ½þÒ =`öÉEò®ú nùäJÉ ±Éä Æ, <ºÉÒ ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê´Énùä¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉÉ Ê´Énùä¶É ®úÉVªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ºÉÒ.]õÒ.¤ÉÒ.]õÒ. Eòä
EòÖUô |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉä Æ {É®ú ½þºiÉÉIÉ®ú Eò®úxÉä ½þäiÉÖ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä ½þè Æ, WÉ®úÉ ¤ÉiÉÉ<B ÊEò ´Éä EòÉèxÉ ºÉä |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ½þè Æ, ÊVÉxÉ {É®ú +É{É ºÉ½þ¨ÉiÉ ½þè Æ? <iÉxÉÒ Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®úÒ EªÉÉä Æ ÊnùJÉÉ<Ç? +ÉVÉ
½þ¨É <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä SÉäiÉÉ´ÉxÉÒ nùäxÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò ºÉÒ]õÒ¤ÉÒ]õÒ {É®ú nùºiÉKÉiÉ ÊEòªÉä iÉÉä ºÉ¨ÉÉVÉ´ÉÉnùÒ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ±Éä ÊEò ½þ®ú ºiÉ®ú {É®ú ½þ®ú iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä Eò½þäMÉä ½þ®ú iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä Ê
´É®úÉävÉ Eò®úäMÉä

....(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

b÷äEòÉä®ú¨É ½þ¨Éä Æ ¨ÉiÉ ÊºÉJÉÉ<B* +MÉ®ú ºÉÒ]õÒ¤ÉÒ]õÒ {É®ú nùºiÉKÉ´ÉiÉ ÊEòªÉä iÉÉä b÷äEòÉä®ú¨É EòÒ {É®ú´ÉÉ½þ ½þ¨É xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úä ÆMÉä, nùä¶É EòÒ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ +Éè®ú nùä¶É Eòä Ê½þiÉ EòÉä ºÉ´ÉÉä Ç{ÉÊ®ú ¨ÉÉxÉä ÆMÉä* vÉÒ®úä-
vÉÒ®úä MÉÖ{ÉSÉÖ{É ¤ÉÉiÉ EªÉÉä Æ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè? +MÉ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè iÉÉä ¤ÉiÉÉBÄ ÊEò ºÉÒ.]õÒ.¤ÉÒ.]õÒ .ÊEòxÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉä Æ {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä ½þè Æ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)



VÉ¤É {É®ú¨ÉÉhÉÖ {É®úÒIÉhÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÖ+É lÉÉ iÉ¤É ¦ÉÒ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ EªÉÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ? ½þ¨É EªÉÉ xÉÉ¨É ±Éä Æ, =x½þÉä ÆxÉä Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ EªÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ +Éè®ú ´ÉiÉÇ¨ÉÉxÉ ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ =xÉEòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ
EªÉÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ®úJÉiÉä lÉä, ½þ¨É nùÉä½þ®úÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ SÉÉ½þiÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

VÉ¤É +É{É Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ®ú lÉä iÉ¤É +É{É EªÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä lÉä +Éè®ú +É{ÉEòä ´ÉiÉÇ¨ÉÉxÉ ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ +É{ÉEòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ EªÉÉ Eò½þ ®ú½þä lÉä? ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ ¨ÉÖ Æ½þ ¨ÉiÉ JÉÖ±É´ÉÉ<B* +É{É EªÉÉ Eò®ú
®ú½þä lÉä, <ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ =x½þÉä ÆxÉä ºÉÉ¡ò-ºÉÉ¡ò Eò½þÉ ½þè ÊEò +É{ÉxÉä ÊxÉnùÉä Ç¹É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÒ ½þiªÉÉ Eò®úÉ¨ÉÒ ½þè, ¤É±ÉÉiEòÉ®ú Eò®ú´ÉÉB ½þè Æ* ªÉ½þ ¨Éè Æ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þ ®ú½þÉ ½þÚ Æ, +É{ÉEòä ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ Eò½þiÉä
lÉä* +ÉVÉ º{É¹]õ Eò®úä Æ ÊEò +É{É ºÉ½þÒ lÉä ªÉÉ +É{ÉEòä ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ºÉ½þÒ lÉä? +É{ÉEòÉä ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB EªÉÉä ÆÊEò +É{É nùÉäxÉÉä ºÉiiÉÉ {ÉIÉ ¤Éè`öä ½þè Æ, Ê¨É±ÉEò®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú SÉ±ÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ,
iÉÉä =xÉ ¤ÉÉiÉÉä Æ EòÉä ºÉÉ¡ò Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB ÊEò EòÉèxÉ ºÉ½þÒ lÉÉ +Éè®ú EòÉèxÉ MÉ±ÉiÉ lÉÉ* +ÉVÉ ½þ¨É xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ {É®úxiÉÖ ½þ¨É ¤ÉiÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè ÊEò +É{ÉEòä ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ +É{ÉEòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ
EªÉÉ Eò½þ ®ú½þä lÉä, ½þ¨É VÉÉxÉiÉä ½þè Æ =x½þÉäxÉä Eò½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨ÉxÉä ZÉÖMMÉÒ-ZÉÉä Æ{ÉÊc÷ªÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ PÉÖºÉEò®ú nùäJÉÉ ½þè, PÉ®úÉä Æ +Éè®ú EòÉ®úJÉÉxÉä ¨Éä Æ VÉÉEò®ú nùäJÉÉ ½þè ÊEò ÊEòºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä Ê½þxnùÖ
¨ÉÖÊº±É¨É ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ{ÉÚhÉÇ iÉ®úÒEòä ºÉä ®ú½þiÉä lÉä {ªÉÉ®ú ºÉä ®ú½þiÉä lÉä* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ®ú =xÉEòÉä ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ{ÉÚhÉÇ iÉ®úÒEòä ºÉä xÉ½þÒÆ ®ú½þxÉä nùäxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þè, ´É½þ Eòi±Éä+É¨É Eò®úÉEò®ú JÉÚxÉ
¤É½þÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè* +É{ÉEòä WÉ¨ÉÉxÉä ºÉä ªÉ½þ ½þÖ+É* +¤É Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É Ê½þxnùÚ ¨ÉÉ®úä VÉÉ ®ú½þä lÉä* VÉ¤É ºÉä {É®ú¨ÉÉhÉÖ {É®úÒIÉhÉ ½þÖ+É, iÉ¤É ºÉä WÉ®úÉ ¤ÉiÉÉBÆ ÊEò {É½þ±Éä ´É½þÉÆ ±ÉÉäMÉ VªÉÉnùÉ
¨ÉÉ®úä VÉÉ ®ú½þä lÉä ªÉÉ +¤É VªÉÉnùÉ ¨ÉÉ®úä VÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ?

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ VÉMÉ¨ÉÉä½þxÉ : +É{É Ê¡òMÉºÉÇ E´ÉÉä]õ EòÊ®úªÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : ªÉ½þÒ b÷äEòÉä®ú¨É ½þè?

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ VÉMÉ¨ÉÉä½þxÉ : +É{É Ê¡òMÉºÉÇ E´ÉÉä]õ EòÊ®úªÉä* WÉ¤ÉÉxÉÒ VÉ¨ÉÉ-JÉSÉÇ ¨ÉiÉ ¤ÉiÉÉ<B*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : Ê¡òMÉVÉÇ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¤ÉiÉÉªÉäMÉÒ +¦ÉÒ Eò½þÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É Ê½þÆnù Ú ¨ÉÉ®úä VÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ +Éè®ú VÉ¤É ºÉä {É®ú¨ÉÉhÉÖ ¤É¨É EòÉ {É®úÒIÉhÉ {ÉÉäJÉ®úhÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þÖ+É iÉ¤É
ºÉä ºÉÉ®úä Ê½þÆnù Ú ºÉÖ®úÊIÉiÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉä, {ÉÚ®úÉ b÷Éäb÷É ºÉÖ®úÊIÉiÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ* Eò¨É ºÉä Eò¨É nùä¶É EòÉä <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä MÉÖ¨É®úÉ½þ iÉÉä ¨ÉiÉ Eò®úÉä, +ÉÆJÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ vÉÚ±É iÉÉä ¨ÉiÉ ZÉÉä ÆEòÉä* VÉ¤É ºÉä ¦ÉÉVÉ{ÉÉ
ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú +ÉªÉä ½þè Æ iÉ¦ÉÒ ºÉä Ê½þÆnù Ö+ÉäÆ EòÒ ªÉ½þ nùÖnù Ç¶ÉÉ ½þè* VÉ¤É ºÉÆªÉÖEiÉ ¨ÉÉäSÉÉÇ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú b÷ägø ºÉÉ±É ®ú½þÒ, ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ MÞÉ½þ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¤Éè`öä ½þè Æ, ½þ¨É ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ lÉä, VÉ®úÉ ¤ÉiÉÉ<ªÉä ÊEò b÷ägø
ºÉÉ±É ¨Éä Æ ÊEòiÉxÉä Ê½þÆnù Ú ¨ÉÉ®úä MÉªÉä +Éè®ú +¤É ÊEòiÉxÉä ¨ÉÉ®úä VÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ?

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

+ªÉÉävªÉÉ Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ º{É¹]õ xÉÒÊiÉ ½þè ÊEò +MÉ®ú EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

+ªÉÉävªÉÉ Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ +É{É ºÉÖxÉ ±ÉÒÊVÉB ÊEò +¦ÉÒ iÉÉä 16 ¨É®úä lÉä, +MÉ®ú Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ºÉÆÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú EòÉxÉÚxÉ Eòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò, xªÉÉªÉÉ±ÉªÉ Eòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò EòÉä<Ç EòÉ¨É Eò®úäMÉÉ iÉÉä nùä¶É
Ê½þiÉ ¨Éä Æ, +Énù¨ÉÒ EòÒ VÉÉxÉ EòÒ EòÉä<Ç EòÒ¨ÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè, 16 iÉÉä Eò¨É ½þè 32 {É®ú ¦ÉÒ MÉÉä±ÉÒ SÉ±É´ÉÉxÉÒ {Éc÷Ò iÉÉä SÉ±É´ÉÉªÉä ÆMÉä* EªÉÉ +É{É ¤ÉÉ®ú-¤ÉÉ®ú +ªÉÉävªÉÉ-+ªÉÉävªÉÉ Eò½þiÉä ½þÉä*
´É½þÉÆ nùä¶É Eòä Ê½þiÉ ¨Éä Æ MÉÉä±ÉÒ SÉ±ÉÒ lÉÒ, nùä¶É EòÒ BEòiÉÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB MÉÉä±ÉÒ SÉ±ÉÒ lÉÒ, Ê½þÆnù Ú-¨ÉÖÊº±É¨É BEòiÉÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB MÉÉä±ÉÒ SÉ±ÉÒ lÉÒ,

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÒ vÉ¨ÉÉä Ç Eòä {ÉÚVÉÉºlÉ±ÉÉä Æ EòÒ Ê½þ¡òÉVÉiÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB MÉÉä±ÉÒ SÉ±É´ÉÉxÉÒ {Éc÷Ò lÉÒ*



... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI TAPAN SIKDAR (DUMDUM): There were both Hindus and Muslims. Both of them have been killed.

=ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨ÉxÉä Eò½þÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ* ½þ¨É VÉÉxÉiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò ½þVÉÉ®úÉä Æ ¨ÉÖºÉ±É¨ÉÉxÉ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú UôÉäc÷ +ÉªÉä ½þè Æ

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : ½þÉ=ºÉ EòÒ b÷äEòÉä®ú¨É Eò½þÉÆ MÉ<Ç, |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉä ¤ÉÖ±ÉÉ<ªÉä* ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ +É{É b÷äEòÉä®ú¨É nùäÊJÉªÉä

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

VÉ¤É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä MÞÉ½þ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ ´É½þÉÆ Eòä |É¦ÉÉ®úÒ lÉä +Éè®ú +¤É ¸ÉÒ +Éb÷´ÉÉhÉÒ VÉÒ ´É½þÉÆ Eòä |É¦ÉÉ®úÒ ¤ÉxÉä ½þè Æ, +É{É ºÉ¨ÉÒIÉÉ EòÊ®úªÉä ÊEò EªÉÉ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ½þè* VÉ¨¨ÉÚ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ MÉÖ{iÉ VÉÒ Eòä
®ú½þiÉä ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ lÉÒ* BEò-nùÉä ÊUô]õ{ÉÖ]õ PÉ]õxÉÉBÆ ½þÉäiÉÒ lÉÒÆ* ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉ ¨ÉÉèÊJÉEò °ü{É ºÉä BEò ±É±ÉEòÉ®ú nùäiÉä lÉä, {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ {ÉºÉÒxÉÉ ÊxÉEò±É VÉÉiÉÉ lÉÉ* +¤É {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ
Eò®úxÉä ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÉVÉ{ÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ {ÉºÉÒxÉÉ ÊxÉEò±É ®ú½þÉ ½þè* ... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉVÉ ªÉ½þ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ½þè, nùäºÉÒ ¨ÉÖMÉÒÇ Ê´É±ÉÉªÉiÉÒ ¤ÉÉä±É*

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù (¨ÉvÉä{ÉÖ®úÉ) : ÊVÉºÉ ÊnùxÉ ºÉä <x½þÉä ÆxÉä ¤ÉÉä±ÉxÉÉ ¶ÉÖ°ü ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè*

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : ½þÉÆ, =ºÉÒ ÊnùxÉ ºÉä BäºÉÉ ½þè* ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉ ¨ÉÉèÊJÉEò °ü{É ºÉä B±ÉÉxÉ Eò®ú nùäiÉä lÉä, {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä JÉ¤É®únùÉ®ú Eò®ú nùäiÉä lÉä ÊEò ½þ¨É ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ
+MÉ®ú ÊEòºÉÒ xÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ¤ÉÖ®úÒ ÊxÉMÉÉ½þ EòÒ iÉÉä ±Éc÷É<Ç nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ EòÒ vÉ®úiÉÒ {É®ú ½þÉäMÉÒ* ´É½þ SÉÖ{É ®ú½þ VÉÉiÉÉ lÉÉ* ªÉ½þÒ ½þ¨É ¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉä lÉä* +¤É EªÉÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ, +¤É iÉÉä
{ÉºÉÒxÉÉ ÊxÉEò±É ®ú½þÉ ½þè* +É{É Eò½þiÉä ½þÉä ÊEò ½þ¨É {É®ú¨ÉÉhÉÖ ¶ÉÊEiÉ ºÉ¨{ÉxxÉ nùä¶É ½þÉä MÉªÉä ½þè Æ* +É{ÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÚJÉÇiÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½þè, xÉ´ÉÉVÉ ¶É®úÒ¡ò ¦ÉÒ ¤Éä´ÉEòÚ¡òÒ Eò®ú
®ú½þä ½þè* iÉlÉÉ +Éi¨ÉPÉÉiÉÒ Eònù¨É =`öÉ ®ú½þä ½þè ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ ºÉSSÉÉ<Ç ªÉ½þ ½þè ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éä Æ +]õ±É VÉÒ EòÒ EòÖºÉÒÇ EòÉä JÉiÉ®úÉ lÉÉ +Éè®ú ´É½þÉÆ xÉ´ÉÉVÉ ¶É®úÒ¡ò EòÒ EòÖºÉÒÇ EòÉä JÉiÉ®úÉ
lÉÉ* nùÉäxÉÉä Æ xÉä +{ÉxÉÒ EòÖºÉÒÇ ¤ÉSÉÉxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB {É®ú¨ÉÉhÉÖ {É®úÒIÉhÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè* xÉ Ê½þÆnù ÖºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä JÉiÉ®úÉ lÉÉ +Éè®ú xÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä Ê½þÆnù ÖºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä JÉiÉ®úÉ lÉÉ, ¤ÉÊ±Eò
nùÉäxÉÉä Æ EòÒ EòÖÊºÉÇªÉÉä EòÉä JÉiÉ®úÉ lÉÉ* BEò ¤ÉxÉÉ´É]õÒ JÉiÉ®úÉ {ÉènùÉ Eò®úEòä nùÉäxÉÉä nùä¶ÉÉä EòÉä ªÉÖr Eòä EòMÉÉ®ú {É®ú ±ÉÉEò®ú JÉc÷É Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ* ªÉ½þ ½þ¨É MÉÆ¦ÉÒ®úiÉÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÉä±É ®ú½þä ½þè Æ ÊEò
nùÉäxÉÉä Æ nùä¶ÉÉä Æ EòÉä ¤É®ú¤ÉÉnù Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB +Éè®ú +{ÉxÉÒ EòÖºÉÒÇ ¤ÉSÉÉxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB BäºÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½þè* ´É½þÉÆ xÉ´ÉÉVÉ ¶É®úÒ¡ò EòÒ EòÖºÉÒÇ JÉiÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ {Éc÷ MÉ<Ç lÉÒ +Éè®ú ªÉ½þÉÆ +]õ±É VÉÒ
EòÒ EòÖºÉÒÇ JÉiÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ {Éc÷ MÉ<Ç lÉÒ* <ºÉÊ±ÉB nùÉäxÉÉä Æ nùä¶É {É®ú¨ÉÉhÉÖ ¶ÉÊEiÉ EòÉ {É®úÒIÉhÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, +É{É ¦ÉÒ ¨É½þÉºÉÆPÉ Eòä {ÉIÉvÉ®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ +Éè®ú +ÉVÉ ½þ¨É Eò½þ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ ÊEò +É{É SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þÉä, nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éä Æ ´ÉÉiÉÉ´É®úhÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þÉä, +É{É
Eò¨É ºÉä Eò¨É ¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnùä¶É +Éè®ú {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ Ê¨É±ÉEò®ú ½þÒ ´ÉÉiÉÉ´É®úhÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ<ªÉä* VÉ¨ÉÇxÉÒ ºÉä ºÉÒJÉÉä, Ê´ÉªÉiÉxÉÉ¨É ºÉä ºÉÒJÉÉä +Éè®ú +É{ÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê¨É±ÉEò®ú BEò ´ÉÉiÉÉ´É®úhÉ
¤ÉxÉÉ<ªÉä, Ê½þÆnù ÖºiÉÉxÉ, {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnùä¶É EòÉ BEò ¨É½þÉºÉÆPÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ<ªÉä* SÉÒxÉ ºÉä EòÉä<Ç JÉiÉ®úÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ®ú½þäMÉÉ* +É{É SÉÒxÉ EòÉä nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ xÉ¨¤É®ú BEò ¨ÉÉxÉiÉä ½þÉä* ¨Éè Æ Eò½þxÉÉ
SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉäxÉÉ ¤É½þÉnùÖ®ú ½þè* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ¤É½þÉnùÖ®ú ºÉäxÉÉ Eòä ®ú½þiÉä ½þÖB ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÉ EòÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉ±É ¦ÉÒ ¤ÉÉÆEòÉ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè* ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, VÉ¤É iÉEò Ê½þÆnù ÖºiÉÉxÉ,
{ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnùä¶É EòÉ ¨É½þÉºÉÆPÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉxÉäMÉÉ, iÉ¤É iÉEò +É{É SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ÊføÆføÉä®úÉ {ÉÒ]õiÉä ®úÊ½þªÉä, +É{É SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ¤ÉÉ±É ¦ÉÒ ¤ÉÉÆEòÉ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä*

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, +MÉ®ú UôÒxÉ ºÉEòiÉä ½þè Æ, iÉÉä SÉÒxÉ ºÉä VÉÉEò®ú UôÒxÉÉä Eòè±ÉÉ¶É ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä´É®ú EòÉä VÉÉä Ê¶É´ÉVÉÒ EòÒ iÉ{ÉÉä¦ÉÚÊ¨É ½þè +Éè®ú {ÉÉ´ÉÇiÉÒ EòÉ ¨ÉÉªÉEòÉ
½þè* +É{É vÉ¨ÉÇ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ* vÉ¨ÉÇ Eò½þÉÆ SÉ±ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ? VÉªÉ ¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É EòÒ VÉªÉ ¤ÉÉä±ÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä, VÉªÉ Ê¶É´É ¶ÉÆEò®ú EòÒ iÉ{ÉÉä¦ÉÚÊ¨É Eò½þÉÆ ½þè Æ? vÉ¨ÉÇ Eòä xÉÉ¨É {É®ú +É{É nùä¶É EòÉä ¤ÉÉÆ]õ
®ú½þä ½þÉä

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ-¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ* ¤ÉÒSÉ ¨Éä Æ ¨ÉiÉ ¤ÉÉäÊ±ÉB*

¸ÉÒ iÉ{ÉxÉ ÊºÉEònù®ú : ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ MÉ±ÉiÉ ¤ÉªÉÉxÉÒ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* ½þ¨ÉxÉä ¶ÉÆEò®ú EòÉä ´É½þÉÆ xÉ½þÒÆ ¦ÉäVÉÉ ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : ¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É +Éè®ú Ê¶É´É VÉÒ EòÉ xÉÉ¨É ±ÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉä Æ EòÉä SÉÖ±±ÉÚ¦É®ú {ÉÉxÉÒ ¨Éä Æ b÷Ú¤ÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB* <ºÉÊ±ÉB ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù VÉÒ `öÒEò Eò½þ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ-VÉªÉ ¸ÉÒEÞò¹hÉ*
+MÉ®ú +É{É Ê½þxnùÚ-¨ÉÖºÉ±É¨ÉÉxÉ EòÉä ±Éc÷É+ÉäMÉä, iÉÉä ½þ¨É ®úÉ¨É +Éè®ú EÞò¹hÉ EòÉä ±Éc÷É nùä ÆMÉä +Éè®ú Ê¡ò®ú EÞò¹hÉ ºÉä VªÉÉnùÉ EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉYÉ EòÉä<Ç xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÖ+É* ºÉÉ®úä SÉ®ú´ÉÉ½þä +Éè®ú MÉÉä{ÉÉ±É
iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½þè Æ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ-¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ*



¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : ½þ¨É {ÉÚ®úÒ MÉÆ¦ÉÒ®úiÉÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉVÉÒ +ÉVÉÉnùÒ Eòä ¤ÉÉnù <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä SÉ±ÉiÉä ÊVÉiÉxÉÉ +{É¨ÉÉxÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÉ
<ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®ú ½þÖ+É ½þè =iÉxÉÉ {É½þ±Éä Eò¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÖ+É* 1971 EòÒ ±Éc÷É<Ç Eòä ¤ÉÉnù {ÉÚ®ú ä Ê´É¶´É ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä {ÉIÉ ¨Éä Æ ´ÉÉiÉÉ´É®úhÉ iÉèªÉÉ®ú Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB VÉªÉ |ÉEòÉ¶É VÉÒ EòÉä ¦ÉäVÉÉ MÉªÉÉ
lÉÉ* +¤É EòÉèxÉ ¦ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè-BEò +¡òºÉ®ú +Éè®ú VÉ¤É ´É½þ ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÒ +¡òºÉ®ú +£òÒEòÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè, iÉÉä ®úÉ¹]Å{ÉÊiÉ =ºÉºÉä Ê¨É±ÉxÉä ºÉä ¨ÉxÉÉ Eò®ú nùäiÉÉ, ={É ®úÉ¹]Å{ÉÊiÉ =ºÉºÉä
Ê¨É±ÉxÉä ºÉä ¨ÉxÉÉ Eò®ú nùäiÉä ½þè, ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ =ºÉºÉä Ê¨É±ÉxÉä ºÉä ¨ÉxÉÉ Eò®ú nùäiÉÉ ½þè* +¤É {ÉiÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ´Éä ÊEòºÉºÉä Ê¨É±ÉEò®ú +ÉB ªÉÉ Ê¤ÉxÉÉ Ê¨É±Éä ½þÒ ±ÉÉè]õ +ÉB* VÉ¤É |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ <ºÉ
SÉSÉÉÇ EòÉ =iiÉ®ú nùä ÆMÉä, iÉÉä ´Éä +{ÉxÉä ´ÉEiÉ¤ªÉ ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉiÉÉBÆMÉä ÊEò ´Éä ÊEòºÉºÉä Ê¨É±ÉEò®ú +ÉB* +ÉVÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÒ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ªÉ½þ ½þè* ¨Éè Æ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÉ +
{É¨ÉÉxÉ ÊVÉiÉxÉÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®ú ½þÖ+É ½þè, =iÉxÉÉ {É½þ±Éä Eò¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÖ+É* <ºÉEòÉä Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ Eò¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ¦ÉÚ±ÉäMÉÒ +Éè®ú <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä <ºÉEòÒ ºÉVÉÉ VÉ°ü®ú nùäMÉÒ*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ªÉ½þ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ, ªÉ½þ iÉÉä +É®ú.BºÉ.BºÉ.xÉÒÊiÉ ½þè* Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä ºlÉÉxÉ {É®ú +É®ú.BºÉ.BºÉ. xÉÒÊiÉ EòèºÉä SÉ±ÉäMÉÒ, ´É½þ EªÉÉ Eò®úäMÉÒ* +É®ú.BºÉ.BºÉ.
´ÉÉ±Éä iÉÉä xÉäEò®ú {É½þxÉ Eò®ú ºÉÖ¤É½þ b÷Æb÷É PÉÖ¨ÉÉ ±ÉäiÉä ½þè Æ* +¤É b÷Æb÷ä ºÉä EªÉÉ B]õÉÊ¨ÉEò ¤É¨É Ê´Éº¡òÉä]õ +Éè®ú xªÉÚE±ÉÒªÉ®ú ªÉÖMÉ ¨Éä Æ SÉ±Éä MÉB* b÷Æb÷É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ +ºÉ±ÉÒ lÉÉ* +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ
¤ÉÚgøÉ +Énù¨ÉÒ b÷Æb÷ä ºÉä SÉ±É ±ÉäiÉÉ ½þè* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É xÉä +Ê½þÆºÉÉ Eòä ®úÉºiÉä {É®ú +ÉVÉÉnùÒ ½þÉÊºÉ±É EòÒ* +Ê½þÆºÉÉ ¨Éä Æ ÊEòiÉxÉÒ iÉÉEòiÉ lÉÒ ÊEò ºÉÉiÉ ºÉ¨ÉÖ Ænù®ú {ÉÉ®ú ºÉä +ÉªÉÉ +ÆOÉäVÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ
+Éè®ú MÉÉèiÉ¨É EòÒ +Ê½þÆºÉÉ EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä +ÉMÉä Ê]õEòÉ xÉ½þÒ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉMÉxÉÉ {Éc÷É ¦ÉÉMÉ MÉªÉÉ* ªÉ½þ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ ½þè, ªÉ½þ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÒ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ ½þè, ªÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É Eòä ¨ÉÚ±É
ÊºÉrÉxiÉ ½þè Æ*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, +ÉVÉ ½þ¨É +{ÉxÉä ¨ÉÚ±É ÊºÉrÉxiÉÉä Æ ºÉä ½þ]õ MÉB ½þè Æ* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÉ +{É¨ÉÉxÉ BEò VÉMÉ½þ xÉ½þÒÆ, Eò<Ç VÉMÉ½þ ½þÖ+É ½þè* +¦ÉÒ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä ={ÉÊ
´Énùä¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¸ÉÒ ]õÉ±É´ÉÉä]õ +ÉB* Eò½þÉÆ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ Ê´É¶´É JªÉÉÊiÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ ¨É½þÉxÉ nùä¶É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +Éè®ú Eò½þÉÆ +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä Ê´Énùä¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éä Æ BEò UôÉä]õÉ ºÉÉ ={É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ¨ÉxÉä nùäJÉÉ
¨ÉÆjÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉ =ºÉEòä +ÉMÉä-{ÉÒUôä PÉÚ¨É ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ xÉä ¦ÉÒ =xÉEòÉä Ê¨É±ÉxÉä EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ nùä ÊnùªÉÉ* VÉ¤É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä VÉºÉ´ÉxiÉ ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ, +¨É®úÒEòÉ MÉB lÉä, iÉÉä +¨É®úÒEòÉ ¨Éä Æ
¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ +JÉ¤ÉÉ®úÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ iÉÉä ½þ¨É VÉºÉ´ÉxiÉ ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ SÉÉ½þä VÉÉä Uô{É´ÉÉ ±Éä Æ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä +JÉ¤ÉÉ®úÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ =xÉEòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ BEò ¶É¤nù ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ +ÉªÉÉ* ½þ¨ÉxÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ¨É
ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè* +¨É®úÒEòÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉºÉ´ÉxiÉ ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ EòÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ºÉ¨¨ÉÉxÉ ½þÖ+É, {ÉjÉEòÉ®úÉä Æ xÉä, ¨ÉÒÊb÷ªÉÉ xÉä =xÉEòÉä ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ¨É½þi´É ÊnùªÉÉ? VÉ¤É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ =xÉEòÉ Êb÷{]õÒ Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú
+ÉiÉÉ ½þè, iÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉEò =ºÉEòÉä ±ÉÆSÉ +Éè®ú Êb÷xÉ®ú nùäiÉä ½þè Æ* ¨Éè ÆxÉä ]õÒ.´ÉÒ. {É®ú nùäJÉÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä VÉºÉ´ÉxiÉ ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ =xÉEòä {ÉÒUôä-{ÉÒUôä ¦ÉÉMÉ ®ú½þä lÉä* ½þ¨Éä Æ <ºÉ {É®ú MÉÆ¦ÉÒ®úiÉÉ
ºÉä ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÉ ¨ÉÉxÉ-ºÉ¨¨ÉÉxÉ Eò½þÉÆ {É½þÖ ÆSÉ MÉªÉÉ ½þè +Éè®ú +MÉ®ú ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÉ ºÉ¨¨ÉÉxÉ ÊMÉ®úÉªÉÉ ½þè, iÉÉä <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ MÉ±ÉiÉ EòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä
EòÉ®úhÉ ÊMÉ®úÉ ½þè +Éè®ú <ºÉEòä Ê±ÉB ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =iiÉ®únùÉªÉÒ ½þè* ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÉä +{É¨ÉÉÊxÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : +É{É EòxEò±ÉÚb÷ EòÒÊVÉB*

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : +¦ÉÒ iÉÉä ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ +ÉvÉÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ iÉÉä ]õÉäEòÉ-]õÉEòÒ ¨Éä Æ ½þÒ SÉ±ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½þè* +MÉ®ú ªÉ½þ ]õÉäEòÉ-]õÉEòÒ xÉ ½þÉä iÉÉä ½þ¨É +{ÉxÉÉ ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ VÉ±nùÒ ½þÒ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®ú nùä ÆMÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

½þ¨Éä Æ {ÉiÉÉ ½þè ÊEò ¨Éä®ú ä JÉc÷ä ½þÉäxÉä ºÉä =xÉEòÉä ¤É½þÖiÉ {É®úä¶ÉÉxÉÒ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè +Éè®ú ´É½þ {É®úä¶ÉÉxÉÒ iÉÉä ®ú½þäMÉÒ ½þÒ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¦ÉÉVÉ{ÉÉ EòÒ {ÉÉä±É ½þ¨É ½þÒ JÉÉä±É ºÉEòiÉä ½þè Æ EªÉÉä ÆÊEò +É{ÉÉiÉEòÉ±É ¨Éä Æ19 ¨É½þÒxÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉ +É®ú BºÉ BºÉ ´ÉÉ±Éä ¦ÉÒ +MÉ®ú ½þ¨É VÉä±É xÉ MÉªÉä ½þÉäiÉä iÉÉä ½þ¨É <xÉEòÒ {ÉÉä±É JÉÉä±É ½þÒ
xÉ {ÉÉiÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

<xÉ¨Éä Æ BäºÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ ¤Éè`öä ½þè Æ ÊVÉx½þÉä ÆxÉä <¨É®úVÉä ÆºÉÒ Eòä ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ¨ÉÉ¡òÒ ¨ÉÉÆMÉ ±ÉÒ lÉÒ* VÉ¤É ¨Éè ÆxÉä =xÉºÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò +É{ÉxÉä ¨ÉÉ¡òÒ EªÉÉä Æ ¨ÉÉÆMÉ ±ÉÒ, iÉÉä =x½þÉä ÆxÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä MÉÖ°ü xÉä Eò½þÉ
ÊEò ¨ÉÉ¡òÒ ¨ÉÉÆMÉEò®ú ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú +É+ÉäMÉä iÉÉä iÉÖ¨É +SUôÉ EòÉ¨É Eò®ú ±ÉÉäMÉä <ºÉÊ±ÉB ¨ÉÉ¡òÒ ¨ÉÉÆMÉ ±ÉÒ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¤É½þÖiÉÉä xÉä ¨ÉÉ¡òÒ ¨ÉÉÆMÉ ±ÉÒ* {ÉiÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

´É®úxÉÉ =xÉEòÒ {ÉÉä±É JÉÉä±É nùäiÉä* ... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¶ÉÉÊxiÉ±ÉÉ±É SÉ{É±ÉÉäiÉ (=nùªÉ{ÉÖ®ú) : VªÉÉnùÉiÉ®ú ºÉnùºªÉ iÉÉä ¤ÉÒ.VÉä.{ÉÒ. Eòä ½þÒ lÉä VÉ¤ÉÊEò nùÚºÉ®úÒ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ Eòä ¨ÉÖÊ¶Eò±É ºÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ-ºÉÉiÉ ºÉnùºªÉ ½þÒ lÉä* +É{É ¤Égø-SÉgøEò®ú ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®ú
®ú½þä ½þè Æ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)



¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : ¨ÉÉxªÉ´É®ú ¨Éè Æ +É{ÉºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : +¤É +É{É EòxEò±ÉÚb÷ EòÒÊVÉB*

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : +¦ÉÒ iÉÉä nùºÉ Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ½þÒ ½þÖB ½þè Æ*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : {ÉSSÉÒºÉ Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ½þÉä SÉÖEòä ½þè Æ*

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : ½þ¨É +É{ÉºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò +ÆOÉäVÉÒ ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þä lÉä ÊVÉºÉºÉä ±ÉMÉ ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ +¦ÉÒ ±ÉÆnùxÉ Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉ ¤ÉÉä±É ®ú½þä lÉä* BäºÉÉ ±ÉMÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè ÊEò
±ÉÉäEò ºÉ¦ÉÉ ±ÉÆnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þè* ½þ¨Éä Æ BäºÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ ±ÉÉäEò ºÉ¦ÉÉ ½þè* ½þ¨Éä Æ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ ºÉä ¤Éc÷Ò =¨¨ÉÒnù lÉÒ* =xÉEòÒ EòÊ´ÉiÉÉ ºÉÆMÉ¨ÉÉ VÉÒ xÉä ºÉÖxÉÉ<Ç * +]õ±É
VÉÒ EòÒ EòÊ´ÉiÉÉ EòÉä ½þ¨ÉxÉä {ÉgøÉ ½þè* +]õ±É VÉÒ +{ÉxÉÒ EòÊ´ÉiÉÉ {ÉgøEò®ú ´ªÉÉJªÉÉ Eò®úä Æ ÊEò +ÉVÉ Eòä ºÉÆnù¦ÉÇ ¨Éä Æ =xÉEòÒ EòÊ´ÉiÉÉ Eò½þÉÆ iÉEò ºÉ½þÒ ½þè, |ÉÉºÉÆÊMÉEò ½þè* =x½þÉä ÆxÉä xÉ<Ç
´ªÉÉJªÉÉ iÉÉä xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®ú nùÒ, ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ {ÉiÉÉ SÉ±É VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ* +É{ÉxÉä ¤É½þÖiÉ +SUôÉ ÊEòªÉÉ EªÉÉä ÆÊEò ½þ¨Éä Æ ªÉÉnù xÉ½þÒÆ lÉÉ* ªÉtÊ{É ¨Éè ÆxÉä ªÉ½þ ±ÉÉ<xÉä Æ {ÉgøÒ ½þè Æ +Éè®ú =ºÉä +Æb÷®ú±ÉÉ<xÉ ¦ÉÒ Eò®ú
ÊnùªÉÉ ½þè* +]õ±É VÉÒ EòÒ ÊEòiÉÉ¤É ¨Éä®ú ä {ÉÉºÉ ®úJÉÒ ½þè* +]õ±É VÉÒ xÉä ´É½þ ÊEòiÉÉ¤É {ÉÚ®úÒ {ÉgøÒ ½þÉäMÉÒ VÉÉä =x½þÉä ÆxÉä Ê±ÉJÉÒ ½þè* +É{É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ xÉä {ÉgøÒ ½þÉä ªÉÉ xÉ {ÉgøÒ ½þÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¨Éè ÆxÉä
+]õ±É VÉÒ EòÒ {ÉÚ®úÒ ÊEòiÉÉ¤É {ÉgøÒ ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú Eòä |É¶xÉ {É®ú ½þ¨É Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eòä ®ú½þiÉä +ÉVÉ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÉ |É¶xÉ +ÆiÉ®úÉÇ¹]ÅÒªÉ |É¶xÉ ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ ½þè* 50 ºÉÉ±É ºÉä ±ÉäEò®ú +¦ÉÒ iÉEò
ªÉ½þ +ÆiÉ®úÉÇ¹]ÅÒªÉ |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉxÉÉ lÉÉ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +¤É ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ ½þ* ªÉ½þ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤Éc÷Ò {É®úÉVÉªÉ ½þè ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ EòÒ, EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉ EòÒ* <ºÉºÉä ¤Éc÷Ò {É®úÉVÉªÉ +Éè®ú EªÉÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ
½þè? +ÉVÉ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ EòÒ Ê´É¡ò±ÉiÉÉ Eòä EòÉ®úhÉ, EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉ EòÒ Ê´É¡ò±ÉiÉÉ Eòä EòÉ®úhÉ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú +ÆiÉ®úÉÇ¹]ÅÒªÉ ¨ÉÖqÉ ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ ½þè +Éè®ú nùÚºÉ®úÒ iÉ®ú¡ò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉ¡ò±É ®ú½þÉ ½þè*
VÉ¤É ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÖÊº±É¨É ºÉ¨¨Éä±ÉxÉ ½þÉäiÉä lÉä iÉÉä =xÉ ¨Éä Æ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ nùäiÉÉ lÉÉ* +É{É VÉÉxÉiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú Eòä <ºÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É {É®ú ¨ÉÖÊº±É¨É nùä¶É Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ
{ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ nùäiÉä lÉä +Éè®ú ¨ÉÖÊº±É¨É nùä¶ÉÉä Eòä ºÉ¨¨Éä±ÉxÉÉä ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÒ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä ºÉ¨ÉÇlÉxÉ xÉ½þÒ Ê¨É±ÉiÉÉ lÉÉ * Eò½þÒÆ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú Eòä ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä xÉ½þÒ =`öÉ ºÉEòä Æ
±É±ÉäÊEòxÉ +ÉVÉ xÉ´ÉÉVÉ ¶É®úÒ¡ò {ÉÚ®ú ä +®ú¤É EòÆ]ÅÒVÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉEò®ú Eò½þ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ ÊEò Ê½þxnùÖ+ÉäÆ EòÉ Ê´Éº¡òÉä]õ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½þè +Éè®ú +¤É ½þ¨Éä Æ <º±ÉÉ¨ÉÒ Ê´Éº¡òÉä]õ Eòä Ê±ÉB +É{É ¨Énùnù EòÊ®úªÉä*
+ÉVÉ {ÉÚ®ú ä +®ú¤É EòÆ]ÅÒVÉ VÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉ ºÉÉlÉ nùä ®ú½þä lÉä, ´Éä +¤É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉä +±ÉMÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* ´É½þÉÆ +¤É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä Ê´É°ür {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ¨Énùnù Eòä Ê±ÉB vÉxÉ <Eò_É ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½þè*
<ºÉºÉä ¤Éc÷Ò {É®úÉVÉªÉ +Éè®ú EªÉÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½þè?

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

+É{ÉEòä {ÉÉºÉ <ºÉEòÉ EòÉä<Ç VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ½þè? +É{ÉEòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä EòÉ®úhÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ <ºÉºÉä VªÉÉnùÉ {É®úÉVÉªÉ +Éè®ú EªÉÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½þè? ½þ¨É +É{ÉEòÉä ºÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ
ÊEò +ÉVÉ Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ SÉÉ®úÉä Æ iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä ÊPÉ®ú MÉªÉÉ ½þè* VÉèºÉä +ÆMÉÚ`öÒ ÊPÉ®úÒ ½þÖ<Ç ½þè ´ÉèºÉä ½þÒ Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ ÊPÉ®úÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè* xÉä{ÉÉ±É ¦ÉÒ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉ iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè, ¤É¨ÉÉÇ ¦ÉÒ iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ
½þ è* ¨ÉÉ±ÉuÒ{É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉ ½þ¨Éä¶ÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +ÉVÉ ´É½þ ¦ÉÒ iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* SÉÒxÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè +Éè®ú {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ ZÉMÉc÷É ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½þè* EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ nùä¶É
½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* +ÉVÉ {ÉÚ®ú ä Ê¨ÉjÉ nùä¶É, {Éc÷ÉèºÉÒ nùä¶É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè Æ* {ÉÚ®úÉ Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ +±ÉMÉ-lÉ±ÉMÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½þè*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, +¤É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ EòÉä<Ç nùÉäºiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ nùÉäºiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä Eòä SÉEEò®ú ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä {ÉÒUôä PÉÚ¨É ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* <ºÉEòä Ê±ÉB ½þ¨É EòÉä<Ç ¶É¤nù <ºiÉä¨ÉÉ±É xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úxÉÉ
SÉÉ½þiÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ <iÉxÉÉ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò +É{É +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä {ÉÒUôä ¨ÉiÉ PÉÚÊ¨ÉªÉä EªÉÉä ÆÊEò +¨É®úÒEòÉ xÉä Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ ºÉÉlÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ÊnùªÉÉ +Éè®ú xÉ nùäMÉÉ* +É{É ºÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ®úÊ½þªÉä*
+¨É®úÒEòÉ xÉä EªÉÉ EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ, ´É½þ +É{ÉEòÉä ªÉÉnù ½þÉäMÉÉ* +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä ®úÉ¹]Å{ÉÊiÉ SÉÒxÉ MÉªÉä +Éè®ú ´É½þÉÆ VÉÉEò®ú =x½þÉä ÆxÉä SÉÒxÉ EòÉä {ÉÆSÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ÊnùªÉÉ +Éè®ú Eò½þÉ ÊEò nùÊIÉhÉ +£òÒEòÉ
EòÒ ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ EòÒ ÊVÉ¨¨ÉänùÉ®úÒ ½þ¨É +É{ÉEòÉä nùäiÉä ½þè Æ*

É½þ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ EòÒ +ºÉ¡ò±ÉiÉÉ ½þè* {ÉSÉÉºÉ ºÉÉ±É ºÉä ±ÉMÉÉiÉÉ®ú ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¡ò±ÉiÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉxÉä {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÉä Eò¦ÉÒ BEò xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäxÉä
ÊnùªÉÉ* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ <ºÉ Ê´É¡ò±É Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä EòÉ®úhÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ BEò ½þÉä MÉB +Éè®ú nùÉäxÉÉä Æ EòÉä +¨É®úÒEòÉ EòÉ +É¶ÉÒ´ÉÉÇnù Ê¨É±É MÉªÉÉ* +É{É Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò
½þ¨É +±ÉMÉ-lÉ±ÉMÉ xÉ½þÒÆ {Éc÷ä, |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä BªÉ®ú{ÉÉä]õÇ {É®ú +ÉEò®ú Eò½þÉ ÊEò ½þ¨É +±ÉMÉ-lÉ±ÉMÉ xÉ½þÒÆ {Éc÷ä, VÉ®úÉ ¤ÉiÉÉ<B, +ÉVÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ Eòä ¤ÉÒSÉ VÉÉä Ê®ú¶iÉä ½þè Æ,
=ºÉ¨Éä Æ SÉÒxÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÉ +É{ÉEòä ºÉÉlÉ ½þè, +¨É®úÒEòÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÉ +É{ÉEòä ºÉÉlÉ ½þè? |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ xÉä SÉÒxÉ ´É {ÉÉÊEòºÉäiÉÉxÉ EòÉä Ê±ÉJÉÉ +¨É®úÒEòÉ EòÉä {ÉjÉ Ê±ÉJÉÉ +Éè®ú +É{ÉEòä Êb÷¡òè ÆºÉ
Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÉä xÉ¨¤É®ú BEò EòÉ nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ Eò½þiÉä lÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +¤É ¤ÉEò®úÒ EòÒ iÉ®ú½þ Ê¨ÉÊ¨ÉªÉÉxÉä ±ÉMÉä ÊEò SÉÒxÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ nùÉäºiÉ ½þè* SÉÒxÉ Eò½þiÉÉ ½þè EòèºÉÒ nùÉäºiÉÒ? ´É½þ |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ
VÉÒ EòÒ ÊSÉ_Ò ÊnùJÉÉ nùäMÉÉ ÊEò +É{É ªÉ½þÒ nùÉäºiÉÒ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ* +É{É ÊEòiÉÉ¤É ÊnùJÉÉ nùäiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ xÉä BäºÉÉ Eò½þÉ* ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½þè ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ÊxÉMÉÉ½þ Eò¨ÉVÉÉä®ú {É®ú
xÉ½þÒÆ VÉÉiÉÒ, VÉÉä ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ½þè, VÉ¤É®únùºiÉ ½þè, VÉÉä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉ ¶ÉÉä¹ÉhÉ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè, ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ®ú½þiÉä ½þÖB =ºÉEòÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ÊxÉMÉÉ½þ MÉ<Ç +Éè®ú ½þ¨ÉxÉä EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ¨ÉxÉä
¤Éc÷¤ÉÉä±ÉÉ{ÉxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ÊEòªÉÉ, ¶ÉÉä®ú xÉ½þÒÆ ¨ÉSÉÉªÉÉ, ¶ÉÊEiÉ{ÉÒ`ö ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ EòÒ, ¨ÉÆÊnù®ú ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ EòÒ, SÉÖ{ÉSÉÉ{É EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ* ¨Éè ÆxÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ xÉÒÊiÉ
½þè ÊEò VÉÉä ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ½þè, ÊVÉºÉºÉä JÉiÉ®úÉ ½þè, =ºÉEòä ¤É®úÉ¤É®ú ½þ¨Éä Æ iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ Eò®úxÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þB* ¨Éè ÆxÉä ´É½þ ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè* +É{É =ºÉä ÊnùJÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* +É{ÉxÉä ÊEòªÉÉ-vÉ®úÉ EòÖUô xÉ½þÒÆ* SÉÒxÉ BEò
xÉ¨¤É®ú {É®ú ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ* =ºÉEòÉ xÉiÉÒVÉÉ EªÉÉ ½þÖ+É? 1962 ¨Éä Æ SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ ±Éc÷É<Ç ½þÖ<Ç* =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù 1965 +Éè®ú 1971 ¨Éä Æ nùÉä ªÉÖr ½þÖB +Éè®ú nùÉäxÉÉä Æ ªÉÖrÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ VÉÒiÉÉ {É®ú
SÉÒxÉ xÉä Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ ºÉÉlÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ÊnùªÉÉ* ... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ iÉ{ÉxÉ ÊºÉEònù®ú : +É{É EªÉÉ ¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉä ½þè Æ*



... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

+É{É EòÖUô ¦ÉÒ ¤ÉÉä±É nùäiÉä ½þè Æ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : +¤É +É{É ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ EòÒÊVÉB*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : ¤Éc÷¤ÉÉä±Éä{ÉxÉ +Éè®ú VÉ±nù¤ÉÉVÉÒ EòÉ ªÉ½þ xÉiÉÒVÉÉ ½þÖ+É ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ nùÉäºiÉ ¤ÉxÉ MÉB*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

+¤É <x½þä Æ EòÉèxÉ {ÉgøÉBMÉÉ, <xÉEòÉä ÊVÉiÉxÉÒ ]ÅäÊxÉÆMÉ nùÒ VÉÉiÉÒ ½þè =iÉxÉÉ ½þÒ VÉÉxÉiÉä ½þè Æ* <xÉEòÉä {ÉiÉÉ ½þè ÊEò SÉÒxÉ SÉÖ{ÉSÉÉ{É ¤Éè`öÉ ®ú½þÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ±Éc÷É<Ç
½þÖ<Ç* ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {É½þ±Éä +{ÉxÉä nùÉäºiÉÉä Æ EòÉä Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê±ÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè* <ÆÊnù®úÉ VÉÒ xÉä °üºÉ EòÉä Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê±ÉªÉÉ, =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù ¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnùä¶É EòÒ ±Éc÷É<Ç ½þÖ<Ç +Éè®ú ¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnùä¶É +Éè®ú
{ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä +±ÉMÉ Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ* ºÉÉ®úÒ nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ Eòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ iÉÒµÉ |ÉÊiÉÊFòªÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÖ<Ç* ªÉ½þ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ ½þè, <ºÉä Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ... (´ªÉ
´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

EªÉÉ +ÉVÉ ´É½þ ÊºlÉÊiÉ ½þè * ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eò¦ÉÒ SÉÒxÉ iÉlÉÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ nùÉäxÉÉä nùä¶ÉÉä EòÉä BEò ºÉÉlÉ nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉEò®ú +{ÉxÉÒ xÉÒÊiÉ EòÉ EòÖ¶É±ÉiÉÉ{ÉÚ´ÉÇEò ºÉÆSÉÉ±ÉxÉ xÉ½þÒ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ+¤É
EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉ +Éè®ú Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ ¨Éä Æ +¡òºÉ®ú¶ÉÉ½þ ½þè* {É½þ±Éä +]õ±É VÉÒ VÉÉiÉä lÉä* VÉ¤É +]õ±É VÉÒ xÉäiÉÉ, Ê´É®úÉävÉÒ nù±É lÉä iÉÉä xÉ®úÊºÉÆ½þ ®úÉ´É VÉÒ +]õ±É VÉÒ EòÉä Ê´Énùä¶É ¦ÉäVÉiÉä lÉä*
¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä {ÉIÉ EòÉä Ê´É¶´É ¨Éä Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB ±ÉÉäEòxÉÉªÉEò VÉªÉ|ÉEòÉ¶É VÉÒ EòÉä ¦ÉäVÉÉ MÉªÉÉ * +¤É ÊEòºÉä ¦ÉäVÉiÉä ½þè Æ? +{ÉxÉä Ê´É¦ÉÉMÉ Eòä xÉÉèEò®ú¶ÉÉ½þ, +¡òºÉ®ú¶ÉÉ½þ EòÉä ¦ÉäVÉiÉä
½þ è Æ* +¤É Eòä´É±É ¡òÉ<±É {É®ú nùºiÉJÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ±ÉÉäMÉ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ, EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉ iÉªÉ Eò®úä ÆMÉä* =xÉºÉä ¡òÉ<±É {É®ú nùºiÉJÉiÉ Eò®ú´ÉÉ<B* Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ, EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB, +É{É +
{ÉxÉä EòÉä ªÉÉnù EòÒÊVÉB, xÉ®úÊºÉÆ½þ ®úÉ´É VÉÒ +É{ÉEòÉä ¦ÉäVÉiÉä lÉä, =ºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉ¨ÉZÉnùÉ®ú ®úÉVÉxÉÒÊiÉYÉ EòÉä ¦ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè* nùä¶É ºÉ´ÉÉä Ç{ÉÊ®ú ½þè, nùä¶É Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É ºÉ¤É BEò ½þè Æ, nùä¶É
EòÒ ºÉiiÉÉ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ BEò ½þè Æ, nùä¶É EòÉä ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä ¨Éä Æ BEò ½þè Æ* ªÉÊnù +É{É Ê´É{ÉIÉ Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ Eò®úiÉä, <vÉ®ú ºÉä ±ÉäEò®ú ªÉÊnù nùºÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä ºÉÉ®úÒ nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉäVÉ ÊnùªÉÉ
VÉÉiÉÉ iÉÉä +ÉVÉ ´ÉÉiÉÉ´É®úhÉ nùÚºÉ®úÉ ½þÒ ½þÉäiÉÉ* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +É{ÉxÉä Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ EòÉä {ÉÉìEòä]õ ¨Éä Æ ®úJÉÉ, Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ ¦ÉÒ {ÉÉìEòä]õ ¨Éä Æ ®úJÉÒ VÉÉBMÉÒ, Bä]õ¨É ¤É¨É ¦ÉÒ {ÉÉìEòä]õ ¨Éä Æ ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ÊVÉºÉ {É®ú +É{ÉEòÉä ¦É®úÉäºÉÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ, =ºÉä ¦ÉäVÉ nùäiÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

±ÉÉ±ÉÚ VÉÒ EòÉä ¦ÉäVÉ nùäiÉä, ¤ÉÊgøªÉÉ EòÉ¨É Eò®úEòä +ÉiÉä, ºÉ¤ÉEòÉä `öÒEò Eò®úEòä +ÉiÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù : ¦ÉäVÉxÉÉ EªÉÉ ½þè* ±Éc÷xÉÉ iÉÉä ½þ¨ÉEòÉä ½þÒ ½þè, +É{É iÉÉä ¦ÉÉMÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ½þè Æ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É (ºÉ¨¦É±É): ±Éc÷xÉÉ iÉÉä ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä ½þÒ ½þè* ´ÉÒ®úäxpù ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ, ªÉÖr iÉÉä +É{É ±Éc÷iÉä ½þè Æ ªÉÉ ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉ ±Éc÷iÉä ½þè Æ* ´ÉÒ®úäxpù ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ, ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú ªÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ
xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè Æ, ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú +ÉVÉ ªÉÉ iÉÉä +É{ÉEòä ±ÉÉäMÉ ½þè Æ ªÉÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ±ÉÉäMÉ ½þè Æ* ªÉä iÉÉä ¨ÉVÉÉ ±Éä ®ú½þä ½þè Æ*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : +¤É ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä*

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ®úÉªÉ ½þè ÊEò +¤É ¦ÉÒ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ½þè, ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ®ú½þiÉä {Éb÷ÉäºÉÒ nùä¶ÉÉä EòÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä nùÉäºiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ<ªÉä * b÷É. ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ Eò½þÉ Eò®úiÉä lÉä
ÊEò ÊEòºÉÒ nùä¶É EòÒ +lÉÇxÉÒÊiÉ ¦ÉÖVÉÉ ½þè +Éè®ú Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ ¨ÉÖ_Ò ½þè* +MÉ®ú ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉVÉÚ ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ½þè iÉÉä ¨ÉÖ_Ò VÉÉä®ú ºÉä ¤ÉÆvÉÒ ®ú½þäMÉÒ <ºÉEòä Ê±ÉB EòÖUô Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ? ºÉÆMÉ¨ÉÉ ºÉÉ½þ¤É
xÉä `öÒEò Eò½þÉ ÊEò {ÉÉxÉÒ, Ê¤ÉVÉ±ÉÒ, nù´ÉÉ<Ç xÉ½þÒÆ, +ÉVÉ {ªÉÉVÉ xÉ½þÒÆ, MÉ®úÒ¤É +Énù¨ÉÒ Eòä Ê±ÉB ]õ¨ÉÉ]õ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ, +É±ÉÚ xÉ½þÒÆ, ªÉ½þ iÉÉä ¨Éè Æ <ºÉÊ±ÉB Eò½þ ®ú½þÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò MÉ®úÒ¤É +Énù¨ÉÒ EòÉä
ºÉ¤VÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þB* =ºÉEòä Ê±ÉB Ê¤ÉVÉ±ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè, {ÉÉxÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* +ÉVÉ ¤ÉÉgø ½þè, ÊEòºÉÉxÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É Eòä Ê´ÉEòÉºÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÖÊxÉªÉÉnù ½þè* ¨ÉÉ. ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù VÉÒ ¤ÉÉgø {É®ú ¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉä ½þè Æ, =ºÉ
ºÉ¨ÉªÉ b÷èEòÉä®ú¨É SÉ±ÉiÉÉ ½þÒ xÉ½þÒ ½þè*

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù : +ÉºÉ¨ÉÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ Uôänù ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½þè*



¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : <iÉxÉÒ JÉ®úÉ¤É ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ½þè* <ºÉÊ±ÉB ½þ¨É +É{ÉºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò {É½þ±Éä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä +ÉÊlÉÇEò nÞùÊ¹]õ ºÉä ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ EòÊ®úªÉä* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ÊEòiÉxÉÒ ¤Éc÷Ò
+ºÉ¡ò±ÉiÉÉ ½þÖ<Ç, +ÉVÉ nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éä Æ iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É ¨ÉÖ±Eò ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ {ÉÊ®ú¹Énù ¨Éä Æ ºÉnùºªÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB iÉèªÉÉ®ú lÉä, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +ÉVÉ Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ
{ÉÊ®ú¹Énù ¨Éä Æ ºÉÊ¨¨ÉÊ±ÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä Eòä ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ½þäiÉÖ EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ nùä¶É, ¤Éc÷É nùä¶É iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* ºÉÆªÉÖEiÉ ¨ÉÉäSÉÉÇ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ <ºÉ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ¨Éä Æ ±ÉÉ ÊnùªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò nùÖÊxÉªÉÉÆ
Eòä iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É nùä¶É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ {ÉÊ®ú¹Énù ¨Éä Æ ºlÉÉxÉ nùäxÉä ½þäiÉÖ iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½þÉäxÉä ±ÉMÉä lÉä * ªÉ½þ +¡òºÉÉäºÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þè, VÉ¤É {ÉÉäJÉ®úxÉ Ê´Éº¡òÉä]õ ½þÖ+É =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ |É¨ÉÖJÉ ®úÉ¹]ÅÉä ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ
EòÉ EòÉä<Ç ®úÉVÉnùÚiÉ +lÉ´ÉÉ ½þÉ<Ç EòÊ¨É¶xÉ®ú xÉ½þÒ lÉÉ * =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ ¨Éä Æ +Éè®ú xÉ <ÆM±Éè Æb÷ ¨Éä Æ EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÊ®úEò ®úÉVÉnùÚiÉ ½þÒ xÉ½þÒ lÉä nùä¶É EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉªÉÉÆ EòÉ {ÉIÉ
|É¦ÉÉ´ÉÒ føÆMÉ ºÉä ®úJÉiÉä

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : +¤É ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ EòÒÊVÉB*

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É (ºÉ¨¦É±É): ¨Éè Æ nùÉä Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ +Éè®ú ±ÉÚ ÆMÉÉ*

<ºÉÊ±ÉB ½þ¨É +É{ÉºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ,iÉlÉÉ ºÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ +Éè®ú |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉä ºÉÖZÉÉ´É nùäxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ iÉÒºÉ®úÒ iÉÉEòiÉ EòÒ nùäJÉ®úäJÉ
¨Éä Æ {ÉÉEò Eòä ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ ½þäiÉÖ ®úÉVÉÒ xÉ½þÒ ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB <Êxnù®úÉ VÉÒ EòÒ Ê¶É¨É±ÉÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê¨É. ¦ÉÖ^Éä Eòä ºÉÉlÉ +É¨ÉxÉä-ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ ½þÖ<Ç, =ºÉÒ EòÉ {ÉÉ±ÉxÉ Eò®úxÉÉ* iÉÒºÉ®úÉ {ÉIÉ
VÉ¤É-VÉ¤É ¤ÉÒSÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þÖ+É, ¨ÉvªÉºiÉ VÉ¤É-VÉ¤É ½þÖ+É iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä PÉÉ]õÉ ½þÖ+É* +É{ÉEòÉä ªÉÉnù ½þè ÊEò ±ÉÉ±É ¤É½þÉnùÖ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ VÉÒ VÉ¤É 1964 ®úÉ¹]Å¨ÉÆb÷±ÉÒªÉ ºÉ¨¨Éä±ÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ <ÆM±Éè Æb÷ MÉªÉä
+Éè®ú <ÆM±Éèb÷ EòÉ nù¤ÉÉ´É {Éc÷É +Éè®ú =x½þÉä ÆxÉä EòSUô ÊiÉ>ð {É®ú {ÉÆSÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ EòÉä º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®ú Ê±ÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉä UôÉäb÷ ÊnùªÉÉ * ... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : `öÒEò ½þè, ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä*

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É (ºÉ¨¦É±É): BEò Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þè*

<ºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä 1965 Eòä ªÉÖr Eòä ¤ÉÉnù ¶ÉÉº¶ÉÒ VÉÒ iÉÉ¶ÉEòxnù MÉªÉä iÉÉä ½þÉVÉÒ {ÉÒ®ú nù®úÇ ä EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ½þ¨Éä Æ nùäxÉÉ {Éc÷É* °üºÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ Ê¨ÉjÉ ®úÉ¹]Å lÉÉ, =ºÉEòä nù¤ÉÉ´É ¨Éä Æ +ÉEò®ú,¡òÒ±b÷
¨ÉÉ¶ÉÇ±É +ªÉÚ¤É JÉÉxÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É Eòä ºÉèÊxÉEòÉä Eòä ¨É½þÉxÉ ¤ÉÊ±ÉnùÉxÉ ºÉä VÉÒiÉä ½þÖB =ºÉEòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¨ÉÉxÉEò®ú ½þÉVÉÒ {ÉÒ®ú nù®úÇ ä EòÉä ½þ¨ÉxÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ* ªÉÊnù ½þÉVÉÒ {ÉÒ®ú nù®úÇ ä EòÉä ½þ¨ÉxÉä
xÉ½þÒ ÊnùªÉÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä ¶ÉÉªÉnù {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ Eò¶É¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ ½þºiÉIÉä{É <iÉxÉÉ +ÉºÉÉxÉ xÉ½þÒ ½þÉäiÉÉ +Éè®ú +ÉVÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä Eòb÷É °üJÉ xÉ½þÒ +{ÉxÉÉ {ÉÉiÉÉ*
+ÉVÉ ½þ¨É +É{ÉºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉxÉä ¨ÉvªÉºlÉiÉÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þÉVÉÒ {ÉÒ®ú nù®úÉÇ ¦ÉÒ ÊnùªÉÉ +Éè®ú EòSUô ÊiÉ>ð¦ÉÒ ÊnùªÉÉ, <ºÉÊ±ÉB ½þ¨É +É{ÉEòÉä ®úÉªÉ nùä ®ú½þä ½þè Æ ÊEò ¨ÉvªÉºlÉiÉÉ Eò®úä ÆMÉä
iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä xÉÖEòºÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä ¡òÉªÉnùÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

<ºÉÊ±ÉB ½þ¨É +É{ÉEòÉä ºÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ÊEò iÉÒºÉ®úÒ ¨ÉvªÉºlÉiÉÉ Eòä VÉÊ®úªÉä {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ½þ¨Éä¶ÉÉ ±ÉÉ¦É ¨Éä Æ ®ú½þÉ ½þè * ¨ÉÖIÉä ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ½þè ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ {ÉÖxÉ: ¨ÉvªÉºlÉiÉÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB
=iºÉÖEò ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½þè* ¨Éè Æ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä <ºÉEòä Ê±ÉB SÉäiÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Ä nùÚºÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þEò®ú ½þ¨É +{ÉxÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ºÉÆªÉÖEiÉ ¨ÉÉäSÉÉÇ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ
ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤Éc÷Ò ºÉ¡ò±ÉiÉÉ ªÉ½þ lÉÒ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ ºÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä Ê®ú¶iÉä ºÉÖvÉ®ú ®ú½þä lÉä* ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉvÉÉxÉ ½þÉä VÉÉiÉÉ* {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä Ê®ú¶iÉä ºÉÖvÉ®ú ®ú½þä lÉä, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ
BEò Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ¨Éä Æ ºÉÉ®úä Ê®ú¶iÉÉä Æ {É®ú {ÉÉxÉÒ ¡òä®ú ÊnùªÉÉ* ºÉÆªÉÖEiÉ ¨ÉÉäSÉÉÇ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä {ÉÉEò EòÉä ®úÉVÉÒ Eò®ú Ê±ÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò Eò¶É¨ÉÒ®ú Eòä ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÒ EòÉä±b÷ º]õÉä®ú äVÉ ¨Éä Æ b÷É±ÉEò®ú +xªÉ
ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ+Éä {É®ú ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úä Æ*

+ÉVÉ +É{É ªÉÖr Eòä Ê±ÉB iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* +MÉ®ú ªÉÖr Eòä Ê±ÉB iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ EªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä Ê¨ÉjÉ nùä¶ÉÉä Æ EòÉä Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ ±Éä Ê±ÉªÉÉ* ´ÉèºÉä Ê¨ÉjÉ iÉÉä +É{ÉEòä ®ú½þä
xÉ½þÒÆ, +É{ÉEòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä SÉ±ÉiÉä ¶ÉjÉÖ ¤Égøä ½þè Æ, Ê¨ÉjÉ PÉ]õä ½þè Æ* ½þ¨É iÉÉä VÉÉxÉiÉä ½þè Æ, +ÉVÉ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ nùÉä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÒ {ÉÉEòä]õ ¨Éä Æ ½þè +Éè®ú ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú VÉÉä MÉÉä±ÉÒ¤ÉÉ®úÒ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ
½þè, =ºÉEòä SÉ±ÉiÉä +É{É nùäJÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ ÊEò VÉÉä ÊºlÉÊiÉ ½þè, =ºÉ¨Éä Æ ªÉÖr EòÒ ÊºlÉÊiÉ {ÉènùÉ ¨ÉiÉ EòÒÊVÉB*

+ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þ¨É Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ, ¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnùä¶É +Éè®ú Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ BEò ¨É½þÉºÉÆPÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉB* ¨Éè ÆxÉä {É½þ±Éä ¦ÉÒ Eò½þÉ ½þè ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ®úÉªÉ ¨Éä Æ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ ¤ÉÆ]õ
´ÉÉ®úÉ MÉ±ÉiÉ lÉÉ, +|ÉÉEÞòÊiÉEò lÉÉ* VÉ¤É ¦ÉÒ nùÉäxÉÉä Æ nùä¶ÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ iÉxÉÉ´É ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè iÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ ´É½þÉÆ Eòä ¤É]õä {ÉÊ®ú´ÉÉ®úÉä EòÉ +ÉxÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ ¤Éxnù ½þÉä VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ-{ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä
¨ÉvªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú, =tÉäMÉ, Ê¤ÉVÉ±ÉÒ ºÉ¦ÉÒ SÉÒVÉÉä EòÒ ±ÉäxÉ nùäxÉ iÉÉä ¶ÉÖ°ü ½þÉä*

¨Éè Æ ÊºÉJÉ ¦ÉÉ<ªÉÉä Æ ºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ÊºÉJÉ ¦ÉÉ<ÇªÉÉä Æ Eòä ¦ÉÒ ´É½þÉÆ Eò<Ç iÉÒlÉÇºlÉ±É ½þè Æ, =xÉEòÉ ¦ÉÒ ´É½þÉÆ +ÉxÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ ¶ÉÖ°ü ½þÉä* ÊºÉJÉ ¦ÉÉ<Ç MÉÖ°üuÉ®úÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉBÆ, <ºÉEòÒ
iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ ½þÉäxÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þB, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¨ÉÖZÉä ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ½þè ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ ªÉÖr EòÒ iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½þè Æ* +É{ÉEòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä EòÉ®úhÉ nùä¶É EòÉ ºÉ¨¨ÉÉxÉ ÊMÉ®úÉ
½þè, ¨É½þÆMÉÉ<Ç ¤ÉgøÒ ½þè* ¦ÉÉVÉ{ÉÉ VÉ¤É ºÉä ºÉiiÉÉ ¨Éä Æ +É<Ç ½þè, iÉ¤É ºÉä Eò¨É®úiÉÉäc÷ ¨É½þÆMÉÉ<Ç ½þÉä MÉ<Ç ½þè*

">SHRIMATI KRISHNA BOSE (JADAVPUR): Mr. Chairman, Sir, at the outset, may I welcome back our
Prime Minister amidst us after his successful participation were with him. Now, he has come back and, in the
morning, he has given us a very good presentation. We heard him in the morning. For all that, we congratulate
him. It is now time for us to express our congratulations to him.



But Mr. Chairman, Sir, I would also like to express some of our genuine concerns about this.

Shri Sangma, in the morning, made a point. He said that economic might is the real might in today's world. That
was a very pertinent point which he made. If that is so, I do not know why he was disappointed with our Prime
Minister's performance at Colombo. Our Prime Minister went straight for the economic agenda there. It was a
very bold stroke of economic diplomacy that we witnessed in Colombo. As we all know, he had lifted the
quantitative restriction from more than 2,000 items so that our smaller neighbours will now have access to the
Indian market. He has spoken about Free Trade. We also know that Indian investment there will go on a fast
track. Shri Sangma could have spared one or two words of praise to the Prime Minister for all this.

Apart from this, by taking the economic initiative, our Prime Minister also prevented Pakistan from hijacking
the agenda. They wanted other things on the agenda, but the bold economic initiatives taken by our Prime
Minister prevented that. So, I have expected a few words of praise from the Meeting.

Sir, after saying all this, I have to admit that if we think of reality, no significant progress was made in the talks
between the Prime Ministers of India and Pakistan. We admit that. I think, our diplomatic initiative was oriented
more on preventing other nations from condemning our nuclear policy. The Prime Minister has a very bold
envoy in Shri Jaswant Singh, who was in Manila for the ASEAN Meeting. Now, I must congratulate Shri
Jaswant Singh for what he achieved at the ASEAN Meeting. ... (Interruptions)

EòÖ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ¨É¨ÉiÉÉ ¤ÉxÉVÉÒÇ (Eò±ÉEòiiÉÉ nùÊIÉhÉ) : ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ VÉÒ EÞò{ÉªÉÉ <xÉEòÉä ¤ÉÉä±ÉxÉä nùÒÊVÉB*

¸ÉÒ ÊSÉx¨ÉªÉÉxÉÆnù º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ (¨ÉUô±ÉÒ¶É½þ®ú): ªÉä +É{ÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* VÉ¤É BEò ºÉnùºªÉ ¤ÉÉä±É ®ú½þÉ ½þè iÉÉä EªÉÉä Æ ªÉä ¤É®úÉ¤É®ú ¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉä ®ú½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ¤ÉèEò ¤Éè ÆSÉºÉÇ EòÉä ºÉÖxÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ VÉÉiÉÉ
+Éè®ú +ÉMÉä ¤Éè`öxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ¤É®úÉ¤É®ú ¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉä ®ú½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ªÉ½þ `öÒEò iÉ®úÒEòÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè*

ªÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ ±ÉMÉÉiÉÉ®ú ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ* ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ MÉÆ¦ÉÒ®úiÉÉ EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ®úJÉiÉä* ... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É : +É{É ¶ÉÉÆiÉ ½þÉä VÉÉ<B*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ÊSÉx¨ÉªÉÉxÉÆnù º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ : ½þ¨É ¶ÉÉÆiÉ EªÉÉä Æ ½þÉä VÉÉBÆ? +É{É ¶ÉÉÆiÉ ½þÉä VÉÉ<B* ... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +É{É SÉÖ{É ¤Éè`öä ÆMÉä iÉÉä EòÉä<Ç xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉÉä±ÉäMÉÉ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ªÉ½þ EªÉÉ iÉ®úÒEòÉ ½þè?

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ : +É{É Ê¡ò®ú <ºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ¤Éè`öä-¤Éè`öä ¤ÉÉä±ÉxÉÉ =ÊSÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* ºÉ¦ÉÒ EòÉä ºÉÖxÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB* ÊEòºÉÒ Eòä ¤ÉÉä±ÉxÉä ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉÉvÉÉ b÷É±ÉxÉÉ
=ÊSÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù : ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉ SÉÖ{É ¤Éè`öä ½þè Æ* +É{É ¤ÉÉäÊ±ÉB*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRIMATI KRISHNA BOSE : I thank all of you from this side and from that side for giving me your attention.
May I go back to my point now?

I was mentioning Shri Jaswant Singh's role in the ASEAN meetings. He had said in a press interview there as
follows. I quote: -



"There was no unanimity in condemning India between ASEAN and ARF and within P-5 and G-8 which is an
aspect of our nuclear diplomacy carrying conviction."

He was very right. Getting the word `condemn' replaced by `deplore' can certainly be termed a diplomatic
success of sorts and also we have prevented Pakistan, as I have already said, from hijacking the Agenda by
putting other things into the Agenda.

I would like to say that we also need to go a little deeper into that. We must not forget that we have two
neighbours on our border who are now nuclear powers. We have to tread the path very carefully.

Many of our hon. Members will recall that when our Prime Minister was in Colombo, we had a discussion in
this House about the hegemonistic role that China and USA were taking up. The nuclear haves were trying to
preach us the virtues of nuclear non-proliferation. Now I must say that after our tests, we have done away with
that very unequal nuclear regime which the nuclear haves wanted to impose on us. That was a very good thing
we did. But what next is the question which is now before us. Now we are face to face with a very grave
decision. It is the decision about nuclear weaponisation in Asia. I know there was always a consensus in the
House about our nuclear options. But what about nuclear weaponisation? We do not have a consensus on that
issue. I know that.

I would like to ask the Prime Minister to take the whole House into confidence about this. What does he really
want? Does he want that we shall deploy warheads and we shall say that we shall never be the first to press the
nuclear button or does he want us to carry on negotiations with China and with Pakistan so that such a scenario
does not arise where Asian neighbours will be targetting one another all the time with nuclear weapons?

I would like to have a word of assurance from the Prime Minister with regard to this. I am sure the Prime
Minister will always give diplomacy the first chance before going into any dangerous and expensive path of
weaponisation.

I am sure all of you will agree with me on one thing. In a nuclear war, there is no winner or victor. Let us not
bury our heads in the sands of Pokhran like an ostrich. Let us face that fact.

Somebody mentioned about one Ms. Arundathi a little while ago. I would like to mention another Arundathi, the
famous novelist who had this to say. I was just reading her statement. She says:

"If there is a nuclear war, our foes will not be China or America or even each other. Our foe will be the earth
herself. The very elements - the sky, the air, the land, the wind and water - will all turn against us. Their wrath
will be terrible."

I am sure, both sides will listen to this and be careful.

I am very happy that our Prime Minister, in the very first day of this Session, had used two words "restraint and
responsibility." I am sure, we will remember the words that he used. When the nuclear blasts rocked Rajasthan, I
was in my rural constituency, in a very very poor village in West Bengal. I was very proud of what happened. I
was very proud of our scientists. But I was also in a situation where I could see that people around me did not
have the basic civic amenities like drinking water or electricity or primary schools. So, we have to remember all
this. Our Prime Minister has given us a very good slogan jai vigyan. I want that slogan to become truly
meaningful. When we shall have a useful participation between politics and science which will eradicate our
poverty and hunger from this unhappy land, on that day, the jai vigyan slogan, which our Prime Minister has
given, will become truly meaningful. We are waiting for that.

I know the hurdle that stands between the negotiation between us and Pakistan, between our Prime Minister, and
the Pakistan Prime Minister. What is it? It is the letter "K" of the alphabet, Kashmir. It comes up all the time and
creates all problems for us. I know our neighbour is very obstinate. I know that our neighbour is very
unreasonable. But we have to continue the dialogue. We have to think what we can do at home. Again, I will
plead with the Prime Minister that we should assure the people of Kashmir, the long-suffering people of



Kashmir that we shall never trample upon the legitimate rights of the region and if there is any alienation, we
shall try to redress it. We should always be by their side. That much we can do without getting into any
confrontation with our very very difficult neighbour because we must remember that by nuclear warheads, we
cannot do that. That assurance has to be given in some other form.

Thousands of nuclear warheads did not prevent the disintegration of the former Soviet Union. We remember
that. So, what can we do? We shall have to say that we shall never ignore the regional aspirations of our people.
We shall have a good Centre-State, federal infrastructure where, in decision making process, even the smallest of
the States will have some say. We shall have to assure all of them in this manner.

I know somebody mentioned here that Mr. Sharif has said that the talk between the two Prime Ministers was a
big zero. In today's newspaper, I saw that he has spoken about war. These are very very irresponsible things to
say. I shudder at the thought that such irresponsible people now have nuclear power. In comparison, India comes
out in a far better light. We are speaking about responsibility. We are speaking about restraint.

14.00 hrs.

Even if the outcome of a dialogue is thousand times a zero, we have to go on talking. Talks must continue. We
will have to continue the talk whatever Shri Sharif has to say. I have every faith in our Prime Minister that he
will always give diplomacy a first chance and never go in for any dangerous confrontation.

I would like to request my fellow Members in the Opposition that in internal matters we may have
disagreements but when we are talking about foreign affairs, always constructive criticism is welcome. But on
certain sensitive issues like Indo-Pak issue or the nuclear issue, I would like them to rally behind the Prime
Minister. This is a request to them. And I have a request to our Prime Minister that he will continue his talks
with our difficult neighbours and will not go in for weaponisation so long as the path of diplomacy is open.
Thank you.

">SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL (LATUR): Sir, in this Parliament, I am very sorry to say that unfortunately, we
have not been able to discuss the important issues which are faced by our country. We cannot blame the ruling
party or the opposition parties or the Presiding Officers for this. The blame has to be shared by all of us together.

Defence is the first topic in the Seventh Schedule of our Constitution and the Foreign Affairs is the second topic
in the Seventh Schedule of our Constitution. Planning covers the entire nation and planning is done for five
years. Poverty has been in India for many years. Science and technology can take us to the future. Rural
development is very important and unemployment is very important. Unfortunately, we have not been able to
discuss these issues on the floor of the House. Why? Probably, the time is not sufficient for us to discuss these
issues. I think, we shall have to sit for more days to cover these important matters. Probably, the Government
does not want to discuss these things because the Government probably thinks that only criticism is levelled
against the Government and no positive suggestions can be given. Probably, we are concentrating on
constituency issues more than anything else. There is a scope for improvement and it is better for our system to
take this fact into account and modify our conduct in the House and modify our method of dealing with these
issues in the House. Unfortunately, for many years we have not paid enough attention to foreign affairs. We have
not discussed foreign affairs in the House. It is not being discussed in the media. It is not touched upon in the
public meetings also. This is a mistake we are committing and we shall have to rectify and see that the foreign
affairs are discussed.

The world is becoming smaller. Foreign affairs are very complicated, probably they are more complicated than
internal affairs, in certain respects. If we do not pay attention to foreign affairs, we are likely to suffer not only in
foreign matters but also in internal matters.

So, it is very important and necessary to pay the requisite attention to the foreign affairs. I am happy that this
matter has been taken up for discussion today, and most senior Members are expressing their views on this point.



While discussing the foreign affairs, sometimes, we are trying to say that foreign affairs, cultural matters and
social matters are important but economic matters are more important. This is a fact of life and we have to
recognise it. Economic matters have acquired greater importance in our life and we shall have to pay attention to
economic matters also. If we do not pay attention to economic matters, we will not be able to alleviate and
eliminate poverty; we will not be able to have a social harmony which we require to defend our country; we will
not have our defence strength, enough strength to defend our territory and sovereignty also. But it should not be,
at the same time, forgotten that life is not only economics, life is not only money, and certainly in the life of the
country, it is not only economics and money, but also social and cultural aspects. The country will also have to
deal with matters which relate to war, peace, and internal reactions. Now, if we are not paying attention to these
facts, probably, we are going to commit a mistake and it is necessary that in this world of ours, where we are
talking about the market economy, social structure and all those things, we shall have to pay attention to other
aspects also. If we do not pay attention to other aspects, we are likely to suffer.

Now today, we are expected to discuss the current political issues, statement made by the hon. Prime Minister is
made part of the Resolution that we are discussing today. Very rightly, by the senior Members on the floor of the
House, it is said that India is a country which has been talking about peace and tranquillity everywhere. India is
a peaceful country. The history points out that India has been a peaceful country. And, India will continue to be a
country which will appreciate peace and tranquillity everywhere. We should do everything possible and
necessary to avoid war.

Now, it is said that the present wars are not won by fighting them but present wars are won by avoiding them
because in the present wars, there is no victor and no vanquisher. Everybody is defeated. The Governments are
defeated, peoples are defeated, and individuals are defeated. It is so destructive that nobody comes out victorious
from the present wars and that is why it is necessary for us to avoid wars.

We need to subscribe to the principles of Disarmament. I think, in the Resolution moved by Shri Rajiv Gandhiji
in 1988 in the United Nations General Assembly with respect to Disarmament, it gave us as to how we can go
about these things. We are for Disarmament -- non-conventional and conventional. Disarmament should take
place within a limited period, within a time framework which is given to us.

This disarmament should relate not only to the nuclear and other mass destruction weapons but to the technology
and development of technology also. It should relate to conventional weapons also. This is to be done within a
particular period of time.

I think, India will try to see that India goes with all the other countries in agreeing to the proposals which would
be made, which are not discriminatory. If they are discriminatory, India has to take its own stand. But if they are
not discriminatory, India would certainly go with all the other countries of the world.

Unfortunately for India, I say, five wars were inflicted on it. I say, `five' because I include the Rann of Kutch war
also as one of the wars and it makes for five wars. If wars are inflicted, what do we do? Is it possible for us to
run away from wars?

India was very strong economically and yet India was defeated in the past. People came to India because India
was economically strong and rich. Even though India was economically strong and rich, India was defeated and
India was subjugated. This history of India cannot be forgotten by us. That is why if a war is inflicted on India,
India has no option but to face it. If it has to be faced, India should be prepared to face it. This is a very, very
delicate issue on which we have to be careful in making our policies and preparing ourselves to face all the
eventualities which may arise in the future. If India is not prepared to face the eventualities, it will be difficult
for India to protect its own sovereignty, territory and its interests. That is why India has to take a very careful
stand on this point.

I am not one of those who would criticise for the sake of criticism. I do think that we should express our views
very sincerely and honestly in this august House. This is not a House where we can just fling criticism at each
other and try to blacken each other's faces. This is not the place for that. This is a place where some positive
points can also be given by one to another and that could be useful. It is not possible for me to blame this



Government or that Government for what this Government or that Government has done because the Congress
Party has also been responsible for certain developments and we will not criticise them. What we are afraid of is
that the Government is not prepared to face the fallout of what they have done. We have a sincere apprehension
in our minds that having taken a step the Government is not in a position to meet the consequences of what they
have done in a fashion that it would protect the interests of India.

Now, for instance, let us take the case of difficulties on the economic front. We have been asking this question:
`You have taken a step and it seems that you are going to face some difficulties. Please let us know how you
would like to deal with these difficulties.' We are told that India is not afraid and we should not be worried about
all these things. Certainly, India should not be afraid; certainly, we are not afraid; certainly, we will not be cowed
down by some restrictions or limits put on the help and assistance given to India. But at the same time it would
be necessary for India to be prepared to face the difficulties that may arise out of the economic sanctions.

Is it not a fact that the prices are going up? Is it not a fact that the value of the rupee is coming down? Is it not a
fact that production has come down? We should be very clear what we are going to do to meet these difficulties.
From these benches, we would not like to say that you are doing everything wrong. But you cannot avoid telling
us what you are going to do about these things.

Now, I come to science and technology. When we are discussing these issues, we are not keeping only one
country before us. We are not saying that one big country has put some sanctions and so we are afraid. There are
many other countries also which have withdrawn support in this field. Probably after some time they may
change their attitude and help us also. It is necessary for us to talk to them and see that the help is given by them.

Science and technology is going to suffer. For some time the developed countries were resisting to give science
and technology which is necessary for economic development. They were saying that these things would be used
for defence purposes also. They keep on saying that dual-use technologies would not be given to you. After the
Pokhran explosion, I think, there would be more restrictions on the transfer of science and technology from one
country to the other. They are expelling the scientists from other countries.

This issue was discussed more than once in this House itself as to what we should do. Should we allow our
scientists to go to other countries or should we restrain them from going to other countries? We have said that we
would like our scientists to go to other countries, work for them, contribute to the development of that country,
as well as learn from what they have with them. If these scientists are expelled from some countries, well we
would like to welcome them back. It would be the responsibility of the Government and the country to take
these scientists in our laboratories and give them the positions that they deserve. If we do not do that, that would
be very sad for us. Let us decide to welcome them back. Let us give them the positions and the opportunities to
work in our laboratories. We did not stop them from going to other countries. If they are coming back, we would
not refuse to take them back. We shall have to have a policy on this matter.

As far as CTBT is concerned, the people have developed some kind of apprehensions in their minds. I do think
that the Government has to be very careful in this respect. This House has resolved that India will not sign
CTBT. The Government has to take this House into confidence in making any policy with respect to CTBT. If
this House and the people are not taken into confidence, probably, the Government would not be in a position to
say that we have not cooperated in matters of foreign affairs. This is the area which is very delicate and which
has to be handled very carefully. We understand the difficulties. But we would also like to caution that this
difficult situation has to be delicately handled.

One apprehension in my mind which I would like to put before this august House is with regard to terrorism.
Terrorism is a low intensity war. The Generals have developed a policy that in an open war, thousands and crores
of rupees are spent, a lot many lives are lost, and countries are held responsible for having started the war. So, let
us not spend the money on open war and let us spend on this low intensity war or proxy war. Due to the proxy
war or low-intensity war by our neighbour we are suffering in many States. Jammu & Kashmir, and North-
Eastern States are suffering due to this low intensity war. Punjab suffered a lot due to this. Some cities are also
suffering due to this. This low intensity war, I am afraid, is likely to increase in the future. It is because they
would not be audacious enough to start an open war, they would like to take recourse to terrorist activities and



spend more on terrorist activities. If India is not prepared to face this difficulty, Indians especially the innocent
ones, will suffer. What are we doing to face this difficulty in future?

I think, it is necessary for us to prepare our defence forces to protect our sovereignty and integrity. At the same
time, it is also necessary for us to prepare our police forces to meet these difficulties. If we do not modernise the
police forces, if we do not give them the transport and the communication facilities, if we do not give them the
intelligence which is required and if we do not provide them the necessary training which is required, probably it
will not be possible for India to use the defence forces in all cases and we will suffer from this low-intensity war.

India, I am afraid, will have to face this situation for some time to come, unfortunately. We may not have war;
and we pray that there should be no war. But if war is there, nobody is going to run away and we will face it
boldly. We would do our best. But terrorism and terrorist activities are something about which we have to be
very very careful.

I have read the statement made by the Prime Minister very carefully made four or five points. The first point
relates to the Free Trade Zone that liberalisation; the third point relates to the joint ventures which these
countries would like to establish; the four point relates to the trade in services, that is banking, shipping,
aviation, insurance and such other things; the fifth point relates to the tourism between these countries; the sixth
point relates to the social issues; and the seventh point relates to the sharing of energy and sharing of scientific
and technological knowledge.

countries had applied their minds to the issues in a proper perspective and they had arrived at good conclusions.
What now remains is that we have to see that these resolutions are implemented, and implemented to produce
good great difficulties. It is necessary to see that those difficulties are overcome.

Our neighbour Pakistan is using a language which is not very welcome. But as was said by one of the lady
Members in the House, India has no option but to keep talking to Pakistan. We cannot disrupt our dialogue with
Pakistan; by disrupting our dialogue with Pakistan, we are going to gain nothing. Having exploded the bomb, it
is necessary for us to see that we do not enter into a race, an atomic weapons race; we shall have to see that we
do not enter into an atomic weapons race or any other kind of arms race with Pakistan.

Now, it is also necessary for us to see that we are prepared for any eventuality. This is something like this: you
have a cloth and you have to keep a burning piece of wood covered by that cloth; the burning piece of wood
should not be extinguished and that cloth should also be not burnt. It is something like that; and yet, we shall
have to do something to see that this happens and happens in a very good manner.

14.24 hrs (Shri Basu Deb Acharia in the Chair)

Let us now see our relations with our neighbours. We are trying to have good relations with our neighbours.
China is one of the big countries and it is necessary for us to deal with the Chinese matters in a careful manner.
There is no point in unnecessarily niggling our neighbour; and we are going to get nothing out of it. It is better
that the Defence Minister, generally, avoid making statements. The Defence Ministers are expected to act and
the Foreign Ministers are expected to speak. I think that we shall have to avoid saying certain things which will
unnecessarily create bad relationship with our neighbour.

There is no point in saying that this country or that country is our first enemy or second enemy. I think this has
to be avoided.

Now, as far as relations with other countries like Russia, United States of America, European countries, Asian
countries and Non-Aligned countries are concerned, history is proving that what Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru had
thought and done in the realm of foreign affairs is true and correct even today and likely to be true and correct in
future also. Our relations with Russia are good and it is necessary for us to maintain good relations with Russia.

The United States of America had made some statements after the explosion. Other countries also made
statements after the explosion. India also made statements after the explosions made by other countries. So, we



shall have to deal with the United States of America in such a fashion that our relations do not worsen. Now, if
they do not like some of our policies, let them not like those policies. We also do not like the policies of some
other countries. That itself should not create any bad blood between the two democracies.

European countries have been, by and large, very restraint. It would be necessary for us to talk to them and give
them more information. Asian countries also have been very restraint in their statements. Now, Japan had made
some statements and had said certain things. They tried to impose some sanctions. I think it is possible for us to
talk to the Government and the leaders in Japan as also the people of Japan.

The Non-Aligned countries have, by and large, been very understanding and this point goes to show that what
Pandit Jawarhalal Nehru did in developing good relations with the then Soviet Union, the present Russia, and the
Non-Aligned countries is going to be helpful to us. It will not be beneficial for India if we neglect the Non-
Aligned countries and the Non-Aligned Movement. Now a theory has developed that the Non-Aligned
Movement has become irrelevant. We are saying that the economic aspect of foreign policy is very important,
but, at the same time, we do not apply the same principle to our relationship with Non-Aligned countries. Non-
Aligned countries were not a block against any country. Non-Alignment is a forum where the cooperation
between the countries on economic, social, cultural and scientific cooperation could be possible. These facts are
relevant even today. So, it is necessary to have good relations with them.

Now, relations with international organisations in the world are also very important. The United Nations is very
important. Now, we were trying to have good relations with other countries and play an important role in the
United Nations. I think the position has changed a little. It would be necessary to have good diplomatic moves to
be taken by India to better our relations with the United nations and the organisations under the United Nations. I
do think that if we sink, we become small, if we expand, we can become strong and useful also. If we think of
the entire world, we will be able to protect the interests of India also. If we think of India, we will be able to
protect the interests of the States also and if we think of the States, we will be able to protect the interests of the
districts. But by thinking only about districts, it will not be possible to protect the interests of the States or by
thinking only about the States, it will not be possible to protect the interests of the nation. And by only thinking
about the nation and forgetting the entire world, apart from our nation, it will not be possible for us to protect our
interests. So, foreign policy is very important. Let us not forget that the Union Government is mainly responsible
for matters concerning defence, and foreign affairs. If we neglect in paying attention to them, and paying
attention to the planning of foreign and defence policies, the country will suffer.

When Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru was the Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister, I was told that not only once
but twice or thrice the `foreign affairs' was discussed. I was sitting there. Once the foreign affairs came for
discussion, one of the gentlemen got up and said, "Let us not discuss foreign affairs. It is not that important. Let
us discuss economic affairs." One of the gentlemen sitting on the Opposition benches got up and said, "When
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru was the Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister, was India more powerful
economically than what it was today? But what India used to say at that time was heard with great respect by
other countries. Why is it not being respected today in matters of foreign affairs?" So, only the economic aspect
is important. But it is not the only aspect which is an important content of the foreign policy. That aspect has to
be borne in mind.

1431 hours

">SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN (BALASORE): Sir, I listened with rapt attention the quite illuminating speech
on foreign affairs delivered by our hon. ex-Speaker, Shri Shivraj V. Patil. I also listened with equal attention the
speeches made by hon. Members from the Opposition, Shri Mulayam Singh Yadav and Shri P.A. Sangma.

Everybody agrees on one point that India is a peaceful country. Everybody agrees with the point that India has
been a peaceful country, India is a peaceful country, and India will remain a peaceful country. There is no
difference on this point. For thousands of years, India has remained the torchbearer, the harbinger, and the
forerunner of peaceful coexistence in the world. But now the point is whether the test of nuclear device in
Pokharn has made us drift away from the path of peaceful coexistence? There lies the main point.



Some of the hon. Members from the Opposition have criticised us. They have criticised the Government. Shri
P.A. Sangma and Shri Mulayam Singh were criticising us. Hon. Members from the Leftist parties were also
criticising that there was no need of testing the nuclear devices because, first, we want food and clothing. The
people in this country are poor. So, instead of looking after them, we are just looking after the nuclear devices.
These points were mentioned by some of the hon. Members from the Opposition and also by some of the hon.
Members from the Leftist parties.

When the Asian Games were held in India in 1984, the same thing was being told. At that time, it was being
said: "We are poor. We do not want these Asian Games. So much money is being spent for Asian Games. With
this money, we could have provided so many houses and so much of food to the people." What I mean to say is
this will any country, which is poor or which is just not able to provide some basic amenities to some of its
people, not test a nuclear device or will it not hold the `Asian Games'? Have only the rich countries like the USA

or Western countries like the UK or France or Japan and all other countries only got a right to conduct all these
things?

I mean to say that a country which does not have self-confidence, which does not have the morale, suffers from
inferiority complex. That country cannot rise and stand among the comity of nations.

Excepting, hon. Shri Shivraj Patil, all the Members of Congress Party have criticised the Government. They are
asking, why has the Government conducted these tests.

SHRI BHUBANESWAR KALITA (GUWAHATI): There is no Minister to note down the points.

SHRI P.R. KUMARAMANGALAM: I am here.

SHRI BHUBANESWAR KALITA :The hon. Member is making such an important intervention and there is
nobody to note down the points.

SHRI P.R. KUMARAMANGALAM: I have requested my dear friend to note down the points. Meanwhile, I
was discussing an important matter with the senior leader.

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN : We are being criticised for having conducted these tests. I may tell you that in
1974 when Madam Indira Gandhi was the Prime Minister, the then Government had also conducted the Pokhran
test. Did it create any impact in the world? Without being weaponised, the nuclear test does not have any
meaning. That is why, even though a test was conducted in 1974 it did not have any impact all over the world. I
am here talking about the United States of America or the super powers of the world.

What did the super powers think about India? Shri Mulayam Singh has said that nowadays the American
Newspapers do not write about India. I may ask him, when did they write about us earlier. I can dare say that
prior to Pokhran tests, the American Government and the American people thought that India is a totally
uncivilized country. Most of the Americans used to think that we are red Indians. Even when the Americans
used to meet some of the Indians who had been to America on some visit, they used to ask them, how many
snakes or elephants did you meet before coming here. They used to think probably India is not a civilized
country. In American newspapers they did not use to write even a line about India. I may tell you that after the
Pokhran tests, we are being talked about there, whether good or bad, the American newspapers write about us.
They may be writing against us but they are writing.

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù : EªÉÉ Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ?

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI KHARABELA SWAIN :I feel happy when I am interrupted by a senior Member like Shri Lalu Prasad. I
am a new Member to the Lok Sabha. When a senior Member is passing comments on me, I feel proud that he



does not think that I am an inconsequential new-comer. The hon. Leader is giving due weightage to what I am
saying.

So, I was saying that India is now being talked about. After two or three days of our conducting the test, the
American President, Mr. Bill Clinton has said that India is a great civilization. It has nearly 10,000 year old
civilization. He has never said so before the Pokhran tests. Within one day, India has become a great civilization
of 10,000 years. Before that, India was a poor country which was not at all cared for. For America, India was an
inconsequential country. These nuclear tests have brought, I can dare say, dignity, prestige and self-confidence to
Indians and the Indian Government.I would just like to ask one question to the hon. Members of the Opposition
who are criticising the Government. Now that we have conducted the test, whatever Members may say, will it be
possible to bring back India to the post-Pokhran days?

The tests have already been conducted. They were not in the interest of a Party, they were in the interest of the
nation. Instead of rising in one voice, the Opposition Members are criticising now. Does it show their interest in
the country? Can we say that they are patriots when they criticise the tests?

When Kalidas was carrying Bhojraj on his shoulders in Palki and was walking with difficulty, Bhojraj asked
him, `

ÊEò¨ ¤ÉÉvÉÊiÉ?'

Kalidas replied,

`ºEòÆvÉÆ xÉ ¤ÉÉvÉiÉä ®úÉVÉx, iÉ´É ¤ÉÉvÉÊiÉ ¤ÉÉvÉiÉä*'

Similarly, it is not the sanctions which hurt, it is the defeatist mentality of the Opposition that hurts. It is their
defeatist attitude that makes them say `we are poor, we cannot do anything, we cannot fight with others, money
will not come, what shall we do?, etc.', which hurts.

The hon. Members were speaking about Indian scientists being expelled from America. I dare say that this is a
good augury for India. I remember that in the Sixties, the word `brain drain' was being used often. People were
getting educated in the country in the fields of engineering, medicine, etc., and, after getting their degrees, were
going to America in search of greener pastures. I proudly say now that it is a reversal of the brain drain that these
people are now coming back to India. We will get our own people back. They will make India prosperous. We
will say that our people had gone there and they were just residing in America.

The hon. Members were saying that our Prime Minister has failed and that we have not achieved anything. Hon.
Shivraj Patil was just saying that the Government was not prepared to face the consequences of the post-Pokhran
incidents. If you see the chronological events, the ASEAN did not condemn the test conducted by India in spite
of the pressure exerted on them by Western countries like the United States of America. Is it not an
achievement? In the accepted. ... (Interruptions) I know, Sir, that it hurts. It will hurt, I know. It will hurt when I
reply to their questions. They say, `

Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ¤ÉxÉ VÉÉ+ÉäMÉä*'

I will be very happy every time they say, `

Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ¤ÉxÉ VÉÉ+ÉäMÉä*'

Yes, I will be happy to be given Ministership. That is the reply that I give to their comment.



the Indian territories to try to draw sympathy from the countries like the United States of America and United
Nations. They have no other intention. Theirs is a frustrated mind now because they were defeated by our
diplomacy.

Previously when the sanctions were imposed after the Pokhran-II tests, the hon. Members from the Opposition
were saying, `sanctions are coming now, what will you do?, how can you defend this country?, etc.' Countries
like the United States of America and Japan were saying that more sanctions, punitive sanctions, should be
imposed.

Are they now telling the same thing? Now, there is a talk of withdrawal of sanctions; there is a talk of dilution of
sanctions; and there is a talk of reduction of sanctions. The American Senate itself has tried to find out fault in
their own laws and they have prevented Mr. Bill Clinton for imposing the sanctions for the next one year. They
are doing it, we are not doing it. What does this point out? Is it not a success of the diplomacy by the
Government of India? Is it not a success for Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee, the Prime Minister of India? I can tell
you that it is a silent coup; it is a victory for Indian democracy without the beating of the drums. Sir, it is a
success. All these things point out that the Indian democracy has succeeded.

Finally, I would just tell you that we honour Indra, Vishnu, Brahma and Maheshwar because everyone of them is
in possession of a very destructible weapon. They may not utilise it. They hold Pasupathi Trishul Sudharshan
Chakra. There are 36 crore of Gods. We do not know the names of them. Why? Because they are helpless. They
do not have anything with them. They are not significant. We only know the names of the powerful ones. World
salutes only those countries which are powerful. World honours them. The future economic development of the
country lies with this honour and dignity. Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee is going to make India a self-confident
country.

Previously, there were Governments; there were same Governments; there were same Members; and there were
same scientists. Why did they not test the nuclear devices? Because there was no political will; there was no
political determination. Only Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee, the Prime Minister of India and the proud son of Mother
India decided to conduct the nuclear tests because of his political will and determination. He is willing to take
India into the 21st Century to make it a prosperous, powerful and the best nation in the world.

I would just like to congratulate him and thank him for what he did. He should proceed further to show us light
and glory and take us into the 21st Century.

">

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù (¨ÉvÉä{ÉÖ®úÉ) : ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ Eòä ºÉÉEòÇ ºÉ¨¨Éä±ÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉxÉä Eòä {É½þ±Éä BEò |É¶xÉ ½þ¨ÉxÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä EªÉÉ EòÉä<Ç
iÉÉ®úÒJÉ ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB iÉªÉ ½þÖ<Ç ½þè iÉÉä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ +Éè®ú JÉÖ®úÉxÉÉ VÉÒ xÉä ¤Éc÷É VÉÉä®ú nùäEò®ú =ºÉ ÊnùxÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÒ iÉÉ®úÒJÉ iÉªÉ ½þÉä
MÉ<Ç ½þè* ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉÉä Æ EòÉä ªÉÉnù ½þÉäMÉÉ, ºÉnùxÉ EòÉä {ÉiÉÉ ½þè* ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä Eò<Ç +JÉ¤ÉÉ®úÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ, |É¨ÉÖJÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú-{ÉjÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ Uô{ÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ Ê¨É. xÉ´ÉÉVÉ ¶É®úÒVÉ ºÉä
¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB ¤É½þÖiÉ =iºÉÉÊ½þiÉ ½þè Æ, ¤Éc÷É +SUôÉ ®úèº{ÉÉä ÆºÉ +É ®ú½þÉ ½þè* ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB ªÉ½þ ÊºlÉÊiÉ EªÉÉä Æ +É<Ç? BäºÉÒ EªÉÉ ÊºlÉÊiÉ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç, BäºÉä EªÉÉ ½þÉ±ÉÉiÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉä? <ºÉ
¶ÉÉºÉxÉ Eòä {É½þ±Éä ÊVÉiÉxÉÉ EòÉ±É MÉÖVÉ®úÉ, ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ +ÉVÉÉnùÒ Eòä {ÉSÉÉºÉ ºÉÉ±É MÉÖVÉ®úä, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ¨ÉxÉä BäºÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ nùäJÉÉ ÊEò ±ÉÉäMÉ Eò¦ÉÒ <iÉxÉä VªÉÉnùÉ =iºÉÖEò ½þÖB ½þÉä Æ*

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ ´É½þÉÆ MÉB* ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä |É¨ÉÖJÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú {ÉjÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ ¡òÉä]õÉä Uô{ÉÒ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ xÉ´ÉÉVÉ ¶É®úÒ¡ò +Éè®ú ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É Eòä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ +]õ±É VÉÒ EòÒ ¡òÉä]õÉä
Uô{ÉÒ* nùÉäxÉÉä Æ Eòä ½þÉlÉ ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉÉäiÉ±É lÉÒ

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¤ÉÉäiÉ±É EòÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É +ÆOÉäVÉÒ VÉÉxÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ±ÉÉäMÉ MÉ±ÉiÉ ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ±ÉäiÉä ½þè Æ* ½þ¨É Ê½þxnùÒ ´ÉÉ±Éä ½þè Æ, ¤ÉÉäiÉ±É nùÚvÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÒ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè +Éè®ú {ÉÉxÉÒ EòÒ ¦ÉÒ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè* =xÉ nùÉäxÉÉä Æ Eòä ½þÉlÉ ¨Éä Æ
{ÉÉxÉÒ EòÒ, Ê¨ÉxÉ®ú±É ´ÉÉ]õ®ú lÉÉ

¸ÉÒ <xpùVÉÒiÉ MÉÖ{iÉ :´É½þ ¦ÉÒ 15 ¯û{ÉªÉä EòÒ +ÉiÉÒ ½þè*

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù :½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ {ÉÉxÉÒ ¦ÉÒ 15 ¯û{ÉªÉä Ê±É]õ®ú Ê¨É±ÉiÉÉ ½þè* ½þ¨Éä Æ +É¶ÉÉ lÉÒ ÊEò |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ VÉ¤É ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉBÆMÉä iÉÉä ÊxÉÊ¶SÉiÉ°ü{É ºÉä nùÉäxÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ ½þÖ<Ç
½þ è, =ºÉEòÉ ¤ªÉÉè®úÉ nùä ÆMÉä* ºÉÉEòÇ ºÉ¨¨Éä±ÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ Eò<Ç ®úÉ¹]Å VÉÖ]õä lÉä* ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ, {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ, ¤ÉÆM±ÉÉ nùä¶É +Éè®ú EòÖUô UôÉä]õä-UôÉä]õä ®úÉ¹]Å lÉä* +MÉ®ú +É{É |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉ +ÉVÉ EòÉ



´ÉEiÉ´ªÉ nùäJÉä Æ iÉÉä =ºÉ¨Éä Æ EòÖUô JÉÉºÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* Eòä´É±É +ÉÊ¡òÊ¶ÉªÉ±ºÉ uÉ®úÉ VÉÉä ¯û]õÒxÉ ´ÉEòÇ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè, =ºÉÒ EòÉ ¤ªÉÉè®úÉ <ºÉ¨Éä Æ ½þè* ½þ¨Éä Æ =xÉEòä ´ÉEiÉ´ªÉ ¨Éä Æ EòÉä<Ç `öÉäºÉ SÉÒxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ
Ê¨É±ÉÒ, ¤ÉÊ±Eò BäºÉÉ ±ÉMÉÉ ÊEò ´Éä EòÖUô MÉÆ´ÉÉ Eò®ú ½þÒ +ÉB ½þè Æ +Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉMÉä xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉgøÒ* BEò ®ú]õÒ-®ú]õÉ<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ VÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä {ÉnùÉÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉä Æ xÉä =ºÉ¨Éä Æ Ê±ÉJÉ nùÒ, VÉèºÉä
Ê¤ÉVÉxÉäºÉ Eòä IÉäjÉ ¨Éä Æ =nùÉ®ú´ÉÉnùÒ xÉÒÊiÉ EòÉ ¡òÉªÉnùÉ =`öÉªÉÉ VÉÉB, ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú EòÉä ¤ÉgøÉªÉÉ VÉÉB, ªÉ½þÉÆ ºÉä ºÉÉ¨ÉÉxÉ ´É½þÉÆ VÉÉB, ªÉä ºÉÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ ½þÒ ´É½þÉÆ ½þÖ<Ç Æ* <ºÉÒ ¯û]õÒxÉ ´ÉEòÇ EòÉä
=x½þÉä ÆxÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ {Égø ÊnùªÉÉ* +]õ±É VÉÒ Eòä VÉÉä ºÉ½þªÉÉäMÉÒ ½þè Æ +Éè®ú =xÉEòä ºÉ½þªÉÉäMÉÒ nù±ÉÉä Æ Eòä VÉÉä ºÉnùºªÉ ½þè Æ, ´Éä Eò½þ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉMÉä ¤Égø MÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ <xÉEòä SÉ±ÉiÉä ½þÖ+É*

xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ ½þÖ+É, ½þ¨Éä Æ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ nùäJÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB lÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þÒ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ =ºÉEòä Ê±ÉB EªÉÉä Æ SÉÖxÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* <ºÉ {É®ú {É½þ±Éä ¦ÉÒ EòÉ¡òÒ SÉSÉÉÇ ½þÉä SÉÖEòÒ ½þè +Éè®ú nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÒ SÉÉ®úÉä Æ iÉ®ú¡ò
Êb÷¤Éä]õ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè* {É®úºÉÉä Æ ¨Éè Æ VÉ¨É¶Éänù{ÉÖ®ú MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* ´É½þÉÆ ]õä±ÉÒOÉÉ¡ò Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉ +Éè®ú Eò<Ç +xªÉ VÉÉxÉä-¨ÉÉxÉä {ÉjÉEòÉ®ú ¦ÉÒ VÉÖ]õä lÉä* ´Éä ½þ¨ÉºÉä {ÉÚUô ®ú½þä lÉä ÊEò <ºÉ ]õèº]õ Eòä ¤ÉÉnù
®úÉ¹]Å xÉä EªÉÉ JÉÉäªÉÉ +Éè®ú EªÉÉ {ÉÉªÉÉ* ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ xÉä +{ÉxÉä Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ´É½þÉÆ ®úJÉä* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ¨Éä Æ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB ÊEò +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ÊEò ÊºlÉÊiÉ BäºÉÒ EªÉÉä Æ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè* ½þ¨ÉxÉä
ÊEòxÉEòÉä ±ÉIÉªÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ Eòä {ÉÒUôä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ¨ÉÆ¶ÉÉ EªÉÉ lÉÒ* EªÉÉ ½þ¨ÉxÉä +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ EòÉä ±ÉIÉªÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ªÉÉ ºÉ¨{ÉxxÉ ®úÉ¹]ÅÉä Æ EòÉä ±ÉIÉªÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ? =ºÉ
{ÉÊ®ú|ÉäIÉªÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä ªÉ½þ xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ ½þÖ+É, =ºÉEòÉ +ºÉ®ú +Éè®ú |É¦ÉÉ´É Eò½þÉÆ iÉEò VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè* VÉ¤É |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä ]õèº]õ Eòä ¤ÉÉnù Ê´É{ÉIÉ Eòä xÉäiÉÉ+ÉäÆ +Éè®ú ´ÉèYÉÉÊxÉEòÉä Æ EòÉä
+{ÉxÉä ÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉ {É®ú ¤ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ´É½þÉÆ ´Éä b÷è¨ÉÉä Æº]Åä¶ÉxÉ Eò®úÉ ®ú½þä lÉä* ½þ¨ÉxÉä b÷É. Eò±ÉÉ¨É VÉÒ ºÉä Eò½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ VÉÉä ]õèº]õ ½þÖ+É, nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ Eòä ºÉ¨{ÉxxÉ nùä¶É ÊVÉxÉEòÉ +MÉÖ´ÉÉ
+¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ ½þè, =ºÉxÉä xÉ VÉÉxÉä BäºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä ]õèº]õ ÊEòB ½þè Æ +Éè®ú ´É½þ UôÉä]õä-UôÉä]õä ®úÉ¹]ÅÉä Æ EòÉä Eò½þ ®ú½þÉ ½þè, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ Eò½þ ®ú½þÉ ½þè ÊEò ºÉÒ.]õÒ.¤ÉÒ.]õÒ. {É®ú nùºiÉJÉiÉ Eò®úÉä* ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ
BäºÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ* nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä {ÉiÉÉ lÉÉ, nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä {ÉiÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò +ÉhÉÊ´ÉEò IÉäjÉ ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä {ÉÉºÉ xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú Êb÷´ÉÉ<ºÉäVÉ ½þè Æ*

±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ¨ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉÒ {ÉÉä±É, ½þ¨ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉÒ ®úhÉxÉÒÊiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¤ÉxÉiÉä-¤ÉxÉiÉä JÉÉä±É nùÒ* nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ B±É]õÇ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç +Éè®ú ½þ¨É Eòx¡òÉ<xÉ ½þÉä MÉB* ½þ¨É ºÉÒÊ¨ÉiÉ ½þÉä MÉB* b÷É. Eò±ÉÉ¨É ºÉä
{ÉÚUôÉ ÊEò +É{É ¤ÉiÉÉBÆ ÊEò ªÉÊnù xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õäº]õ ºÉä ±Éc÷É<Ç ½þÖ<Ç iÉÉä ½þ¨É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉ +¨É®úÒEòÉ ºÉä ±Éc÷xÉä ¨Éä Æ EªÉÉ <ºÉ ]õäº]õ ºÉä ºÉIÉ¨É ½þÉä ÆMÉä? ªÉÊnù ½þè Æ iÉÉä +{ÉxÉä ´ÉèYÉÉÊxÉEòÉä Æ
EòÉä ¤ÉÖ±ÉÉ ±ÉÒÊVÉB* =xÉEòÒ IÉ¨ÉiÉÉ EòÉä ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ±ÉÒÊVÉB* =x½þÉä ÆxÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò +É{É {ÉèºÉÉ ±ÉÉ<B, ºÉÉvÉxÉ nùÒÊVÉB iÉÉä ½þ¨É ÊxÉÊ¶SÉiÉ °ü{É ºÉä <ºÉ +¨É®úÒEòÉ iÉ®ú {É½þÖ ÆSÉxÉä Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÒ
Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úä ÆMÉä* nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä ¤Éc÷ä ®úÉ¹]Å ½þè Æ, nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉ VÉÉä EòÉì¨ÉÊ¶ÉÇªÉ±É ºÉä Æ]õ®ú ½þè, ÊVÉxÉEòä ½þÉlÉ ¨Éä Æ nùÉè±ÉiÉ ½þè, ´Éä UôÉä]õä-UôÉä]õä ®úÉ¹]ÅÉä Æ EòÉä iÉÉäc÷xÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ, ±Éc÷ÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ,
ªÉ½þ =xÉEòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè +Éè®ú ½þ¨É +{ÉxÉÒ EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê´É¡ò±É ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* +É{ÉEòÒ Ê´É¡ò±ÉiÉÉ, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ +Éè®ú +É®ú.BºÉ.BºÉ. EòÉ Eò^®ú{ÉÆlÉ, Eò¨ªÉÖxÉ±É Eò®úäE]õ®ú ¨Éä Æ
VÉÉEò®ú ½þ¨É {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®ú½þnùÉä Æ ºÉä ÊºÉ¨É]õ MÉB ½þè Æ*

VÉ¤É ½þ¨ÉxÉä ]õäº]õ ÊEòªÉÉ, +¨É®úÒEòÉ EòÉ ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ +ÉiÉÉ ½þè ÊEò ¨Éè Æ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þÚ Æ* +¨É®úÒEòÉ ºÉä {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ]õÒ¨É VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè ÊEò ½þ¨É =xÉEòÉä ¨ÉxÉÉ Eò®ú nùä ÆMÉä ÊEò iÉÖ¨É ¨ÉiÉ
¡òÉäc÷xÉÉ* +É{ÉEòÉä ªÉÉnù ½þÉäMÉÉ, ºÉÉ®úÒ nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ EòäxÊpùiÉ Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ¦É®ú ºÉä Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ +¨É®úÒEòÉ EòÒ ]õÒ¨É MÉ<Ç* +¨É®úÒEòÉ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ¨Éè ÆxÉä iÉÉä <xÉEòÉä
¨ÉxÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè, iÉÖ¨É VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ¨ÉiÉ nùäxÉÉ* VÉÉä +JÉ¤ÉÉ®úÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ SÉ±ÉÒ, ´É½þÒ ¨Éè Æ VÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ* =ºÉxÉä ¦ÉÒ SÉÉ®ú `öÉä ÆEòä* {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ xÉä ¦ÉÒ Uô:xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ¤±ÉÉº]õ ÊEòB iÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ
vªÉÉxÉ ±Éc÷É<Ç {É®ú EòäxÊpùiÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ* +É{ÉEòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ +Éè®ú +É{ÉEòÒ MÉÆnùÒ EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉ xÉä, +É{ÉEòä Eò^®ú{ÉÆlÉ xÉä, +É{ÉEòä Eò¨ªÉÖxÉ±É Eò®úäE]õ®ú xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä BEò
VÉMÉ½þ ±ÉÉEò®ú ¡òä ÆEò ÊnùªÉÉ*

¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É VÉÒ Eòä BEò ¤ÉÉ®ú ¡òÖ¡òEòÉ®úxÉä ºÉä, ±É±ÉEòÉ®úxÉä ºÉä {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ JÉ®úÉ¤É ½þÉä VÉÉiÉÒ lÉÒ* ªÉ½þ VÉ°ü®ú lÉÉ ÊEò ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú {É½þ±Éä ´É½þ ={Épù´É Eò®úiÉÉ lÉÉ
±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¤ÉÉnù ¨Éä Æ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä Êb÷¡òä ÆºÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉxÉÉ {Éc÷iÉÉ lÉÉ {É®úÆiÉÖ +ÉVÉ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ½þè ÊEò +ÉVÉ EòèºÉÒ-EòèºÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +É{ÉEòÒ ´ÉVÉ½þ ºÉä Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½þè* +É{É +MÉ®ú JÉÖ¶É
½þè Æ, +ÉxÉÊxnùiÉ ½þè Æ, nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éä Æ +MÉ®ú +É{ÉEòÉ MÉÉè®ú´É ¤Égø ®ú½þÉ ½þè iÉÉä ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä EòÖUô xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úxÉÉ ½þè* SÉÒxÉ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ ºÉÉäÊ´ÉªÉiÉ °üºÉ VÉ¤É lÉÉ iÉÉä ºÉÉäÊ´ÉªÉiÉ °üºÉ UôÉä]õä-
UôÉä]õä ®úÉ¹]ÅÉä Æ EòÉä +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä b÷ÉäÊ¨ÉxÉä¶ÉxÉ Eòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò JÉc÷É Eò®úiÉÉ lÉÉ* +ÉVÉ ºÉÉäÊ´ÉªÉiÉ °üºÉ Ê¤ÉJÉ®ú MÉªÉÉ ½þè* +¨É®úÒEòÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ lÉÉ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ
VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ +ÉVÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ®úÉVÉ SÉ±É ®ú½þÉ ½þè* SÉÉ®úÉä Æ iÉ®ú¡ò ÊºlÉÊiÉ ªÉ½þ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç ½þè ÊEò VÉ¤É |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú MÉB iÉÉä =x½þÉä ÆxÉä ºÉÒvÉä ¸ÉÒ xÉ´ÉÉVÉ ¶É®úÒ¡ò ºÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú
EòÒ {É½þ±Éä ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÊ®úB*

15.00 hrs.

VÉ¨¨ÉÚ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÊ®úB* nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ¨É ½þè ÊEò VÉ¨¨ÉÚ-Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉ +ÆMÉ ½þè* ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉä EòÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É ½þè ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ
½þè* SÉÒxÉ EòÉä ÊEòºÉxÉä xÉÉ®úÉVÉ ÊEòªÉÉ? SÉÒxÉ EòÉä xÉÉ®úÉVÉ ÊEòªÉÉ, +É{ÉEòä Êb÷¡òè ÆºÉ Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú xÉä* MÉè®ú ÊVÉ¨¨ÉänùÉ®úÒ EòÉ ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ ÊnùªÉÉ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ +´´É±É xÉ¨¤É®ú EòÉ nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ ½þè* <ºÉ
¤ÉªÉÉxÉ {É®ú VÉ¤É SÉÒxÉ xÉä Ê®úªÉèE]õ ÊEòªÉÉ, iÉÉä +É{ÉEòä Ê´Énùä¶É Ê´É¦ÉÉMÉ Eòä |É´ÉEiÉÉ Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ SÉÒxÉ Eòä |ÉÊiÉ Ê®úªÉèE¶ÉxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* ªÉ½þ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ
½þè ÊEò EòÉä<Ç EòÖUô Eò½þiÉÉ ½þè, EòÉä<Ç EòÖUô ¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉÉ ½þè +Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÉ ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ nùäiÉÉ ½þè, EòÉä<Ç ºÉÆªÉ¨É xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* ªÉ½þ nùä¶É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ ½þè, nùä¶É Eòä ºÉ´ÉÇ½þÉ®úÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉ ½þè* SÉÉ½þä
Ê¤É½þÉ®ú ®úèVÉÒ¨Éä Æ]õ ½þÉä ªÉÉ ®úÉVÉ{ÉÚiÉ ®úäVÉÒ¨Éè Æ]õ ½þÉä SÉÉ EòÖ¨ÉÉ>ðÆ ®úèVÉÒ¨Éä Æ]õ ½þÉä ªÉÉ MÉÉä®úJÉÉ ®úèVÉÒ¨Éä Æ]õ ½þÉä ªÉÉ ¨ÉpùÉºÉ ®úèVÉÒ¨Éä Æ]õ ½þÉä ªÉÉ ÊºÉEJÉ ®úèVÉÒ¨Éä Æ]õ ½þÉä - ªÉ½þ nùä¶É <xÉ ¤É½þÉnùÖ®ú ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉ
½þè* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ {ÉÆSÉ¶ÉÒ±É EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ ªÉÉnù´É :JÉÖ®úÉxÉÉ VÉÒ EòÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù : ªÉ½þ nùä¶É JÉÖ®úÉxÉÉ VÉÒ EòÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* JÉÖ®úÉxÉÉ ºÉÉ½þ¤É, ÊVÉºÉ ÊnùxÉ Ênù±±ÉÒ ¨Éä Æ ¤É¨É ÊMÉ®úäMÉÉ, iÉÉä ´Éä +º{ÉiÉÉ±É ¨Éä Æ xÉVÉ®ú +ÉªÉä ÆMÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)



JÉäiÉ-JÉÊ±É½þÉxÉÉä Æ +Éè®ú SÉÉèEò-SÉÉè®úÉ½þÉä Æ {É®ú nùä¶É EòÒ ¤É½þÉnùÖ®ú VÉxÉiÉÉ xÉVÉ®ú +ÉBMÉÒ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉ¤É ºÉ´ÉÉÇ½þÉ®úÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ, iÉÉä Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ {É®ú ¤ÉÉä±ÉÉä* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ
¤É½þxÉ ¤Éè`öÒ ½þè Æ, ´Éä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉä Æ ÊEò +É{É EòÒ ´ÉVÉ½þ ºÉä ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä EªÉÉä Æ +{É¨ÉÉÊxÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè? +¨É®úÒEòÉ ¨Éä Æ ]õèExÉÉä±ÉÉìVÉÒ Eòä xÉÉ¨É {É®ú, Eò¨{ªÉÚ]õ®ú Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ
ºÉÉ<Êx]õº]ºÉ EòÒ FòÒ¨É EòÉä SÉÖxÉ-SÉÖxÉEò®ú ±Éä VÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* EªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉ½þÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè ÊEò +¤É ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉ<Êx]õº]õ EòÉä ´É½þÉÆ ºÉä ¦ÉMÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè +Éè®ú +{É¨ÉÉÊxÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ
®ú½þÉ ½þè? =xÉºÉä Eò½þÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè ÊEò +¨ÉÖEò iÉÉ®úÒJÉ iÉEò +¨É®úÒEòÉ UôÉäc÷ nùÉä* EªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ +É{ÉEòä MÉÉè®ú´É EòÒ ½þè* ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉ{ÉÚ EòÉ +Ê½þÆºÉÉ {É®ú +ÉvÉÉÊ®úiÉ nùä¶É ½þè* +Ê½þÆºÉÉ
½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ +¨ÉÉäPÉ +ºjÉ ½þè* +Ê½þÆºÉÉ Eòä ®úÉºiÉä ºÉä nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ EòÒ ¤Éc÷ä ºÉä ¤Éc÷Ò iÉÉEòiÉ EòÉä {É®úÉÊVÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè* ½þ¨É ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þ ºÉEòiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò +É{ÉEòÉ nùÉä¹É ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè*
+É{É +É®úBºÉBºÉ Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä MÉÆ`öÉ {É½þxÉÉEò®ú ]ÅäÊxÉÆMÉ nùäiÉä ½þè Æ* EòÉÆOÉäºÉ EòÉ iÉèªÉÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ ½þÖ+É +Éè®ú ´ÉèYÉÉÊxÉEòÉä Æ EòÉ iÉèªÉÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ ½þÖ+É xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉÉ®ú ¤É¨É, º´Énùä¶ÉÒ UôÉäc÷Eò®ú
+É{É xªÉÖÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ {É®ú SÉ±Éä MÉB*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

±ÉÆMÉc÷Ò Ê´É±ÉÉ®ú PÉ®ú ¨Éä Æ ½þÒ Ê¶ÉEòÉ®ú

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÉ lÉè±ÉÉ ®úJÉÉ ®ú½þ VÉÉBMÉÉ* ®úVÉÉ<Ç +Éägø Eò®ú PÉ®ú ¨Éä Æ ½þÒ ®ú½þ VÉÉ+ÉäMÉä +Éè®ú SÉ±Éä ÆMÉä ½þ¨É, <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ±ÉäxÉÉ* |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè, ºÉÖxÉ ®ú½þä ½þÉä ÆMÉä,
JÉäiÉ +Éè®ú JÉÊ±É½þÉxÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ, nùä¶É Eòä +xnù®ú SÉÉ®úÉä Æ iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉn¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ EòÉªÉ¨É Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB +É{É EªÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ? Eò¨ªÉÖxÉ±É ½þÉ¨ÉÇxÉÒ, ¦ÉÚJÉ +Éè®ú {ªÉÉºÉ - EªÉÉ +É{ÉEòÉ PÉ®ú `öÒEò
½þè? +É{ÉxÉä ¤É¨É iÉÉä ¡òÉäc÷ ÊnùªÉÉ +Éè®ú Êb÷´ÉÉ<ºÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ* ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä +xnù®ú VÉMÉ½þ-VÉMÉ½þ xªÉÉªÉÉ±ÉªÉ EòÒ ¨ÉxÉÉ½þÒ Eòä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚnù EªÉÉ ¨ÉÆÊnù®ú Êb÷´ÉÉ<ºÉ +±ÉMÉ-+±ÉMÉ xÉ½þÒÆ
¤ÉxÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè? EªÉÉ nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ Ê½þxnùÚ-¨ÉÖºÉ±É¨ÉÉxÉ-ÊºÉEJÉ-<ÇºÉÉ<Ç, VÉÉä {ÉÊ®ú´ÉÉ®ú ½þè Æ, ´Éä <x]õèE]õ ½þè Æ, +ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ =xÉEòä ¨ÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* +É{ÉEòä ±ÉÉJÉÉä Æ +nùÇvÉ ºÉèÊxÉEò ¤É±É
VÉ¨¨ÉÚ-Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ ±ÉMÉä ½þÖB ½þè Æ*

VÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉèÊxÉEò ½þè Æ, +É¨ÉÒÇ ½þè, ºÉ®ú½þnùÉä Æ {É®ú ±Éc÷xÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ +É¨ÉÒÇ +ÉVÉ nùä¶É Eòä +Ænù®ú ÊEòºÉ EòÒ ´ÉVÉ½þ ºÉä ½þè* ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä nùÚºÉ®úÉä Æ ºÉä ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ Eò®úxÉä ºÉä {É½þ±Éä +{ÉxÉä PÉ®ú EòÉä
+Ænù®ú ºÉä `öÒEò ®úJÉxÉÉ {Éc÷äMÉÉ* PÉ®ú ¡òÚ]õä, M´ÉÉ®ú ±ÉÚ]õä* {Éc÷ÉäºÉÒ xÉÉ®úÉVÉ ½þè Æ +Éè®ú +É{É nùä¶É EòÉä MÉÖ¨É®úÉ½þ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ Eòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õäº]õ Eò½þÉÆ lÉÉ, ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÆnù®ú
PÉÖc÷EòÒ ½þè {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò* ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ xÉä xÉ´ÉÉVÉ ¶É®úÒ¡ò Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ `öÒEò Eò½þÉ ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ MÉ®úÒ¤ÉÒ, ¦ÉÚJÉ, {ªÉÉºÉ ½þè +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÒ MÉ®úÒ¤ÉÒ, ¦ÉÚJÉ
+Éè®ú {ªÉÉºÉ ½þè* ®úÉ¨É ®úÉVÉ EòÉèxÉ ±ÉÉBMÉÉ, EòÉèxÉ MÉ®úÒ¤ÉÒ Ê¨É]õÉBMÉÉ? +É{ÉxÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉxÉä ¤É¨É ¡òÉäc÷ ÊnùªÉÉ- "¤ÉÉä±ÉÉä ¤É¨É +Éè®ú iÉÉä±ÉÉä Eò¨É*" nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ ¤Éc÷ä-¤Éc÷ä ½þÉä®úb÷ºÉÇ +Éè®ú
]Å äb÷ºÉÇ ºÉÉ®úÉ ºÉÉ¨ÉÉxÉ VÉ¨ÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ, ½þÉäÊb÷Ç ÆMÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* ªÉÖr ½þÉäMÉÉ, ªÉÖr EòÒ iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* +É{É +JÉ¤ÉÉ®ú ¨Éä Æ {ÉÊgøB, +MÉ®ú +JÉ¤ÉÉ®ú xÉä MÉ±ÉiÉ Ê±ÉJÉÉ ½þè iÉÉä <xÉEòä
ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò Ê|ÉÊ´É±ÉäVÉ nùÒÊVÉB*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ½þ¨Éä Æ +É{ÉºÉä ¤Éc÷Ò +É¶ÉÉBÆ ½þè Æ* <ºÉ¨Éä Æ 50 +ÉnùÊ¨ÉªÉÉä Æ Eòä ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú ¨É®úxÉä EòÒ JÉ¤É®ú ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

º´Énùä¶ÉÒ {É®ú ½þ¨É EªÉÉ ¤ÉÉä±Éä Æ* +¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ xÉä Eò½þÉ ½þè"nùäºÉÒ ¨ÉÖMÉÒÇ, Ê´É±ÉÉªÉiÉÒ ¤ÉÉä±É", "nùäJÉÉä ªÉ½þ EòÖnù®úiÉ EòÉ JÉä±É, JÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ®úÉ¶ÉxÉ, {ÉÒ MÉªÉÉ iÉä±É*"

º´Énùä¶ÉÒ, MÉÉÆvÉÒ ¤ÉÉ¤ÉÉ EòÉ `öä½þ ÖxÉÉ vÉÉäiÉÒ, ½þÉlÉ ¨Éä Æ b÷Æb÷É, EªÉÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉä Eò¨ÉÒVÉ EòÉ, EòÉä]õ EòÉ ¶ÉÉèEò xÉ½þÒÆ lÉÉ* "´É½þ ½þè ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ, ´É½þ ½þè º´Énùä¶ÉÒ, SÉ±ÉÉä MÉÉÆ´É EòÒ +Éä®ú*" +É{É
MÉ®úÒ¤ÉÒ EòÉ EòèºÉä ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±Éä Eò®úä ÆMÉä, VÉ¨ÉÒxÉä ºÉÚJÉÒ {Éc÷Ò ½þè Æ* ¤ÉÒVÉä{ÉÒ Eòä {ÉÉ{ÉÉSÉÉ®ú ºÉä ´É¹ÉÉÇ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè, SÉÉ®úÉä Æ iÉ®ú¡ò iÉ¤ÉÉ½þÒ ¨ÉSÉÒ ½þÖ<Ç ½þè* +MÉ®ú ®úÉVÉÉ {ÉÉ{ÉÒ ½þÉä VÉÉB iÉÉä ´É¹ÉÉÇ
xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäiÉÒ, EòÖnù®úiÉ ¦ÉÒ ºÉÉlÉ xÉ½þÒÆ nùäiÉÒ* {ÉiÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ EòèºÉä-EòèºÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ =vÉ®ú ¤Éè`öä ½þÖB ½þè Æ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

+MÉ®ú ®úÉVÉÉ {ÉÉ{ÉÒ ½þÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä ¤ÉÉgø +É VÉÉBMÉÒ*

¸ÉÒ iÉ{ÉxÉ ÊºÉEònù®ú :¤ÉÉgø ÊxÉªÉÆjÉhÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB ¤ÉÉgø EòÉ {ÉèºÉÉ Eò½þÉÆ SÉ±É MÉªÉÉ?

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù :+É{É ½þ¨Éä Æ ]õÉäEòÉ-]õÉEòÒ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ* ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ +Éè®ú ½þ¨ÉxÉä iÉªÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ÊEò ½þ¨É ´É½þÉÆ xÉ½þÒÆ VÉÉBÆMÉä +Éè®ú +É{ÉEòÉä ºÉ±ÉÉ½þ nùäiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò +É{É ¤ÉèÊ`öB, BäºÉä
¨ÉÆjÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉxÉiÉä* +É{É ½þÒ VÉèºÉä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ Eòä Ê±ÉB ®ú½þÒ¨É VÉÒ xÉä Eò½þÉ-

 

"®úÊ½þ¨ÉxÉ SÉÖ{É ¦É®ú ¤ÉèÊ`öB, nùäJÉ ÊnùxÉxÉ Eòä JÉä±É,



VÉ¤É xÉÒEòä ÊnùxÉ +É<Ç ½þè Æ, ¤ÉxÉiÉ xÉ ±ÉMÉÒ ½þè nùä®ú*"

 

¸ÉÒ iÉ{ÉxÉ ÊºÉEònù®ú : ¨Éè Æ ¦ÉÒ +É{ÉEòÉä ¦ÉÉäVÉ{ÉÖ®úÒ ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ- "ºÉÉè-ºÉÉè SÉÚ½þ ä JÉÉEò®ú Ê¤É±±ÉÒ ½þVÉ EòÉä SÉ±ÉÒ*"

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ±ÉÚ |ÉºÉÉnù : ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ ªÉ½þÒ xÉÒÊiÉ lÉÒ, nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éä Æ ÊVÉxÉ Eò¨ÉVÉÉä®ú ®úÉ¹]ÅÉä Æ {É®ú +xªÉÉªÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ, ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ xÉÒÊiÉ lÉÒÆ ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +Eòä±Éä JÉc÷É ½þÉä VÉÉBMÉÉ* ½þ¨É
+xªÉÉªÉ +Éè®ú VÉÖ±¨É EòÉä xÉ½þÒÆ ºÉ½þä ÆMÉä, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +ÉVÉ +ÆMÉÚ`öÒ EòÒ iÉ®ú½þ ¤É¨ÉÉÇ ¨Éä Æ Ê´Énùä¶ÉÒ ºÉèÊxÉEò ±ÉMÉä ½þÖB ½þè Æ* ½þ¨É {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä ÊPÉ®úä ½þÖB ½þè Æ, ¤ÉÆM±ÉÉnùä¶É +Éè®ú {ÉÚ®ú ä SÉÒxÉ ºÉä ÊPÉ®úä
½þ ÖB ½þè Æ* ½þ¨ÉxÉä VÉÉVÉÇ ºÉÉ½þ¤É EòÉ ¡òÉä]õÉä nùäJÉÉ- ]õÉä{ÉÒ ±ÉMÉÉ Eò®ú ¤É¡òÇ ¨Éä Æ JÉc÷ä ½þè Æ, {ÉÒUôä +É¨ÉÒÇ ´ÉÉ±Éä ½þè Æ, VÉ½þÉÆ ¶ÉÆEò®ú VÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä´É®ú ¨Éä Æ ½þè Æ =xÉEòÉä ´É½þÉÆ VÉÉxÉä EòÒ Ê½þ¨¨ÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ
½þ Ö<Ç, ´É½þ b÷®ú Eòä ¨ÉÉ®úä ´É½þÉÆ VÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ºÉEòä*

nùä¶É EòÉ ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ Eò½þÉÆ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè, Ê¤É½þÉ®ú ¨Éä Æ EªÉÉ ¤ÉÉä±ÉEò®ú +ÉiÉÉ ½þè, SÉÖxÉÉ´É Eòä Ê±ÉB iÉèªÉÉ®ú ®úÊ½þªÉä, ºÉ¨ÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¤ÉxÉäMÉÒ* ºÉ¨ÉiÉÉ ®ú¨ÉiÉÉ ½þÒ ®ú½þ VÉÉBMÉÒ,
ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉxÉäMÉÒ* <ºÉÊ±ÉB +É{É ºÉ¦ÉÒ EòÉä EòÉìÊx¡òb÷ä ÆºÉ ¨Éä Æ ±ÉÒÊVÉB, nùä¶É EòÒ BEòiÉÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB, nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÉ<ÇSÉÉ®úä Eòä Ê±ÉB ºÉ¤ÉEòÉä ºÉÉlÉ ±ÉÒÊVÉB EªÉÉä ÆÊEò +MÉ®ú nùä¶É {É®ú
ÊEòºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ EòÉ ½þ¨É±ÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä ½þ¨É ºÉ¦ÉÒ EòÉä <Eò_É ½þÉäEò®ú =ºÉEòÉ ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ* <ºÉÊ±ÉB +{ÉxÉä ¨ÉxÉ ºÉä Eò^®ú{ÉxÉ EòÉä JÉi¨É EòÒÊVÉB, ¡òÆb÷É¨Éè ÆÊ]õÊ±Éº]õ ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ Eòä
¤É½þEòÉ´Éä ¨Éä Æ ¨ÉiÉ +É<ªÉä +Éè®ú +{ÉxÉÒ +ÉÊlÉÇEò ÊºlÉÊiÉ EòÉä ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ EòÒÊVÉB* º´ÉMÉÒÇªÉ ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä xÉÉ®úÉ ÊnùªÉÉ lÉÉ "VÉªÉ VÉ´ÉÉxÉ, VÉªÉ ÊEòºÉÉxÉ" ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +É{É EªÉÉ Eò½þ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ
"VÉªÉ ¸ÉÒ®úÉ¨É, ®úÉ¨É-®úÉ¨É"* <ºÉÊ±ÉB ½þ¨É iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É M´ÉÉ±É-¤ÉÉ±É, +ÉÊnù´ÉÉºÉÒ, MÉ®úÒ¤É +ÉnùÊ¨ÉªÉÉä Æ EòÉä <Eò_É Eò®úEòä ¤ÉÉä±É ®ú½þä ½þè Æ "VÉªÉ ¸ÉÒEÞò¹hÉ, VÉªÉ ¦ÉMÉ´ÉiÉÒ +Éè®ú VÉªÉ nùä´ÉÒ nùÚMÉÉÇ"*
=xÉEòä ±ÉÉèÊ®úEò º´É°ü{É EòÉä ±ÉäEò®ú ½þ¨É nùä¶É EòÉä ¤ÉSÉÉBÆMÉä, ºÉÉvÉÚ-¤ÉÉ¤ÉÉ ±ÉÉäMÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉSÉÉBÆMÉä*

ªÉ½þ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ½þ®ú ¨ÉÉäSÉÇ ä {É®ú Ê¤É±EòÖ±É Ê´É¡ò±É ®ú½þÒ ½þè +Éè®ú xªÉÚ-E±ÉÒªÉ®ú Ê´Éº¡òÉä]õ Eòä ¤ÉÉnù ®úÉ¹]Å EòÉä <xÉEòÒ xÉÒÊiÉªÉÉä Æ Eòä EòÉ®úhÉ ¤Éc÷É ¦ÉÉ®úÒ xÉÖEòºÉÉxÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè, <ºÉEòÉ JÉÉÊ¨ÉªÉÉVÉÉ
+ÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ºÉ¨ÉÉVÉ EòÉä =`öÉxÉÉ {Éc÷äMÉÉ* ªÉä iÉÉä ¨É½þÒxÉÉ, nùºÉ ÊnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ½þè Æ, ÊVÉºÉ ÊnùxÉ <xpùVÉÒiÉ ¤ÉÉ¤ÉÚ iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½þÉä VÉÉBÆMÉä, <xÉEòÉä VÉÉxÉÉ {Éc÷äMÉÉ*

">SHRI C. SREENIVASAN (DINDIGUL): Sir, thank you very much for giving me this opportunity to
participate in the discussion on foreign policy. India is not just a country, India is a subcontinent. India has
diverse religions, diverse communities, diverse languages and diverse cultures. India's unity in diversity is our
strength. When several other nations were practising gun power, India was the only country which gave the
message of non-violence and peaceful negotiations as instruments for finding solutions to all international
problems. This year, we conducted our nuclear tests. Our intentions are very clear. We associated our nuclear
tests with `Buddha smiles'. Buddha had renounced the world, but Buddha did not renounce wisdom. We are not
a nuclear power; we are a nuclear saint. The nuclear weapons will be used only when the saint is disturbed.

15.14 hrs (Mr. Speaker in the Chair)

On this occasion, I feel it my bounden duty to congratulate our Prime Minister and the scientific community for
their tremendous success. Now, the US has imposed sanctions on us. The US has also expelled some of our
scientists. It had denied US visa to the Chairman of the Indian Atomic Energy Commission. With these
happenings, I feel that the real era of swaraj has begun and the era of dependence on Western technology has
ended.

Sir, as far as the Kashmir issue is concerned, it should be resolved only bilaterally. Thanks to the best efforts of
our hon. Prime Minister, Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee, we have been able to convince the world that the Kashmir
issue is a bilateral issue which can be solved within the framework of Simla multilateral issue.

In this connection, I must say a word about our time-tested relationship with Russia. Russia still supports our
stand on the Kashmir issue. Russians have also come forward to provide us all assistance in setting up two
atomic power stations of 1,000 mega watt each at Koodankulam in Tamil Nadu. So, I want the Government to
forge stronger ties with Russia.

Sir, it is a matter of grave concern that a large number of fishermen of Tamil Nadu are being killed on the high
seas by the Sri Lankan Navy as well as the LTTE cadres. The Sri Lankan Government is violating the 1974
Katchatheevu Agreement. The traditional fishing rights of our fishermen are protected under that Agreement.



Since that Agreement is being violated, our leader, Dr. Puratchi Thalaivi gave a call for taking back
Katchatheevu. I feel the Government should have strongly taken up this matter with the Sri Lankan Government.

As far as the issue of LTTE is concerned, their movements have greatly increased in Tamil Nadu. The bomb
blasts all over Tamil Nadu might have been the handiwork of not only the ISI, but also of this terrorist group.
Maintenance of internal peace has a tremendous bearing on our relations with neighbours. Therefore, for
maintaining perfect internal peace in Tamil Nadu, I fervently appeal to the Central Government, through you, to
dismiss the DMK Government in national interest. Now, after the laying of the Final Report of the Jain
Commission, the Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu should either step down or his Government should be dismissed
for knowing the truth about the assassination of Shri Rajiv Gandhi

Sir, I, once again, appeal, through you, to the Government to kindly save the fishermen of Tamil Nadu. This is
my humble request. With these words, I conclude my speech.

">SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (MIDNAPORE): Mr. Speaker, Sir, as some of the hon. Members have already
remarked, it is a long time since we had a debate on foreign affairs and foreign policy in this House. Today, we
are having it, although the attendance is not very encouraging. I listened very carefully to the hon. Prime
Minister's introductory remarks.

I know he wanted to concentrate mainly on the Colombo meeting. Nevertheless, since this foreign affairs debate
is taking place not only after a long time but after a very critical new situation has developed, I was expecting to
hear from him something about what the country's nuclear policy is going to be now. We have entered this
nuclear capability era. We have now joined informally the nuclear club of those countries which have
demonstrated their nuclear capabilities. This is a new thing for us. Now I would like to know from the Prime
Minister what is the Government's future nuclear policy going to be. But nothing has been said clearly about
that. He has, of course, said that we do not intend to commit aggression on anybody. That is very good. We
know India is not a country which goes about committing aggression, and certainly with nuclear weapons, we
cannot commit aggression. These are weapons of mass destruction. These are not weapons in any case which
you can use against anybody else and much less a neighbouring country. If you try to use them, then you are
bound to get some retaliation. I find it very difficult to believe that when this Pokhran test took place, our
Government and our scientists particularly were completely ignorant of the fact that Pakistan also has developed
this nuclear capability. Is it possible to believe such a thing? We hold our scientists in great esteem. I do not
believe that it was possible that when the Pokhran test took place they do not know and they did not warn the
Government that Pakistan is likely to retaliate. Within two weeks time it exploded its own nuclear device. The
Government may say now that they were not taken by surprise. But I think they were taken by surprise. If they
were expecting this to happen, then when we did our testing at Pokhran, some indication would have been given
to the country. It is because instead of talking about India's great achievement we should have anticipated that
Pakistan is also likely to do a similar thing and they did it. So, what is the position now? Of course, in one sense,
I feel, the possibility of another war between India and Pakistan - we have already four or five of them - is
probably a bit less now than it was previously. For, before these tests took place, wars were being fought with
conventional weapons - tanks, guns, planes and all that. In which respect India, of course, decisively superior to
Pakistan? There is no doubt about it. This was one reason why Pakistan was also always trying to explain to the
world that India is much stronger than Pakistan and they are likely to commit aggression against Pakistan and
therefore America should help them, China should help them, and so on and so forth. But having exploded their
own nuclear device or shown their capability to some extent as far as non-conventional weapons go, both the
countries are now in a way more or less on the same footing because they cannot use these weapons against each
other. Neither Pakistan can attack India with nuclear weapons nor can India attack Pakistan. These are weapons
of mass destruction which cannot be used. The entire world came to this conclusion after Hiroshima. Yes, they
can be used as a deterrent. I do not know what the main objective of our BJP Government is, whether they want
to use it or they want to keep it as a kind of deterrent. Certainly, they do not wish to use it as a weapon of
aggression. I am sure of that. Of course, this will not prevent the proxy war from going on.

I agree with Shri Shivraj Patil that these weapons will not be used, but the proxy war which is going on at the
instance of Pakistan, a low intensity war on our borders, specially in Jammu and Kashmir, may be intensified
further. We have to be on guard because of that.



I want to know what is going to be our nuclear policy. We should be told something on this. This is the
Parliament of India and we are discussing foreign affairs for the first time, after these tests have taken place. So,
what is the nuclear policy of this country going to be?

As far as CTBT is concerned, from time to time, some statements are being made by various people that we may
even consider signing CTBT or some aspects of CTBT provided there are some modifications made. But it has
never been clarified as to what those aspects are. What are those modifications which we would like? Up to now,
as far as I know, Shri Jaswant Singh, who is roaming around the world, meeting his American counterparts and
discussing probably this very question about CTBT, has not explained to us at any place or at any time as to
what exactly we are trying to get out of the Americans before we agree to sign CTBT. I think, we should be told
about it. As far as we are concerned, we are laymen and we have to come to conclusions on the basis of what we
read. Even if we sign CTBT, perhaps, it is the refusal or reluctance of the Americans to part with certain very
crucial technology which is connected with the CTBT. Naturally, if we sign CTBT, then we would like to have
access to this superior kind of technology which all the signatories' States of CTBT should be in a position to
share among themselves. I do not know if that is what is holding up the signing. I do not find any other clause in
the CTBT which can be described as discriminatory. If there is one, I would like to be educated about it.

As far as Non-Proliferation Treaty goes, it is clearly discriminatory. As far as CTBT goes, I do not know if the
terms of provisions contain anything [which is discriminating against any particular country or countries. But I
do find that, and I know what the Americans are like, they would not like to part with their technology which
India naturally would like to have. Perhaps, the negotiations and the bargaining which are going on at present,
behind the scenes, may be connected with this thing. If we are informed something by the Government, then I
would be very much obliged to know.

Then, Sir, in the statement made by Shri Vajpayee, at one place, he has said, "I took the opportunity in my
interaction with other leaders to set at rest the misconceptions about our recent nuclear tests." He has not
explained why there were misconceptions, what those misconceptions were, and which are the countries which
were harbouring those misconceptions. We should be told about them. In what way did our Prime Minister set
those misconceptions at rest and by giving what assurances? I do not know what he said because nothing is
explained in this statement. He has said, "The looking at things." This is what Pakistan always does. They try to
narrow down all the discussions to the single issue of Kashmir, and naturally we resist will not discuss issues
which are matters of dispute between member-countries and, therefore, Pakistan could not really get anybody to
discuss Kashmir. So, the proxy war will, of course, go on.

Shri Nawaz Sharif is talking about the results being zero and being a waste of time because, from his point of
view, unless the Kashmir issue is discussed and some decision is reached, it is a waste of time. That cannot be
helped. The question is being mentioned here and I quote : -

"How do we judge now? How are we going to assess the effects of this nuclear testing which we did?"

Many hon. Members in this House are always talking about how it is strengthened, how strong we have become
now, and so on and so forth. I think that is the correct way. We should estimate whether, after these Pokhran tests
vis-a-vis Pakistan, India has become stronger and Pakistan has become weaker. How is this to be demonstrated?
I do not know. The way they are behaving on the border now for the last few days, carrying on unprovoked
firing and shelling everyday, much more than they used to do before, killing innocent civilians, killing members
of our security forces and the army, is such that the Army Chief has had to rush there. He is there now along
with other top-ranking officers and all that, working out measures on how to counteract this Pakistani attack
which is going on. He does not appear as though they have been cowed down by the fact that we have got this
weapon. Of course, it is partly due to the fact that they have developed the weapon themselves also. They feel
that India is not superior to them in that sense. When there were conventional weapons only, then India was ten
times stronger, perhaps hundred times stronger. I am not giving figures because of lack of time. The figures are
here. If you compare our tanks, planes, artillery and other weapons with the same type of weapons that Pakistan
has, we are 20 times stronger than them. But once that conventional weapons equalisation is ruled out, except for
proxy war, it will not be of much use. Both of us are now back to the nuclear stage. Pakistan is behaving in such



a way that it does not seem it has been cowed down and that it is in any way less bellicose or less belligerant
than than it used to be.

So, I would like to know from the hon. Members here when they are being so euphoric about the alleged added
strength which India has acquired, how exactly they are estimating or calculating this.

The hon. Prime Minister has also said; -

"During my talks with the Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif, I also emphasised that instigation and support of
terrorism was incompatible with our own desire for friendly and peaceful relations and that these activities must
cease immediately."

This is what the Prime Minister told Mr. Nawaz Sharif. But there is not a single sentence which indicates what
was Mr. Nawaz Sharif's reaction or response to this demand by our Prime Minister. I take it that Mr. Nawaz
Sharif's reaction was negative. Either he must have contradicted our Prime Minister and said he has got nothing
to do with this instigation and support of terrorism or he may have said "I am not in a position to do anything."

But I am only saying and pointing out that there is nothing in the Prime Minister's statement except what he told
Mr. Nawaz Sharif.

The global economic situation has been substantially transformed. That is mentioned. A substantial
transformation of the global economic situation has taken place. This is true, of course. What will India gain
from it? Is India gaining out of that global transformation or are some other countries gaining at the expense of
the least developed countries? That is a very important question for India with all its long history and tradition of
standing up for the rights of the weaker nations and all that. We were the champions always of the weaker
nations. Shri Lalu Prasad has also mentioned it. Traditionally, we have been looked upon as the champions of the
weaker nations, the non-aligned, the Third World countries and so on.

Now, in this new global economic situation, there is no doubt that some powers, a few powers, which are very
strong economically and financially, which have got multinational corporations based in their countries, are
using this new global situation in order to threaten, and in some ways, to force, pressurise and coerce the lesser
developed countries, the weaker nations who are naturally very much concerned about it. What is India's role
now vis-a-vis this problem? I think we are so anxious to show our credentials to President Clinton that
immediately after the test, our Prime Minister goes and writes a letter to him, for which I do not think there was
any need. Why was it necessary for the Prime Minister to re-assure President Clinton saying that what we have
done is only because of China and if there were no threats from China, we would not have done this. It is a kind
of a roundabout apology by saying: "Yes, we have done something which we should not have done. But what is
to be done? After all, China is threatening us." Within a few weeks of that, we find President Clinton, on his trip
to China, being so friendly with them, giving them so many concessions as far as economic, commerce and all
that is concerned. Of course, we always thought that India is such a big market that the Americans and the other
Western powers would not try to displease us because they want to make money out of our market. That is still
true. But China is a bigger market. The multinationals are rushing to China. They are being welcomed there.
They have established themselves there. And profits are being mounting up and up. So, what I would like to say
is that this is not something which can be solved by just exploding nuclear devices. We should not give up the
role which we followed consistently for so many years from the time when we took to the path of Non-
Alignment and Peace. I do not know if we can call ourselves Non-Aligned now. But, in any case, since we are
now a nuclear weapon State, we are in a position to speak up more strongly, I think, for the rights of the least
developed countries which are looking to us and whom we should also try to unite and to coordinate in common
moves which can resist this pressurising by the globally advanced countries at our expense.

Finally, Sir, I would like to say that I do not want to take more time. There is no point in it. I do not want to
repeat things which have already been said. The Prime Minister has referred to his bilateral meetings on the
sidelines of the Summit. As the main Summit was going on, he had some bilateral meetings with the
representatives of Maldives, Sri Lanka, Bangladesh, Nepal, Bhutan and so on. It is good. But as a matter of
information, I am just wanting to know whether, for example, in the case of the representative of Bhutan, when



he had separate bilateral meetings with him, they had at all discussed the question, what is reported and I believe
it is true, that there has been a great stepping up of activities of the ULFA in Bhutan, inside the Bhutanese
territory. Bhutan is a sovereign country. It is an Independent country. It is a friendly neighour of ours. Everybody
knows it. The Government of India definitely knows that from the time when we were in the Government, we
were plagued with this question: "Why do not you do something? Why does not India do something to see that
these ULFA camps in Bhutan are removed? The ULFA insurgents, who make their way to Bhutan from the
neighbouring soil of Assam, are creating all kinds of problems there. The King of Bhutan was himself very
much worried about it." We should do something because it has become a sanctuary and a safe haven for them
from where they are perpetrating all kinds of violence and atrocities in Assam. They are running across the
border into Bhutan. Was it discussed at all with the King of Bhutan? I do not know about that.

I would like to know about it. If they did not discuss it, it is a different matter. But it is a thing which is closely
connected with our own security.

Secondly, with Bangladesh, I presume, the hon. Prime Minister had bilateral talks in all good faith with Shrimati
Sheikh Hasina also. I do not doubt her faith. She had assured, at the Government to Government level and at the
Prime Minister's level, us some time ago that she would not like the Bangladesh soil to be used by any of these
insurgent groups from India to go and take refuge there, to establish basis there and to carry out anti-Indian
activities from Bangladesh. It is very easy for them to cross the border. They are doing it all the time. But later
on, we got some disquieting reports that for reason or the other, Bangladesh authorities were not very successful
in checking these people and controlling their activities or in seeing that their camps are closed down. They have
got some weakness in their administrative structure and so on. What is the latest position in this regard? One
very well-known leader of ULFA Shri Anup Chettia has taken refuge in Bangladesh. He is wanted by us.
Unfortunately, there is no extradition treaty with Bangladesh. But we would like to get the man like Shri Anup
Chettia back here so that he can be tried for all the violence and crime which have been committed under his
leadership. I do not know about the latest position. For some reasons, the Bangladesh Government is not finding
it possible to hand him back to the Indian authorities. I would like to know whether this matter was discussed or
not. I would like to know whether they are taking any steps to really stop the flow of arms and all that through
Bangladesh which is coming to our insurgent groups on the border. The Prime Minister has said that in these
bilateral meetings, I had fruitful discussions on the progress in specific areas of cooperation. This is one area of
cooperation which is of vital importance for India. I am sure, he must have raised this point with the King of
Bhutan and Shrimati Sheikh Hasina of Bangladesh. If so, I would like to know what reaction did they give and
what do we intend to do now about it?

">

|ÉÉä. |Éä¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ SÉxnùÚ¨ÉÉVÉ®úÉ ({ÉÊ]õªÉÉ±ÉÉ) : +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ {É®ú SÉSÉÉÇ Eò®úxÉä ºÉä {É½þ±Éä nùä¶É EòÒ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ, ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä {ÉÚ´ÉÇVÉVÉxÉ, {ÉèMÉ¨¤É®ú, MÉÖ¯û+ÉäÆ +Éè®ú {ÉÒ®úÉä Æ xÉä VÉÉä
Eò½þÉ, VÉ¤É ½þ¨É =ºÉ {É®ú SÉ±ÉxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÉäSÉiÉä ½þè Æ iÉÉä ½þ¨Éä Æ +Ê½þÆºÉÉ EòÉ ÊºÉrÉxiÉ Ê¨É±ÉiÉÉ ½þè* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É EòÒ ªÉ½þ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè ÊEò ªÉ½þÉÆ VÉ¥É EòÉ ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ ºÉ¥É ºÉä ÊEòªÉÉ
MÉªÉÉ* MÉÖ¯û iÉäMÉ¤É½þÉnùÖ®ú ºÉÉ½þ¤É EòÒ ¶É½þÉnùiÉ VÉ¥É EòÉ ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ ºÉ¥É ºÉä Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB ½þÖ<Ç lÉÒ* =ºÉºÉä {É½þ±Éä MÉÖ¯û +VÉÇÖxÉ nùä´É xÉä VÉÉä ¶É½þÉnùiÉ nùÒ - iÉiiÉä iÉ´Éä {É®ú ¤Éè`öÉEò®ú =xÉ
{É®ú iÉiiÉÉ ®úäiÉÉ b÷±É´ÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ - ´É½þ ¦ÉÒ VÉ¥É EòÉ ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ ºÉ¥É ºÉä Eò®úxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ lÉÒ* ¶ÉÉªÉnù ªÉ½þÒ ÊºÉrÉxiÉ ¨É½þÉi¨ÉÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ +Éè®ú VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü VÉÒ xÉä +{ÉxÉÉªÉÉ
+Éè®ú ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ {ÉÆSÉ¶ÉÒ±É EòÉ ÊºÉrÉxiÉ |ÉSÉÊ±ÉiÉ ½þÖ+É*

1962 ¨Éä Æ VÉ¤É SÉÒxÉ EòÉ +]õèEò ½þÖ+É, =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ½þ¨Éä Æ +½þºÉÉºÉ ½þÖ+É - nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÒ ½þè VÉÉä®úÉä Æ EòÉä, ±ÉÉxÉiÉ ½þè Eò¨ÉVÉÉä®úÉä Æ EòÉä* Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä Ê¨ÉjÉiÉÉ ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úxÉä
nù äiÉä* ½þ¨Éä Æ ªÉ½þ ÊºÉrÉxiÉ ¦ÉÒ <ºÉ vÉ®úiÉÒ Eòä MÉÖ¯û+ÉäÆ xÉä ÊnùªÉÉ ÊEò VÉ¤É ºÉÉ®úä ={ÉÉªÉ ¡òä±É ½þÉä VÉÉBÆ iÉÉä ½þÊlÉªÉÉ®ú =`öÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB* EªÉÉä ÆEò®ú +ÉVÉ "½þ±ÉÉ½þ±É ºÉä nùnùÇ½þºiÉ ½þ±ÉÉ±ÉÉiÉ,
´ÉnùÇ½þºiÉ ¶É¨É¶ÉÒ®únùºiÉ" EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þÒ MÉ<Ç, <ºÉÊ±ÉB Eò½þÒ MÉ<Ç ÊEò ½þ¨Éä Æ ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ½þÉäxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ* +ÉÊlÉÇEò ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ½þÉäxÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þB, ºÉÉlÉ ½þÒ +{ÉxÉÉ ºÉ¨¨ÉÉxÉ EòÉªÉ¨É
Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB, +ÉVÉÉnùÒ EòÉªÉ¨É Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB, +{ÉxÉÒ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ EòÉä ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB ¦ÉÒ ½þ¨Éä Æ VÉ°ü®ú ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB* <ºÉÊ±ÉB VÉÉä ={ÉÉªÉ ÊEòB VÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ, ¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ
½þÚ Æ ÊEò ´Éä nùä¶É Eòä Ê½þiÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þè Æ*

VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò {Éc÷ÉèºÉÒ nùä¶É ½þè Æ, =xÉEòä ºÉÉlÉ nùÉäºiÉÒ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þè, ¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò nùÉäºiÉÒ ½þÉäxÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þB +Éè®ú nùÉäºiÉÒ ½þÒ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä VÉèºÉä nùä¶É Eòä Ê±ÉB +SUôÒ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½þè* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä
nù ä¶É Eòä Ê±ÉB ¦ÉÒ +Éè®ú nùä¶É Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ Eòä Ê±ÉB ¦ÉÒ* EòÖUô ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ ½þÖ<Ç Æ, {Éc÷ÉèºÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±EòÉä Æ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ, SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þÖ<Ç, ªÉ½þÉÆ SÉSÉÉÇ ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉÉiÉ +É<Ç ÊEò SÉÒxÉ Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ nùä
ÊnùªÉÉ, <ºÉºÉä nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉÒ ¤Égø MÉ<Ç* ¨Éè Æ {ÉÚUôxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò EªÉÉ SÉÒxÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ {É½þ±Éä nùÉäºiÉÒ lÉÒ? ªÉ½þÉÆ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉ¨É ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ ¤Éè`öä ½þÉä ÆMÉä, ¨Éè Æ =xÉEòÉ ¤É½þÖiÉ ºÉiEòÉ®ú Eò®úiÉÉ
½þÚ Æ, ´Éä ÊEòºÉÉxÉÉä Æ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ®ú½þiÉä ½þè Æ*

¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnùä¶É EòÒ =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ EòÒ {ÉÉìÊ±ÉºÉÒ, =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ Eòä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ Eòä ÊºÉ®úä SÉgø MÉ<Ç* ¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnùä¶É Eòä ¤ÉxÉxÉä ºÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä EªÉÉ Ê¨É±ÉÉ? ½þ¨ÉxÉä BEò +Éè®ú
nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ JÉc÷É Eò®ú Ê±ÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú VÉÉä +ÉVÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉÒ EòÒ SÉSÉÉÇ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ, ¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ 50 ´É¹ÉÉä Ç Æ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä EòÖUô ½þÖ+É, =ºÉEòÉ xÉiÉÒVÉÉ ½þè* EªÉÉ <xÉ SÉÉ®ú



¨É½þÒxÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ, ¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ xÉä? SÉÒxÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ EªÉÉ SÉÉ®ú ¨É½þÒxÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉÒ JÉc÷Ò ½þÉä MÉ<Ç* 50 ´É¹ÉÉä Ç Æ ºÉä VÉÉä xÉÒÊiÉ +{ÉxÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç,
ªÉ½þ =ºÉEòÉ xÉiÉÒVÉÉ ½þè ÊEò {Éc÷ÉèºÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±Eò ±ÉÉ<xÉ ¨Éä Æ JÉc÷ä ½þÖB ½þè Æ* ¸ÉÒ±ÉÆEòÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨ÉxÉä {ÉèºÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ÊnùªÉÉ +Éè®ú +{ÉxÉÒ ¡òÉèVÉ ¦ÉÒ ¨É®ú´ÉÉ<Ç* ¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnùä¶É ¨Éä Æ ¡òÉèVÉ ¦ÉÒ ¦ÉäVÉÒ* +MÉ®ú
ÊEòºÉÒ Eòä PÉ®ú ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É +ÉMÉ ±ÉMÉÉBÆMÉä iÉÉä +{ÉxÉä PÉ®ú ¦ÉÒ +MÉ±Éä +ÉMÉ ±ÉMÉÉ ºÉEòiÉä ½þè Æ, ªÉ½þ ºÉÉäSÉxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä PÉ®ú EòÉä {É½þ±Éä ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ, iÉ¤É nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ
ºÉä ±Éc÷xÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ* ½þ¨Éä Æ PÉ®ú EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ, ªÉ½þ ºÉSSÉÉ<Ç ½þè ÊEò EòÉä<Ç SÉÉä®ú, EòÉä<Ç b÷ÉEòÚ ÊEòºÉÒ PÉ®ú ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ PÉÖºÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ, xÉ SÉÉä®úÒ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè, xÉ b÷ÉEòÚ b÷ÉEòÉ
¨ÉÉ®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè, VÉ¤É iÉEò PÉ®ú EòÉ EòÉä<Ç ºÉnùºªÉ =ºÉEòä ºÉÉlÉ xÉ Ê¨É±ÉÉ ½þÉä ªÉÉ EòÉä<Ç {Éc÷ÉèºÉÒ =ºÉEòÉä <x¡òÉä¨ÉÇ ä¶ÉxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ nùäiÉÉ ½þÉä* ½þ¨Éä Æ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ ÊEò VÉÉä {Éc÷ÉèºÉÒ
¨ÉÖ±Eò ½þè Æ ªÉÉ Ê´Énùä¶ÉÒ nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ ±ÉÉäMÉ ½þè Æ* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ +É<Ç.BºÉ.+É<Ç. EòÒ EòÉ®úÇ´ÉÉ<Ç EªÉÉä Æ +ºÉ¡ò±É ½þÖ<Ç, EªÉÉä Æ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* =ºÉEòä Ê±ÉB nùä¶É Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÒ VÉÉä +¶ÉÉÊxiÉ lÉÒ,
=ºÉEòÉä ÊEòºÉÒ xÉä xÉ½þÒÆ ºÉÖxÉÉ* {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É EòÒ ¦ÉÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ lÉÒ, +ºÉ¨É EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ¦ÉÒ lÉÒ, ¤ÉÉäc÷Éä±Éè Æb÷ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þè, xÉÉMÉÉ±Éè Æb÷ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þè, ªÉä ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉBÆ ÊEòºÉxÉä {ÉènùÉ
EòÒÆ* ªÉä ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉBÆ {ÉènùÉ ½þÉäxÉä Eòä EòÉ®úhÉ ½þÒ nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ EòÉä ¨ÉÉèEòÉ Ê¨É±ÉÉ*

¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò +ÉVÉ VÉèºÉä ½þÒ ®úÉVÉxÉÒÊiÉ ¨Éä Æ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè, =ºÉ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ EòÉ xÉiÉÒVÉÉ ½þè ÊEò VÉÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ +ºÉÖ®úÊIÉiÉ ¨É½þºÉÚºÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä lÉä, VÉèºÉä {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É +ºÉÖ®úÊIÉiÉ
¨É½þºÉÚºÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä lÉä, ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ºÉÖxÉÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ lÉÒ +Éè®ú ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä vÉÉÊ¨ÉÇEò ºlÉÉxÉÉä Æ {É®ú ¡òÉèVÉ Eòä ½þ¨É±Éä ½þÖB iÉÉä ªÉ½þ ºÉ¤É EòÖUô +ÉVÉ lÉÉäc÷Ò ºÉÒ +É¶ÉÉ ¤ÉÆvÉÒ ½þè, ½þ¨Éä Æ <ºÉ
¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè ÊEò ½þ¨É <ºÉ nùä¶É Eòä xÉÉMÉÊ®úEò ½þè Æ +Éè®ú nùä¶É Eòä Ê±ÉB ½þ¨ÉxÉä VÉÉä EòÖ¤ÉÉÇÊxÉªÉÉÆ EòÒÆ, +ÉVÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =ºÉEòÉ ¨ÉÚ±ªÉ {ÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè* VÉ¤É nùä¶É Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ
EòÉ Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¤ÉgøäMÉÉ, nùä¶É Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉ nùä¶É EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eòä ºÉÉlÉ ½þÉä ÆMÉä iÉÉä nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ ¦ÉÒ Eò®ú {ÉÉBÆMÉä, <ºÉÊ±ÉB ¨Éè Æ {Éc÷ÉèºÉÒ nùä¶ÉÉä Æ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ nùÉäºiÉÒ Eòä {ÉIÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þÚ Æ* ¨ÉMÉ®ú
¨Éè Æ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¦ÉÒ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ½þ¨Éä Æ +{ÉxÉÒ iÉÉEòiÉ EòÉä, ½þ¨Éä Æ +{ÉxÉÒ ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉÒ EòÉä +Éè®ú ¤ÉgøÉxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ*

VÉÉä xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ ½þÖB, =ºÉºÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ¶ÉÊEiÉ ¤ÉgøÒ ½þè, =ºÉºÉä SÉÒxÉ ºÉä nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉÒ EòèºÉä ¤Égø MÉ<Ç? EªÉÉ +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ {É½þ±Éä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉ lÉÉ? +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ iÉÉä {É½þ±Éä ½þÒ SÉÒxÉ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ
=`öÉ ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ, {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ =`öÉ ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ* +ÉVÉ =xÉEòÉä {ÉiÉÉ iÉÉä SÉ±É MÉªÉÉ ÊEò ½þ¨É ¦ÉÒ nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éä Æ EòÖUô ½þè Æ* +{ÉxÉÒ +É<b÷èÊh]õ]õÒ ÊnùJÉÉxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB, +{ÉxÉÒ ¶ÉÊEiÉ ¤ÉgøÉxÉä
Eòä Ê±ÉB, +{ÉxÉÉ ®úÉè¤É ÊnùJÉÉxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB +MÉ®ú ½þ¨ÉxÉä EòÉä<Ç |Énù¶ÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè iÉÉä =ºÉºÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ ¤É±É ¤ÉgøÉ ½þè +Éè®ú nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ EòÉä ¨É½þºÉÚºÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè ÊEò ½þ¨É ¦ÉÒ EòÖUô Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä ½þè Æ*
¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò +ÉVÉ EòÒ VÉÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ½þè, ¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ EòÒ |ÉÉ<¨ÉÊ¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®úÊ¶É{É Eòä +xnù®ú, =ºÉxÉä ºÉÉEòÇ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉEò®ú +{ÉxÉä nùä¶É EòÒ ÊºlÉÊiÉ EòÉä º{É¹]õ ÊEòªÉÉ
+Éè®ú +SUôä føÆMÉ ºÉä ®úJÉÉ* ¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ Eò½þ ®ú½þÒ lÉÒ ÊEò {ÉiÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +±ÉMÉ-lÉ±ÉMÉ {Éc÷ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä <x½þÉäxÉä ´É½þÉÆ ¤ÉÉä±ÉÉ +Éè®ú ´É½þÉÆ +
{ÉxÉÒ {ÉÉìÊ±ÉºÉÒ EòÉä ®úJÉÉ +Éè®ú +{ÉxÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä ¨ÉxÉ´ÉÉªÉÉ* ¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú +Éè®ú Ê´É¶Éä¹É °ü{É ºÉä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç Eòä {ÉÉjÉ ½þè Æ* ¨Éè Æ <xÉEòÉä ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç ¦ÉÒ nùäiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ
+Éè®ú <xÉEòÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉnù ¦ÉÒ nùäiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ*

¨Éè Æ Ê¡ò®ú <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä Eò½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò VÉ¤É ±Éc÷É<Ç ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè, =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä VªÉÉnùÉ {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä {Éc÷xÉÉ {Éc÷iÉÉ ½þè, +É{É ºÉ¤É EòÉä {ÉiÉÉ ½þè* xÉÖEòºÉÉxÉ ¦ÉÒ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä VªÉÉnùÉ
½þ¨ÉEòÉä =`öÉxÉÉ {Éc÷iÉÉ ½þè* <ºÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä ¨Éè Æ ¤ÉÉ®ú-¤ÉÉ®ú nùÉä½þ®úÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ ¨Éä Æ ¨ÉèEºÉÒ¨É¨É, ÊVÉiÉxÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þÉä ºÉEòä, {Éc÷ÉèºÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±EòÉä Æ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ nùÉäºiÉÒ ¤ÉgøÉxÉÒ
SÉÉÊ½þB*

=xÉEòä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ +SUôä ®úJÉxÉä SÉÉÊ½þB +Éè®ú VÉÉä ¤ÉÉäb÷Ç®ú BÊ®úªÉÉ Eòä ®úÉVªÉ ½þè Æ, =xÉEòÉä ¦ÉÒ Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ¨Éä Æ ±ÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB* =xÉEòÒ VÉÉä ¨ÉÉÆMÉä Æ ½þè Æ, =x½þä Æ {ÉÚ®úÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB* +¦ÉÒ
<xpùVÉÒiÉ MÉÖ{iÉ VÉÒ Eò½þ ®ú½þä lÉä ÊEò ½þÊlÉªÉÉ®úÉä Æ EòÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ +ÉxÉä ºÉä ®úÉäEòxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú iÉÉ®ú ±ÉMÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç ½þè* iÉÉ®ú ±ÉMÉÉxÉä ºÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ¤É½þÖiÉ ºÉÒ VÉ¨ÉÒxÉ =ºÉ {ÉÉ®ú, {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ
¨Éä Æ SÉ±ÉÒ MÉ<Ç ½þè* ´É½þÉÆ Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ ¡òºÉ±Éä Æ EòÉ]õ ±ÉäiÉä ½þè Æ, ]ªÉÚ¤É´Éè±É ±Éä VÉÉiÉä ½þè Æ, <ºÉºÉä ½þ¨Éä Æ ¤É½þÖiÉ xÉÖEºÉÉxÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè +Éè®ú <ºÉä EòÉä<Ç nùäJÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* ´É½þÉÆ VÉÉxÉä Eòä
Ê±ÉB SÉÉ®ú-SÉÉ®ú MÉä]õ ½þè Æ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ nùÉä ½þÒ JÉÉä±Éä VÉÉiÉä ½þè Æ. ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ¦ÉÒ ºÉÖ¤É½þ nùºÉ ¤ÉVÉä ºÉä ¶ÉÉ¨É ºÉÉiÉ ¤ÉVÉä iÉEò EòÉ ½þè, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ºÉÖ¤É½þ nùºÉ ¤ÉVÉä MÉä]õ JÉÉä±ÉEò®ú nùÉä{É½þ®ú nùÉä ¤ÉVÉä ½þÒ
¤ÉÆnù Eò®ú nùäiÉä ½þè Æ* VÉ¤É iÉEò ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäMÉÉ, ´Éä ±Éc÷ xÉ½þÒÆ {ÉÉBÆMÉä* <ºÉÊ±ÉB Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ PÉ®ú EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä EòÒ VÉ°ü®úiÉ ½þè* ¨Éè Æ |
ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉä ¨ÉÖ¤ÉÉ®úEò´ÉÉnù nùäiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò =x½þÉä ÆxÉä BEò +SUôÉ ´ÉEiÉ´ªÉ ÊnùªÉÉ*

">SHRI PRITHVIRAJ D. CHAVAN (KARAD): Mr. Speaker, Sir, this very important debate on the post-
Pokhran-II handling of India's foreign policy was long overdue, particularly after our Prime Minister went to
Colombo and tried his hand at bilateral diplomacy, trying to talk to the Pakistani Prime Minister. We are
discussing his statement along with our concerns about the handling of the foreign policy. We are very gravely
concerned about the developments of the last two and a half months, particularly after the BJP Government took
over. Without taking too much of time, I will just enumerate our concerns very briefly.

Today, India's foreign policy consensus built over the last fifty years stands shattered. Our well wishers and the
entire world blame us for because if there is a nuclear war, they will be the ones who will be affected first. We
are being condemned at every international fora. The P-5 Foreign Ministers have condemned us and the G-8
Foreign Ministers have told us to stop testing. They have said that India will not get the `Nuclear Weapon-State'
status. The Security Council of the United Nations has deplored us. Mr. Kofi Annan says that he is deeply
disturbed. In every international fora, India is being singled out for criticism. India stands isolated.

The next major concern is that our foreign policy appears to be drifting. I do not want to comment on who is the
Minister of External Affairs or who should be the Minister of External Affairs but the concern is that it is not
India's foreign policy but it is the RSS' foreign policy. What else can explain the Government sending Shri
Brajesh Mishra to explain India's foreign policy stand to Tony Blair, Jacques Chirac and the Russian President?
It was not the Foreign Secretary but an RSS ideologue who was sent abroad. Can you imagine what effect it had
on the morale of the Indian Foreign Service? The problem is that the Prime Minister is conducting the foreign
policy, the Prime Minister's Office is conducting the foreign policy and not the Foreign Office.



The third major concern is that we have managed to internationalise the Kashmir issue. The Indo-Pak dialogue
stands frozen. Never have such expressions like `waste of time', `zero outcome' and `neurotic obsession' been
used while describing Indo-Pak dialogue. After all, Pakistan is an important neighbour of ours. I was very sad
when Shri Jag Mohan talked about Kashmir in his intervention. I was wondering whether it was a debate on
foreign affairs or on internal affairs. The issues which normally get discussed in a debate on domestic affairs
have been discussed in this foreign affairs debate.

You ourselves have got into the mindset that now Kashmir has become an international issue. We have managed
to concretise US-China-Pakistan axis. President Clinton had the audacity to assign the role of a mediator
between India and Pakistan to China. Rather it is a role of an umpire. We do not accept that.

Our next concern is about our claim to the permanent membership in the Security Council. Now, that remains a
distant dream. We are far away from it. As far as security aspects between India and Pakistan are concerned,
there was a time when India was definitely superior. We had nuclear weapons. We had exploded nuclear
weapons in 1974. But now we have parity not only in nuclear weapons but also in delivery systems.

My next point is this: Have you seriously complained about Chinese clandestine help to Pakistan on the fissile
materials transfer and on the missile technology transfer? There are serious apprehensions that during 1989,
China delivered usable nuclear weapons to Pakistan. Have you complained in the international fora? Have you
seized initiative to complain that China has violated the NPT? We read in the newspapers about the export of
ring magnets. It has been widely publicised. But we failed to seize the initiative and take this to the international
fora.

Our post-Pokhran-II handling of the situation, whether it is in respect of economic sanctions or trade sanctions
or dual-use technologies, has been very poor. What did we see? We saw an unfettered jingoistic chauvinism. Shri
Madan Lal Khurana talked about the time and place for the next war. I do not have time to quote what others
have said. That was not the best way to handle the post-Pokhran situation. I think we lost a great opportunity.
The country would have supported you had you taken some difficult and tough economic decisions like Pakistan
did. India is a strong country with a strong economy. We could have used this opportunity to take some difficult
and tough economic decisions which this country required.

U.S. has offered to Bangladesh Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA). What made U.S. to do this? They are
already in Diego Garcia. Now they want to come to Bangladesh, particularly in Chittagong. So far, the Prime
Minister has not told us as to what has happened in this respect. Tell us what had happened. Please tell us as to
what had happened to Indo-US dialogue. That is most important.

Shri Jaswant Singh is an excellent negotiator, whether he is negotiating inside the country or outside the country.
I do not know why he has not been given the official status of a Foreign Minister. There are serious concerns that
we are softening our stand on nuclear disarmament issue, particularly on the CTBT and Fissile Materials Cut Off
Treaty. There are rumours that the Government of India has given an assurance, a written undertaking over the
CTBT. It is also said that the Government has offered to pledge this document with the UN Secretary General,
Mr. Kofi Annan, in exchange for some dilution of economic sanctions, transfer of dual-use technology and some
softening on the nuclear weapon status. Please take us into confidence and tell us whether such an offer was
made by the Government to Mr. Strobe Talbott. On 4th May, the spokesman of the Security Council said the
following: "India has made a qualified offer to adhere to some of the undertakings of the CTBT selectively".

What are those undertakings?
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I will conclude by saying that India needs to take a pro-active stand on foreign policy. The Government is
talking about the pro-active stand on internal affairs. Shri Advani is very fond of using this phrase. But we need
to take a pro-active stand on foreign policy. We need to take the initiative back again. We are no longer standing
on the high moral pedestal which we stood at one time, when the world listened to us. It is no longer the case.



But India is not a small country. We have almost a billion-strong population. Economically we are at a stage
where we can talk and the rest of the developing world will listen. Please take back the leadership of the
developing world -- G-15, G-77, the NAM, etc. The NAM meeting is going to be held in South Africa, the place
where Gandhiji started his work and gave new ideas to the world.

So, please set an agenda and please do not follow the Western agenda. I would like to remind you that it was
India which set the agenda on disarmament debate -- whether it was Nehru's Memorandum to the UN Secretary-
General in 1952 about the Standstill Agreement on Testing, or the 1st, 2nd and the 3rd UN Special Sessions on
Disarmament. We have Indira Gandhi Initiative and Rajiv Gandhi Initiative. Under Rajiv Gandhi Initiative, we
have a concrete Action Plan. Please tell us what you are going to do about Rajiv Gandhi Action Plan about the
Nuclear Weapons-free and Non-Violent World. It was a plan which was very clearly set out. There are three
phases: 1988-1994, 1995-2000 and 2000-2010. Three distinct phases were spelt out. What is the stand of the
present Indian Government on Rajiv Gandhi Initiative?

There are treaties to be negotiated like the No First Use or the Non-First Use against non-nuclear weapon States.
What are you going to do about that? Please tell us about your direction.

Finally, tell us about the economic aspects of the foreign policy which are equally important; rather more
important than the security aspects. My senior colleague, Shri Shivraj Patil discussed about that; Shri Indrajit
Gupta also talked about that. Today, it is a fact that India is not in any of the economic groupings; and we are not
a part of any trade blocks.

While trying to re-establish our leadership in the developing world and trying to set agenda, I would like to
suggest some items where you can set the agenda in the economic dialogues. Firstly, there was an UNCTAD
Initiative on Code of Conduct for Multinationals. After the formation of the WTO, that has been set aside. Please
bring that back in the WTO agenda. Secondly, Intellectual Property Legislation is very crucial. Please take a pro-
active stand on amending the patent law. There are issues like the Geographical Appellation Act which has
caused us problem in the Basmati rice patent. There is a Bio-diversity Convention; there is a Plant Varieties
Protection Act. As you know, Terminator technologies are being introduced in our country. Unless you enact
these legislations, unless we take these things into the centre-stage of economic thinking, we will feel sorry later.

We need to take a very strong stand against the US Laws like the Special 301, Super 301, Ban on Export of
Dual-Use Technologies, Trade Sanctions in the guise of dual-use technologies. These are bilateral actions, not
permitted by the WTO. We need to take the US to the WTO on these things. There is also the issue of mobility
of labour or free movement of natural persons which need to be taken into consideration.

The visa regime is very discriminatory. The developed world is to be taken on these issues. We need to complain
to the International Union of Scientists about denial of visas for Indian scientists.

There are other issues like the Climate Change Conventions, the Global Environmental Fund Facility, etc. On all
these, we need to take initiative. The most important of all is, we need to take initiative on nuclear
disarmament.When the new treaty will come up for negotiations next year, whether it is the CTBT or whether it
is the Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty, India must lead the Third World today and give leadership to the Third
World and set the agenda.

MR. SPEAKER: Hon. Members, there are eight more hon. Members who would like to participate in this
discussion. After that, the hon. Prime Minister has to give a reply.

Before that, at 4 o'clock, we should have started another discussion under Rule 193 on the statement made by the
hon. Home Minister regarding deportation of certain people by the Maharashtra Government. At 5.30 p.m., there
is half-an-hour discussion also.

The Chair would like to know the sense of the House. Can the two items be taken up after the completion of this
discussion?



THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF TOURISM (SHRI MADAN LAL
KHURANA): Sir, after the completion of the discussion on foreign affairs and the reply of the Prime Minister,
we may take up the other two items....(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Promothes Mukherjee.

SHRI HANNAN MOLLAH (ULUBERIA): Sir, it may be too late by the time we take up the discussion under
Rule 193. So, it may be taken up tomorrow as the first item.

MR. SPEAKER: There is already another discussion under Rule 193 listed for tomorrow.

SHRI RAM VILAS PASWAN (HAJIPUR): Sir, the first item tomorrow should be the discussion on SCs/STs...
(Interruptions)

KUMARI MAMATA BANERJEE (CALCUTTA SOUTH): Sir, you may take it up tomorrow after completing
the discussion regarding deportation of workers from Maharashtra.

MR. SPEAKER: Tomorrow, we have to complete the discussion under Rule 193 and also the Jain Commission
Report.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI RAM VILAS PASWAN: Sir, it was decided that the first item tomorrow would be the discussion
regarding SCs/STs. After that, you may list any other item.

MR. SPEAKER: After completing this discussion, we may take a decision. Now, Shri Promothes Mukherjee
may speak.

SHRI TAPAN SIKDAR : Sir, what about Special Mentions? Will they be allowed or not?...(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: It may be taken up at 5 p.m.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI AJIT KUMAR PANJA (CALCUTTA NORTH-EAST): Sir, what about the discussion under Rule 193?
Are you taking it up tomorrow?

MR. SPEAKER: We will decide about it after the completion of this discussion.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI PRAMOTHES MUKHERJEE (BERHAMPORE) (WB): Sir, I thank you for the opportunity given to me
to speak on the foreign policy of India...(Interruptions)

SHRI MADHUKAR SIRPOTDAR (MUMBAI NORTH-WEST): The discussion under Rule 193 is a very
important discussion. It is better that we defer it for tomorrow...(Interruptions)

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL (HOOGLY): If such an important discussion is taken up late at night, then it may lose
its importance...(Interruptions)

THE MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI L.K. ADVANI): In fact, I have left the debate taking place in the
other House in order to listen to the debate at 4 p.m. in this House. I was in the other House where the Jain
Commission Report is being discussed. If the House agrees to take it up tomorrow morning, I may go there...
(Interruptions)

SEVERAL HON.MEMBERS: We may take it up tomorrow morning.



¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É Ê´É±ÉÉºÉ {ÉÉºÉ´ÉÉxÉ : ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨Éä®úÉ ÊºÉ¡òÇ +É{ÉºÉä <iÉxÉÉ ½þÒ +ÉOÉ½þ ½þè ÊEò +É{É <ºÉä Eò±É ±Éä Æ ªÉÉ ÊVÉºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ¦ÉÒ ±Éä Æ, ªÉ½þ +É{ÉEòä >ð{É®ú ½þè, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ BºÉºÉÒ, BºÉ]õÒ EòÉ
Êb÷ºEò¶ÉxÉ Eò±É Eòä Ê±ÉB ¶ÉÖFò´ÉÉ®ú ºÉä ±ÉMÉÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè* +É{ÉEòÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ¨É ½þè ÊEò ¶ÉÖFò´ÉÉ®ú EòÉä SÉÉ®ú ¤ÉVÉä ªÉ½þ iÉªÉ ½þÖ+É lÉÉ* ¤ÉÒBºÉÒ ¨Éä Æ, ±ÉÒb÷ºÉÇ ¨ÉÒÊ]õÆMÉ ¨Éä Æ iÉªÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò
Eò±É nùÉä PÉÆ]õä Eòä Ê±ÉB ªÉ½þ +É<]õ¨É Ê±ÉªÉÉ VÉÉBMÉÉ, <ºÉEòÉ 11 ¤ÉVÉä ºÉä BEò ¤ÉVÉä iÉEò ]õÉ<¨É Ê¡òEºÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù +É{É VÉÉä ±ÉäxÉÉ SÉÉ½þä Æ, ±Éä Æ* BäºÉÉ xÉ ½þÉä ÊEò Eò±É ¦ÉÒ
<ºÉEòÉä ±ÉÉº]õ ¨Éä Æ b÷É±Éä Æ*

PROF. P.J. KURIEN (MAVELIKARA): I would like to submit that the sitting of the House was extended upto
5th in order to discuss the Jain Commission Report and the ATR. It was decided that the discussion of the Jain
Commission Report and the ATR may be taken up at 2 p.m. I am only submitting that it should be taken up at 2
p.m. Please do not create such a situation so as to postpone it further. Already we had postponed it from 11 a.m.
to 2 p.m. That was of course the decision of the BAC and we abide by its decision. Let us not create a situation
where we have to postpone it further. My submission is that the Jain Commission Report and the ATR should be
discussed from 2 p.m. onwards.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉnùxÉ ±ÉÉ±É JÉÖ®úÉxÉÉ: {ÉÉÆSÉ ¤ÉVÉä iÉEò +É{É <ºÉä ±Éä ±ÉÒÊVÉB, Ê¡ò®ú {ÉÉÆSÉ ¤ÉVÉä ºÉä ¨É½þÉ®úÉ¹]Å, ¤ÉÆMÉÉ±É ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ ±ÉäxÉÉ ½þè* Eò±É ¨Éä¨¤ÉºÉÇ ºÉè±É®úÒ BÆb÷ B±ÉÉ=ÆºÉäWÉ Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ Ê¤É±É ½þè
iÉlÉÉ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÒ Eò<Ç Ê¤É±É ½þè Æ =xÉEòÉä ¦ÉÒ {ÉÉºÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ¤É½þÖiÉ VÉ°ü®úÒ ½þè* |ÉÉ<¨É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú <ºÉ Êb÷¤Éä]õ EòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É Eò±É ºÉÖ¤É½þ nùä nùä ÆMÉä, =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù EòÖUô +Éè®ú ±Éä ±Éä Æ*

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS (SHRI SANTOSH
KUMAR GANGWAR): Sir, there is an important Bill regarding oilfields. We may pass it without discussion, if
the House agrees to it.

SHRI PRAMOTHES MUKHERJEE : Sir, I may be permitted to continue the discussion on India's foreign
policy.

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É Ê´É±ÉÉºÉ {ÉÉºÉ´ÉÉxÉ : ¨Éä®úÉ BEò ºÉVÉä¶ÉxÉ ½þè ÊEò {ÉÉÆSÉ ¤ÉVÉä ±ÉÒb÷ºÉÇ EòÒ ¨ÉÒÊ]õÆMÉ ½þÉäMÉÒ =ºÉ¨Éä Æ +É{É iÉªÉ Eò®ú ±ÉÒÊVÉB* <ºÉEòÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ Êb÷ºÉ¶ÉxÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÖqÉ EªÉÉä Æ ¤ÉxÉÉiÉä ½þè Æ*

PROF. P.J. KURIEN :Sir, what is your ruling? I think, there is no change. And it will be tomorrow.

MR. SPEAKER: We will complete the discussion under Rule 193. The reply by the hon. Prime Minister will be
tomorrow.

PROF. P.J. KURIEN :At 2 P.M., the discussion on Jain Commission Report will be taken up?

MR. SPEAKER: Yes.

PROF. P.J. KURIEN : All right.

SHRI RUPCHAND PAL : Sir, when will the discussion regarding deportation of certain people will start?

MR. SPEAKER: By five o'clock.

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH (BHARATPUR): When will the Prime Minister reply to the debate on foreign
affairs?

MR. SPEAKER: Tomorrow.

">SHRI PRAMOTHES MUKHERJEE (BERHAMPORE) (WB): Sir, I have the highest regards for my hon.
friend, Shri P.A. Sangma, for moving this motion relating to India's foreign policy. I have two books in my
possession. The first book is by Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee: `New Dimensions of India's Foreign Policy'.It
contains his valuable speeches as India's Foreign Minister outside the country. I will quote a few lines to show
how the spirit of what he spoke elsewhere has been violated by his doings now.

I have another important book titled `A Foreign Policy for India' by Shri Inder Kumar Gujral. Both the former
and the present Prime Ministers have written two books on India's foreign policy. Both the books contain the



same ideology and commitment to the ageold principles of India's commitment towards world peace,
disarmament and non-alignment.

I begin to say that there is a tradition of our country in respect of world peace, disarmament and Non-Alignment
Movement. But today, the most important incident of the nuclear tests, conducted by the Indian scientists at
Pokharn range, have violated this tradition. This is a complete departure. The conduct of nuclear tests at Pokharn
range without any security threat have become a violation of our ageold principles of India's foreign policy and
non-alignment movement.

To substantiate my argument, I am referring to an important article "World Nuclear Order and India's Nuclear
Deterrence" by Shri Muchkund Dubey, a prominent person in this field. It is a big quotation. With your kind
permission, I quote:

"Acquisition of nuclear deterrence is a necessary, even indispensable, condition for safeguarding our security, for
gaining the bargaining clout which has so far been lamentably missing and for making an effective contribution
to shaping a new world order. But this is certainly not a sufficient condition. Acquisition of nuclear deterrence
will have to be combined with a sustained dynamism of economic growth in spite of the sanctions, removing the
long-pending incapacities in the social sectors, and tackling some of the basic problems of governance. This will
call for sacrifices at all levels and, above all, maintenance of national unity and cohesion.

Will the BJP-led Government be able to discharge these onerous responsibilities?"

It is my observation that during the last four months, the Government led by the BJP and its allies has absolutely
failed to carry out these responsibilities.

Sir, there is another reference about the nuclear tests conducted by the Indian scientists at Pokhran range. We
have heard the name of Arundhati Roy, a great poet and a fiction writer who has written a prize-winning book.
She has written a very good article which has been published in The Outlook. I do not agree with all the points
covered by her in this article. There are some prominent features which can be referred to here. With your kind
permission, I would like to refer to one important feature here. "Is it possible for a man who cannot write his
own name, to understand the basic facts about bomb? Has anybody bothered to explain to him about the nuclear
winter? Does he not matter at all, this man?" This is the attitude of the intellectuals. This is the attitude of
experts in regard to the question of nuclear tests conducted by Indian scientists at Pokhran range.

As the Indian Foreign Minister, Shri Vajpayee visited Pakistan. He held a number of meetings there. He also
delivered a beautiful speech at the dinner hosted by the Pakistan Government. With your kind permission, I
would like to quote from shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee's book, `New Dimensions of India's foreign Policy'.

"`A new Era of Understanding'

I am indeed happy to be in Pakistan today. This elegant Capital is not only blessed by the beauties of nature but
is also a symbol of your culture and your new aspirations."

This is the beginning of his speech delivered by him at the dinner hosted by the Pakistan Government in 1978.
This is a beautiful speech and I would like to show how the spirit of this beautiful speech has been violated by
him today.

SHRI E. AHAMED (MANJERI): This speech was delivered when he was the Minister of External Affairs and
now he is the Prime Minister.

SHRI PRAMOTHES MUKHERJEE (BERHAMPORE) (WB): He concluded his speech by saying and I quote:

"In reminding ourselves that what matters is the urge to move ahead to a better future, I could do no better than
recite from Allama Iqbal:"



Then he recited a very good poem of Allama Iqbal. I do not know Urdu or Hindi. I would like to quote the
English translation of this poem.

"Thaherta nahin karvan-i-wajud

Ke har lahza hai Shan-e-Wajud

Samajhta hai tu razha-i-zindagi

Eaqat bauq-i-parwaz hai zindagi

Bahut usne dekhe hain pashto-o-baland

Safar usko manjil se barhkar pasand

Safar zindagi ke liya barg-o-sav

Safar hai haquiqat

Hazar hai majaz.

b÷É. ¶ÉEòÒ±É +½þ¨Énù (¨ÉvÉÖ¤ÉxÉÒ) : ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä +É{É ºÉÖxÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ, +MÉ®ú +±±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ <Eò¤ÉÉ±É ºÉÖxÉ ±ÉäiÉä iÉÉä JÉÖnùEòÖ¶ÉÒ Eò®ú ±ÉäiÉä*

SHRI PRAMOTHES MUKHERJEE (BERHAMPORE) (WB): Please help me. Let me come to my conclusions.
Please permit me to read out the English translation.

"The caravan of life never halts;

At every moment life has a fresh visage.

You think life to be a secret;

But life is only the urge to keep moving;

It has seen many ups and downs and

loves movement more than rest;

Movement is the essence of life.

To move is reality;

To stand is illusion.

This was a part of his speech delivered in Islamabad. This indicates that India and Pakistan should move ahead
towards a better life and that there should be people to people, philosophy to philosophy contact. That spirit has
been violated by today's action against Pakistan.

I can also show from this book that Shri I.K. Gujral, the former Prime Minister, has initiated a dialogue with
Pakistan. Innumerable references can be made here to show that a good attempt was made by the Government of
India to restore the Indo-Pak relationship, to restore the friendly relations between the two neighbouring
countries, and that attempt has been aborted by the Pokhran tests. Sir, I can give many references but only
references are not sufficient here. It is my feeling that the foreign policy of any Government depends upon the
internal policy. If the internal policy, the economic policy, of the country is good and stable, the foreign policy
must be good and stable. It is unfortunate that the economic policy of the Government of India today is not
satisfactory. It is in the interest of those persons who believe in liberalisation and privatisation. It is in the



interest of national bourgeoui. It is not in the interest of the poor and the starving people. It does not think of the
dire necessities of the people.

Kashmir is really an important factor but Kashmir affair alone cannot determine the nature of India's foreign
policy. That might be the concept of Shri Jagmohan but only the Kashmir affairs cannot determine the future of
India's foreign policy. There are many things. It may be a question of internal security calculus but it cannot be a
question to determine the face of India's foreign policy. There is the question of the North-East; there is the
question of insurgency; there is the question of terrorism; there is the question of poverty; there is the question of
disintegration, and there are all other things. All these things come out of the economic frustration caused by the
mishandling of the situation by this Government.

There is a `Golden Triangle', that is, Bangladesh-Myanmar-Nepal; and there is a `Golden Crescent', that is,
Pakistan-Afghanistan-India. Our North Indian States fall within this Golden Triangle and Golden Crescent. This
has been taken as the narcotic trafficking route. The smugglers of narcotics have poisoned and polluted the local
situation and our North-Eastern people. That is the main reason why only these things cannot determine the
nature of our foreign policy. These things must be settled within ourselves by our Ministry of Home Affairs, by
our internal security arrangements. These things cannot determine the nature of India's foreign policy.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please conclude.

SHRI PRAMOTHES MUKHERJEE : Sir, I am the only speaker from my Party. Please allow me some more
time.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You have been referring to the speeches of the Prime Minister and the former Prime
Minister. How long will you take now?

SHRI PRAMOTHES MUKHERJEE : I have already come to my point and you have marked it. I have only
referred to their speeches to show how things were being done.

With your kind permission, I would like to state that we now see a new world after the disintegration of the
Soviet Union. We have seen that the bipolar world has turned into a unipolar world. Today, the world is not
divided into two forces only, or two umbrellas only. Today, the world has become a unipolar world just after the
disintegration of the Soviet Union. And yet, the Euro-American imperialism is ruling the unipolar world. In
these circumstances, India was poised to play a great role. India had got the greatest opportunity to play the role
of the leader of the Non-Aligned Movement. I am sorry to say that the Prime Minister, the champion of the
cause of India's foreign policy, has failed to lead this Government as the leader of the Non-Aligned Movement.

Sir, it is a fact that India could take up this role, but India could not do it because of internal disturbances. I see
our hon. Prime Minister is perturbed. I am sorry to say that he has been a prisoner of indecision in the hands of
Hindu fanaticism. That is a fact. We have failed to take the lead in the Non-Aligned Movement. I know that after
the disintegration of the Soviet Union, a new empire of Non-Aligned Movement was opened up before India, but
we could not utilise that opportunity.

Today, Parliament being in Session and therefore important discussions are going on in regard to the CTBT. It
was the unanimous decision of this House that the Government of India must not sign the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty. We did not sign the NPT. Why? This is only because of the fact that the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty was discriminatory in nature and so we opposed it. We did not sign it. With the same voice and on the
same grounds of unanimity, we also objected to the signing of the CTBT and it was the consensus of this House
that the Government of India must not sign the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty. We do not know what is going
on behind the scenes. I would like to ask the hon. Prime Minister, if he can say something on this, if he can
enlighten the House as to what is going on between our de facto Foreign Minister, Shri Jaswant Singh and Mr.
Talbott. (Interruptions)

Lastly, our hon. Prime Minister has given a good leadership in the also. In his suo motu statement, the hon.
Prime Minister stated in Para 4 and I quote:-



towards setting up a Free Trade Area..."

How far this Free Trade Area can help the poor people of India? You have liberalised your economy, you have
opened up your market economy to the multi-national corporations. This may be a bilateral agreement. I do not
know how far the poor people get the benefit from the Free Trade Area. From this Free Trade Area, Indian
bourgeois and the traders may get the absolute benefit. How can the Government make a monetary benefit from
this? I do not know. I am not a student of Economics.

In his suo motu statement, the hon. Prime Minister stated in Para 5 and I quote:-

"5. We have reiterated our commitment to, and readiness for bold initiatives to speed up trade liberalisation..."

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please conclude. I am going to call another hon. Member.

SHRI PRAMOTHES MUKHERJEE : We have to discuss many other chapters of the we are not getting
sufficient time to discuss all these things. Yet, I am thankful to you for giving me this opportunity to express my
views on this.

">

¸ÉÒ SÉxpù¶ÉäJÉ®ú ºÉÉ½þÚ (¨É½þÉºÉ¨ÉÖxnù) : ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨Éè Æ ¤É½þÖiÉ {ÉÉì<Æ]õäb÷ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ* ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ Eòä xÉäiÞÉi´É ¨Éä Æ EòÉä±ÉÆ¤ÉÉä ¨Éä Æ ºÉÉEòÇ ºÉÊ¨É]õ ¨Éä Æ
ºÉ¡ò±ÉiÉÉ ½þÉÊºÉ±É ½þÖ<Ç ½þè, =ºÉEòä Ê±ÉB ªÉ½þ ºÉnùxÉ ºÉ¨É´Éäi º´É®ú ¨Éä Æ =x½þä Æ ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç nùäiÉÉ ½þè, =xÉEòÒ ]õÒ¨É EòÉä ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç nùäiÉÉ ½þè*

¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ EòÒ SÉSÉÉÇ Eòä nùÉè®úÉxÉ ¤É½þÖiÉ ºÉÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ +É<ÇÆ* ¨Éè Æ =ºÉ {É®ú +{ÉxÉÉ ´ÉEiÉ WÉÉªÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ EòÖUô º{ÉäÊºÉÊ¡òEò ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ
Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ* VÉèºÉä ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ <ÆpùVÉÒiÉ MÉÖ{iÉ VÉÒ xÉä +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ Eòä ®úÉ¹]Å{ÉÊiÉ EòÉä {ÉjÉ Ê±ÉJÉxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ ¤ÉÉ®ú-¤ÉÉ®ú ÊWÉFò ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨Éè Æ <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ EòÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ ÊEò VÉ¤É ªÉÚxÉÉ<Ê]õb÷ £òÆ]õ EòÒ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ¨Éä Æ]õ lÉÒ iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä ÊxÉ¨ÉÆjÉhÉ Eòä ºÉÉiÉ ÊnùxÉ {É½þ±Éä
+¨É®úÒEòÉ |É´ÉÉºÉ |ÉÉ®ú¨¦É Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ lÉÉ, <ºÉEòÒ EªÉÉ VÉ°ü®úiÉ lÉÒ* =ºÉEòÒ ¤Éc÷Ò +É±ÉÉäSÉxÉÉ ½þÖ<Ç ÊEò +É{É BEò ºÉ{iÉÉ½þ {É½þ±Éä +¨É®úÒEòÉ {É½þÖ ÆSÉ MÉªÉä*

ªÉ½þÉÆ {ÉÚ´ÉÇ º{ÉÒEò®ú ºÉÉ½þ¤É ¤Éè`öä ½þÖB ½þè Æ, =x½þÉä ÆxÉä ÊVÉºÉ Ê´ÉuiiÉÉ{ÉÚhÉÇ ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ ºÉä ºÉnùxÉ Eòä ºÉÉ®úä ºÉnùºªÉÉä Æ +Éè®ú <ºÉ SÉSÉÉÇ EòÉä +ÊvÉEò MÉÆ¦ÉÒ®úiÉÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÆVÉÒnùMÉÒ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉgøÉªÉÉ ½þè, ¨Éè Æ
=ºÉEòÉ EòÖUô ®úä¡ò®úä ÆºÉ nùäxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ* =x½þÉä ÆxÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ EòÒ +Éä®ú ºÉä `ºÉÉEòÇ' Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä º]õä]õ¨Éè Æx]õ |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè, =ºÉ¨Éä Æ ºÉÉ¡ò Eò½þÉ MÉªÉÉ ½þè

PMs statement is very very calculated. `

ºÉÉEòÇ' Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ ¨Éè Æ ºÉnùxÉ Eòä ºÉ¨ÉIÉ EòÖUô ¤ÉÉiÉä ®úJÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ* ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, xÉÉxÉ B±ÉÉªÉxºÉ BºÉä¨¤É±ÉÒ 99 ¨Éä Æ ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ½þè, ªÉÊnù ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ SÉÉ½þä +Éè®ú lÉÉäc÷É ºÉÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ
Eò®úä iÉÉä EªÉÉä Æ xÉ xÉ<Ç Ênù±±ÉÒ <ºÉEòÒ ¨ÉäVÉ¤ÉÉxÉÒ Eò®úä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, nùÉä ½þVÉÉ®ú +É<]õ¨ºÉ {É®ú ±ÉÉ<ºÉä ÆºÉ £òÒ EòÒ BEò ¨É½þi´É{ÉÚhÉÇ PÉÉä¹ÉhÉÉ EòÉä±É¨¤ÉÉä nùIÉäºÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þÖ<Ç ½þè, ´É½þ EòÉä<Ç Eò¨É ¤Éc÷É {ÉèEòäVÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ =ºÉ¨Éä Æ ¨ÉÖZÉä
lÉÉäc÷Ò ºÉÒ +É¶ÉÆEòÉ ½þè ÊEò +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ SÉÒxÉ EòÒ |ÉÉäb÷E]ºÉ xÉä{ÉÉ±É Eòä ¨ÉÉvªÉ¨É ºÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä ¤ÉÉVÉÉ®úÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ ¤É½þÖiÉ iÉäVÉÒ ºÉä {É½þÖ ÆSÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè* EªÉÉ <ºÉ PÉÉä¹ÉhÉÉ ºÉä ½þ¨É SÉÒxÉ Eòä =i{ÉÉnùÉä Æ
EòÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ +ÉxÉä ºÉä ®úÉäEò ºÉEòä ÆMÉä +Éè®ú EªÉÉ <ºÉ PÉÉä¹ÉhÉÉ EòÉ ±ÉÉ¦É `ºÉÉEòÇ' EòÆ]ÅÒVÉ EòÉä =`öÉxÉä EòÉ +´ÉºÉ®ú Ê¨É±ÉäMÉÉ? ªÉ½þ ¤É½þÖiÉ ¨É½þi´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þè*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ ¸ÉÒ {ÞÉl´ÉÒ®úÉVÉ b÷Ò.SÉ´½þÉhÉ xÉä ¤Éc÷Ò +SUôÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þÒ ½þè, ¨Éè Æ =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ EòÖUô ÊxÉ´ÉänùxÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ xÉÉìxÉ +±ÉÉ<xÉ
¨ÉÚ´É¨Éä Æ]õ Eòä Ê±ÉB |ÉÉäBÊE]õ´É ®úÉä±É +nùÉ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè* <ºÉ¨Éä Æ EòÉä<Ç nùÉä ¨ÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè Æ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä |ÉÊiÉ ºÉ¤ÉEòÉ Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ½þè +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ +MÉÖ´ÉÉ<Ç ¨Éä Æ {ÉÚ®ú ä Ê´É¶´É ¨Éä Æ +¦ÉÒ
iÉEò

NAM EòÒ MÉÊiÉÊ´ÉÊvÉªÉÉÆ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÚÊ¨ÉEòÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè* ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉ <ºÉ¨Éä Æ +Éè®ú +ÉMÉä ¤Égø ºÉEòiÉä ½þè Æ*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ {É®ú VÉÉä +ÉVÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þÒ MÉ<Ç ½þè ¨Éè Æ =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÒ EòÖUô Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ* xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ ªÉ½þÉÆ ¤É½þÖiÉ ºÉä ´ÉEiÉ´ªÉÉä Æ EòÒ
SÉSÉÉÇ EòÒ VÉÉiÉÒ ½þè +Éè®ú Eò½þÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè ÊEò +ÉÊJÉ®ú <ºÉEòÒ VÉ°ü®úiÉ EªÉÉ lÉÒ? ÊºÉEªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ EòÉä vªÉÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ ®úJÉiÉä ½þÖB VÉ¤É {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ xÉä `MÉÉè®úÒ' Ê¨ÉºÉÉ<±É EòÉ {É®úÒIÉhÉ ÊEòªÉÉ
iÉÉä ºÉ¤É iÉ®ú¡ò ªÉ½þÒ +xÉÖ¨ÉÉxÉ ±ÉMÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉxÉä ±ÉMÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÖUô xÉ EòÖUô Eònù¨É VÉ°ü®ú =`öÉªÉäMÉÉ* 28 ¨É<Ç EòÉä ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ b÷É.®úÉVÉÉ ®úÉ¨ÉxxÉÉ xÉä ®úÉVªÉ ºÉ¦ÉÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ
ÊnùªÉÉ, =ºÉ¨Éä Æ =x½þÉä ÆxÉä º{É¹]õ °ü{É ºÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ uÉ®úÉ `MÉÉè®úÒ' Ê¨ÉºÉÉ<±É Eòä {É®úÒIÉhÉ Eòä ¤ÉÉnù ªÉ½þ +{ÉäÊIÉiÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÖUô xÉ EòÖUô Eònù¨É =`öÉªÉä +Éè®ú =ºÉÒ Eòä



{ÉÊ®úhÉÉ¨Éº´É°ü{É ªÉ½þ {É®úÒIÉhÉ EòÉ EòÉªÉÇ ½þÖ+É, VÉÉä ÊEò ÊxÉÊ¶SÉiÉ °ü{É ºÉä ºÉ½þÒ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ {É®ú ½þÖ+É ½þè* ¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò b÷É. ®úÉVÉÉ ®úÉ¨ÉxxÉÉ ÊEòºÉÒ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ ±ÉÉ<xÉ ºÉä VÉÖc÷ä ½þÖB xÉ½þÒÆ
½þ è, <ºÉÊ±ÉB =xÉEòÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ EòÉä]õ Eò®úxÉÉ ¤É½þÖiÉ =ÊSÉiÉ ½þè*

ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ªÉ½þÉÆ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ EòÒ SÉSÉÉÇ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ ½þè +Éè®ú ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä Eò<Ç Ê´ÉuÉxÉ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉÉä Æ xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÒ Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ EòÒ ¤Éc÷Ò +É±ÉÉäSÉxÉÉ EòÒ ½þè*
¨Éè Æ ºÉnùxÉ EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ ¤ÉÒ.VÉä.{ÉÒ. EòÒ ¡òÉì®ú äxÉ {ÉÉÊ±ÉºÉÒ Eòä BEò ¶É¤nù EòÒ +Éä®ú ±Éä VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ* 23.8.92 EòÉä ¦ÉÉä{ÉÉ±É ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉÒ.VÉä.{ÉÒ. EòÒ VÉÉä xÉä¶ÉxÉ±É BEVÉÒEªÉÚÊ]õ´É EòÒ
¨ÉÒÊ]õÆMÉ ½þÖ<Ç =ºÉ¨Éä Æ

N.P.T.iÉlÉÉ CTBT ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÊvÉiÉ BEò Ê®úVÉÉä±ªÉÚ¶ÉxÉ {ÉÉÊ®úiÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè, =ºÉ¨Éä Æ ºÉÉ¡ò Ê±ÉJÉÉ ½þè -

"The pressure on India to conform to discriminatory regime of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and control
of missile technology is increasing day by day. Some countries want not only to maintain their nuclear weapons
but also to refine and upgrade them."

¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, <ºÉ ÊºlÉÊiÉ ¨Éä Æ EªÉÉ Eò®úä Æ? VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ÊxÉ®úºjÉÒEò®úhÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þè, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +{ÉxÉÒ |ÉÊiÉ¤ÉriÉÉ {É®ú {É½þ±Éä ºÉä VÉÉä®ú nùäiÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè, +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ =ºÉ {É®ú EòÉªÉ¨É
½þè +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ ºÉnùxÉ =ºÉEòä Ê±ÉB +MÉÖ´ÉÉ<Ç Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½þè* ªÉÊnù ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ Eòä xÉäiÞÉi´É ¨Éä Æ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ®úSÉxÉÉi¨ÉEò nÞùÊ¹]õ ºÉä nùäJÉä Æ iÉÉä ¨Éè Æ
ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò EòÉä<Ç BäºÉÒ +É±ÉÉäSÉxÉÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* ¨Éè Æ +{ÉxÉä ºÉÆÊIÉ{iÉ ´ÉEiÉ´ªÉ EòÉä <ºÉ °ü{É ¨Éä Æ ®úJÉiÉä ½þÖB Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þ¨Éä Æ +Éè®ú {ÉÚ®ú ä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä
±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä ªÉ½þ ºÉÆnù ä¶É nùäxÉä EòÒ VÉ°ü®úiÉ ½þè ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ <ºÉ ]õÊxÉÇ ÆMÉ {ÉÉ<Æ]õ ¨Éä Æ BEò ½þè* SÉÉ½þä {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ½þÉä, ªÉÉ EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ½þÉä, ½þ¨É ªÉ½þ ºÉÆnù ä¶É xÉ½þÒÆ nùäxÉÉ
SÉÉ½þiÉä +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ÊEò ªÉÊnù {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉ Ê´Énùä¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäiÉÉ, BäºÉÒ v´ÉÊxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ VÉÉxÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þB* ªÉ½þÒ Eò½þiÉä ½þÖB ¨Éè Æ +{ÉxÉÒ
¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ*

">

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É Ê´É±ÉÉºÉ {ÉÉºÉ´ÉÉxÉ (½þÉVÉÒ{ÉÖ®ú) : ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ. ºÉ´ÉÇ|ÉlÉ¨É ¨Éè Æ ¸ÉÒ xÉ]õ´É®ú ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ ºÉÆMÉ¨ÉÉ VÉÒ +Éè®ú +É{ÉEòÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉnù nùäxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ EªÉÉä ÆÊEò +É{ÉxÉä Ê´Énùä¶É xÉÒÊiÉ
+Éè®ú |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä ºÉÉEòÇ Eòä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä ´ÉEiÉ´ªÉ ÊnùªÉÉ, =ºÉ {É®ú SÉSÉÉÇ Eò®úÉxÉä EòÒ +xÉÖ¨ÉÊiÉ nùÒ +Éè®ú <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ +Éè®ú nùä¶É EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ JÉÒÆSÉxÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ* ºÉ¤ÉºÉä
{É½þ±ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¨Éè Æ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò SÉÉ½þä ½þ¨É <ºÉ {ÉIÉ Eòä ½þÉä Æ ªÉÉ =ºÉ {ÉIÉ Eòä ½þÉä Æ, ½þ¨É ºÉ¤É BEò ½þè Æ* ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä Ê½þiÉ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¤ÉxÉiÉÒ ½þè, ¦É±Éä ½þÒ ½þ¨É nù±É
Eòä +Ænù®ú Eò½þä Æ, ºÉÆºÉnù ¨Éä Æ Eò½þä Æ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ½þè, EòÉÆOÉä ÆºÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ½þè ªÉÉ ªÉÚxÉÉ<Ç]õäb÷ £òÆ]õ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ½þè ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ´É½þ nùä¶É Eòä ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ
ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè +Éè®ú VÉ¤É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É EòÉä<Ç {ÉÉ]õÒÇ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäiÉÉ ¤ÉÊ±Eò ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè* ªÉ½þ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ +ÉVÉ iÉEò EòÒ {ÉÉÊ±ÉºÉÒ ®ú½þÒ
½þè*

¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ +Éè®ú ½þ¨É 1977 ºÉä ¨Éè¨¤É®ú +Éì¡ò {ÉÉÊ±ÉÇªÉÉ¨Éè Æ]õ ½þè Æ* ´Éä 1977 ¨Éä Æ Ê´Énùä¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ lÉä* <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ ½þ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÒ MÉ´ÉÇ ½þÉäiÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ
´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ VÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä Ê´Énùä¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¤ÉxÉä ½þè Æ* =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ¶ÉÆEòÉBÆ ¦ÉÒ lÉÒÆ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +{ÉxÉä Eò¨É ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ¨Éä Æ <x½þÉä ÆxÉä Ê´Énùä¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ EòÒ ½þèÊºÉªÉiÉ ºÉä VÉÉä EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ, xÉÉ¨É +ÊVÉÇiÉ
ÊEòªÉÉ, =ºÉºÉä ´Éä ºÉÉ®úÒ ¶ÉÆEòÉBÆ ÊxÉ¨ÉÇ Ú±É ½þÉä MÉªÉÒÆ* ªÉ½þ =¨¨ÉÒnù EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ lÉÒ +Éè®ú +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ ªÉ½þ =¨¨ÉÒnù EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè ÊEò ¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ VÉÒ Eòä xÉäiÞÉi´É ¨Éä Æ
VÉÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¤ÉxÉÒ ½þè, ´É½þ {ÉIÉ +Éè®ú Ê´É{ÉIÉ EòÉä, Eò¨É ºÉä Eò¨É EòÖUô ¦ÉÒ ½þÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ´Éènù äÊ¶ÉEò xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ, Êb÷{±ÉÉä¨ÉäÊ]õEò ¡òÆb÷ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ EòÉä<Ç Ê¶ÉEòÉªÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäxÉä
nù äMÉÒ* ½þ¨Éä¶ÉÉ ºÉä BäºÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ¦ÉÒ lÉÉ ÊEò VÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ´Éènù äÊ¶ÉEò xÉÒÊiÉ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ½þè Æ ªÉÉ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ½þè Æ, =xÉ {É®ú ºÉÆºÉnù ¨Éä Æ Eò¦ÉÒ ¤É½þÖiÉ MÉ½þ®úä ¨ÉiÉ¦Éänù =¦É®úEò®ú ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä xÉ½þÒÆ
+ÉªÉä* ¨Éè Æ nùäJÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò {É½þ±ÉÒ ¤ÉÉ®ú <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ MÉ½þ®úä ¨ÉiÉ¦Éänù =¦É®úEò®ú ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä +ÉªÉä ½þè Æ +Éè®ú nùä¶É EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ Eòä ¤ÉÒSÉ ¨Éä Æ <ºÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉä ±ÉäEò®ú ¤ÉÖÊxÉªÉÉnùÒ ¤É½þºÉ +Éè®ú
¤ÉÖÊxÉªÉÉnùÒ ¨ÉiÉÉÆiÉ®ú ½þÖ+É ½þè*

VÉèºÉÉ ¨Éè ÆxÉä {É½þ±Éä Eò½þÉ ÊEò nùä¶É EòÉ <Æ]õ®úèº]õ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä >ð{É®ú ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè +Éè®ú ®úÉ¹]Å Eòä <Æ]õ®úèº]õ Eòä Ê±ÉB VÉÉä ¦ÉÒ EòÖ¤ÉÉÇxÉÒ nùäxÉÒ {Éc÷Ò, ¨Éè Æ xÉ½þÒÆ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ÊEò =ºÉºÉä ºÉnùxÉ, ºÉÆºÉnù ªÉÉ
nùä¶É EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÒUôä ®ú½þÒ ½þÉä* VÉ¤É Eò¦ÉÒ JÉÚxÉ nùäxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉ®úÒ +É<Ç, ¦ÉÚJÉä ®ú½þxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉ®úÒ +É<Ç iÉÉä ½þ¨Éä¶ÉÉ ªÉ½þ EòÉ¨É nùä¶É EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ xÉä ÊEòªÉÉ +Éè®ú Eò®úiÉÒ ®ú½þäMÉÒ* Eò¦ÉÒ-Eò¦ÉÒ
½þ¨Éä Æ ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB ÊEò ¶É½þÒnù ½þÉäxÉä +Éè®ú +Éi¨É½þiªÉÉ Eò®úxÉä ¨Éä Æ EªÉÉ +ÆiÉ®ú ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè* ªÉÊnù ½þ¨É {ÉÉÆSÉ ¨ÉÉ±Éä ºÉä EòÚnù VÉÉBÆ +Éè®ú Eò½þ nùä Æ ÊEò ½þ¨É ¶É½þÒnù ½þÉä MÉªÉä, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ {ÉÉÆSÉ
¨ÉÉ±Éä ºÉä EòÚnù Eò®ú ¨É®úxÉÉ +Éi¨É½þiªÉÉ Eò½þ±ÉÉiÉÉ ½þè* =xÉEòÉ ¶É½þÒnù EòÒ ¸ÉähÉÒ ¨Éä Æ xÉÉ¨É xÉ½þÒÆ +ÉiÉÉ* =ºÉÒ iÉ®úÒEòä ºÉä VÉ¤É ½þ¨É xÉè¶ÉxÉ±É <Æ]õ®úèº]õ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ iÉÉä xÉè¶ÉxÉ±É
<Æ]õ®úèº]õ, {ÉÉ]õÒÇ <Æ]õ®úèº]õ +Éè®ú {ÉºÉÇxÉ±É <Æ]õ®úèº]õ ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨Éä¶ÉÉ +ÆiÉ®ú ®ú½þÉ ½þè* ºÉ¤ÉºÉä >ð{É®ú ®úÉ¹]Å EòÉ Ê½þiÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè, =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÉ Ê½þiÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù ´ªÉÊEiÉ EòÉ Ê½þiÉ
½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ <ÊiÉ½þÉºÉ ºÉÉIÉÒ ½þè ÊEò VÉ¤É ®úÉ¹]Å Eòä Ê½þiÉ Eòä >ð{É®ú {ÉÉ]õÒÇ Ê½þiÉ ®úJÉ ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè ªÉÉ ´ªÉÊEiÉ Ê½þiÉ ®úJÉ ÊnùªÉÉ ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè iÉÉä ®úÉ¹]Å EòÉä ±ÉÉÆMÉ ]õ¨ÉÇ ¨Éä Æ
=ºÉEòÉ ¤É½þÖiÉ ¨ÉÚ±ªÉ SÉÖEòÉxÉÉ {Éc÷iÉÉ ½þè* ¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò +ÉVÉ VÉÉä SÉÒVÉä Æ ½þÖ<Ç ½þè Æ, ½þ¨É nùÉä PÉä®ú ä ¨Éä Æ ½þè Æ* VÉÉä +hÉÖ {É®úÒIÉhÉ ½þÖ+É, EòÖ±É Ê¨É±ÉÉEò®ú ½þ¨É +hÉÖ {É®úÒIÉhÉ {É®ú SÉ±Éä
+ÉiÉä ½þè Æ, iÉÉä =ºÉEòä BEò iÉ®ú¡ò Eò½þÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè ÊEò ªÉ½þ ®úÉ¹]Å Eòä Ê½þiÉ ¨Éä Æ ºÉ½þÒ ½þÖ+É ½þè +Éè®ú <ºÉºÉä ®úÉ¹]Å EòÒ MÉÊ®ú¨ÉÉ ¤ÉgøÒ ½þè ±ÉäÊEòxÉ nùÚºÉ®úÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ªÉ½þ +É®úÉä{É ¦ÉÒ ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ½þè ÊEò
ªÉ½þ ®úÉ¹]Å Ê½þiÉ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* <ºÉ¨Éä Æ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÉ Ê½þiÉ VªÉÉnùÉ ½þè +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ ¤É¨É Ê´Éº¡òÉä]õ nùÚºÉ®úä ¤É¨É Ê´Éº¡òÉä]õ EòÉä Êb÷¡ªÉÚVÉ Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB <ºiÉä¨ÉÉ±É ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½þè*

VÉ¤É ¤É¨É Ê´Éº¡òÉä]õ ½þÖ+É, =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ¨Éè Æ +¨É®úÒEòÉ ¨Éä Æ lÉÉ* ´É½þÉÆ ¦ÉÒ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É®ú EòÉ¡òÒ SÉSÉÉÇ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ lÉÒ +Éè®ú iÉ®ú½þ-iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ lÉÒÆ* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ BEò ¤ÉÉiÉ ¨Éè Æ
+¦ÉÒ iÉEò xÉ½þÒÆ ºÉ¨ÉZÉ {ÉÉªÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ SÉè±Éä ÆVÉ ÊEòºÉEòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò ½þè? ½þ¨ÉxÉä <ºÉ SÉè±Éä ÆVÉ EòÉä ÊEòºÉEòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò º´ÉÒEòÉ®úxÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ* EªÉÉ ªÉ½þ SÉÖxÉÉèiÉÒ +¨É®úÒEòÉ Eòä
ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò ½þè ªÉÉ VÉèºÉÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉÒ Eò½þ ®ú½þä lÉä ÊEò ªÉ½þ SÉÖxÉÉèiÉÒ SÉÒxÉ Eòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò ½þè ªÉÉ ªÉ½þ SÉÖxÉÉèiÉÒ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò ½þè? VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ½þè, VÉÉVÉÇ ºÉÉ½þ¤É
½þ¨ÉÉ®úä xÉäiÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ, =xÉEòÒ EòÉ¤ÉÊ±ÉªÉiÉ {É®ú =ÆMÉ±ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ =`öÉ ºÉEòiÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Eò¦ÉÒ-Eò¦ÉÒ ¤Éä´ÉEiÉ ¶É½þxÉÉ<Ç ¤ÉVÉiÉÒ ½þè* ªÉ½þ EòÉä<Ç +ÉèEòäWÉxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ lÉÉ ÊVÉºÉ¨Éä Æ Ê¤ÉxÉÉ |ÉÉä´ÉÉäEòä¶ÉxÉ Eòä
+É{ÉxÉä SÉÒxÉ EòÉä ]õÉ®úMÉè]õ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ ¶ÉÖ¯û Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ* ¨Éè Æ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ SÉè±Éä ÆVÉ ÊEòºÉEòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò lÉÉ* ªÉÊnù +É{É Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉxÉä ªÉ½þ SÉè±Éä ÆVÉ +¨É®úÒEòÉ ºÉä ¶ÉÊEiÉ
±ÉäxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè iÉÉä +±ÉMÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þè ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ªÉÊnù <ºÉEòÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É ÊºÉ¡òÇ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä ½þè iÉÉä =ºÉEòä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉä Æ EòÉä <ºÉ °ü{É ¨Éä Æ ÊnùJÉÉxÉä EòÒ EªÉÉ +É´É¶ªÉEòiÉÉ ½þè*
+ÉVÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ¦É±Éä ½þÒ nùä¶É ½þÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ´É½þ ½þ®ú ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ =iiÉ®ú |Énùä¶É ºÉä ¦ÉÒ UôÉä]õÉ ½þè +Éè®ú <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ +Éè®ú nùä¶É EòÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ¨É ½þè ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ÊEòºÉÒ SÉÒVÉ ¨Éä Æ ºÉÉiÉ
VÉx¨É ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉä ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ* ªÉ½þ {É½þ±Éä ¦ÉÒ ºÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè +Éè®ú ¦ÉÊ´É¹ªÉ ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÒ ½þ¨É ºÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÉä iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½þè Æ* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ EòÖ±É Ê¨É±ÉÉEò®ú VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ
Eò½þÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè Æ, ´Éä +ÆiÉiÉÉäMÉi´ÉÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ {É®ú +ÉEò®ú ¯ûEò VÉÉiÉÒ ½þè* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä {ÉÉºÉ ºÉÆnùÚEò ¨Éä Æ VÉä´É®úÉiÉ ½þè Æ* EªÉÉ VÉä´É®úÉiÉ ½þè Æ, ´É½þ ÊEòºÉÒ EòÉä xÉ½þÒÆ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ¨É* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉ¤É VÉä



´É®úÉiÉ JÉÉä±É nùäiÉä ½þè Æ iÉÉä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ EòÉä {ÉiÉÉ SÉ±É VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè ÊEò <ºÉ¨Éä Æ ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ºÉÉäxÉÉ ½þè, ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ½þÒ®úÉ ½þè* VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ lÉÉ, ½þ¨É Eò½þiÉä lÉä
ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¦ÉÒ <¨{ÉÉä]õÇ äb÷ ÊºÉMÉ®úä]õ ±ÉÉiÉä ½þè Æ* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +ÉVÉ +É{ÉxÉä SÉÉ®ú +hÉÖ ¤É¨ÉÉä Æ EòÉ {É®úÒIÉhÉ ÊEòªÉÉ iÉÉä =ºÉxÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ +hÉÖ ¤É¨ÉÉä Æ Eòä {É®úÒIÉhÉ ÊEòB*
<ºÉÊ±ÉB ¨Éè Æ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ªÉ½þ ÊEòºÉEòä ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò ½þè* +ÉVÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ªÉ½þ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç ½þè ÊEò =x½þä Æ ">|ÉÉ<¨É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õÒÊ®ú±É ®úèºÉÒb÷è ÆºÉ ¤ÉäSÉxÉÉ {Éc÷ ®ú½þÉ ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

ªÉ½þ ½þÆºÉxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* ´É½þ UôÉä]õÉ nùä¶É ½þè, =ºÉEòÒ ZÉ±ÉEò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä +É MÉ<Ç ½þè* <ºÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É nùÉäxÉÉä Æ BEò ½þè Æ, ´É½þ ºÉè ÆE¶ÉxÉ EòÉ Ê´É®úÉävÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½þè +Éè®ú ½þ¨É ¦ÉÒ Ê
´É®úÉävÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* ºÉè ÆE¶ÉxÉ EòÉ Ê´É®úÉävÉ Eò®úEòä =ºÉä +{ÉxÉä |ÉÉ<¨É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õÒÊ®ú±É +ÉìÊ¡òºÉ EòÉä ¤ÉäSÉxÉä EòÒ xÉÉè¤ÉiÉ +É MÉ<Ç* ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè +ÉVÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ´É½þ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ xÉ
+ÉB EªÉÉä ÆÊEò ½þ¨É VªÉÉnùÉ ºÉ¨ÞÉÊr¶ÉÉ±ÉÒ nùä¶É ½þè Æ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ EòÖUô xÉ EòÖUô +ºÉ®ú iÉÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ ¦ÉÒ nùäJÉxÉä EòÉä Ê¨É±É ®ú½þÉ ½þè* 42 ¯û{ÉªÉä ¨Éä Æ BEò b÷É±É®ú, 44 ¯û{ÉªÉä ¨Éä Æ BEò b÷É±É®ú, 42
¯û{ÉªÉä ]õ¨ÉÉ]õ®ú EªÉÉ ºÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½þè* +É{É ¤É¨É EòÉä xÉ½þÒÆ JÉÉ ºÉEòiÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

½þ¨ÉÉ®úä VÉèºÉÉ +Énù¨ÉÒ Eò¦ÉÒ Êb÷º]õ¤ÉÇ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úiÉÉ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

<x½þä Æ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nùäxÉä EòÒ {ÉÚ®úÒ +ÉVÉÉnùÒ ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ®úÉVÉ´ÉÒ®ú ÊºÉÆ½þ : +É{ÉxÉä b÷É±É®ú Eòä Ê±ÉB ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éä Æ ¨É½þÆMÉÉ<Ç EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ ½þè* ... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) b÷É±É®ú ¨É½þÆMÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÖ+É ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É Ê´É±ÉÉºÉ {ÉÉºÉ´ÉÉxÉ : VÉ¤É |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nùä ÆMÉä Æ iÉÉä ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉBÆ ÊEò VÉÉä 42 ¯û{ÉªÉä EòÉ BEò b÷É±É®ú ½þÖ+É ½þè, =ºÉEòÉ EòÉä<Ç ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ <EòÉäxÉÉèÊ¨ÉEò ºÉè ÆE¶ÉxÉ ºÉä ½þè ªÉÉ
xÉ½þÒÆ ªÉÉ ´É½þ º´ÉiÉ: ½þè* <ºÉÊ±ÉB ¨Éè Æ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ EòÖUô SÉÒVÉä Æ |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ {É®ú UôÉäc÷xÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É Eò®úä Æ*

+¦ÉÒ <ÆpùVÉÒiÉ MÉÖ{iÉÉ VÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ºÉèxªÉ ¶ÉÊEiÉ EòÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ½þè, ½þ¨É =ºÉºÉä ¤ÉÒºÉ MÉÖxÉÉ +ÊvÉEò ½þè Æ* <ºÉÊ±ÉB {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä SÉè±Éä ÆVÉ Eò®úxÉä
EòÒ EòÉä<Ç +É´É¶ªÉEòiÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ lÉÒ, ¨Éä®úÉ ÊºÉ¡òÇ <iÉxÉÉ ½þÒ Eò½þxÉÉ ½þè* ¨Éè Æ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ ÊEò VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò {Éc÷ÉäºÉÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅÉä Æ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ½þè, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ xÉä ½þ¨Éä¶ÉÉ ºÉä {Éc÷ÉäºÉÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅÉä Æ
EòÒ +MÉÖ´ÉÉ<Ç Eò®úxÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ* ¤É½þÖiÉ ºÉÉ®úä <º±ÉÉÊ¨ÉEò EòÆ]ÅÒWÉ ½þè Æ*

Ê¶É´É®úÉVÉ {ÉÉÊ]õ±É ºÉÉ½þ¤É ªÉ½þÉÆ ½þè Æ, º{ÉÒEò®ú Eòä b÷è±ÉÒMÉä¶ÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉ MÉªÉä lÉä* BEò ¤ÉÉ®ú iÉÉä ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ ºÉÉ½þ¤É Eòä ºÉÉlÉ ½þÒ ½þ¨É ºÉ¤É ±ÉÉäMÉ MÉªÉä lÉä* ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ xÉä ½þ¨Éä¶ÉÉ ºÉä
ªÉÚ.BxÉ.+Éä. ¨Éä Æ +Éè®ú nùÚºÉ®úÒ VÉMÉ½þÉä Æ {É®ú nùäJÉxÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ ÊEò <º±ÉÉÊ¨ÉEò Eòh]ÅÒWÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ Eò¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ®ú½þä* +ÉVÉ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ VÉÉä Êb÷{±ÉÉä¨ÉäÊ]õEò £òÆ]õ ½þè, ¨ÉÖZÉä
Eò½þxÉä ¨Éä Æ EòÉä<Ç +É{ÉÊiiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè EòÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ VÉÉä ®úhÉxÉÒÊiÉ ½þè, VÉÉä EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉ ½þè, VÉÉä Ê´Énùä¶ÉÒ EòÚ]õxÉÒÊiÉ ½þè, Êb÷{±ÉÉä¨ÉèÊ]õEò £òÆ]õ ½þè, =ºÉ {É®ú ½þ¨ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä EòÉä ¡òè±ªÉÉä®ú ºÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ
ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè, =ºÉ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É ¡òè±ªÉÉä®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* +ÉVÉ =ºÉEòÉ xÉiÉÒVÉÉ ½þè ÊEò VÉÉä ®úÉ¹]Å ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉ lÉä, =xÉ ®úÉ¹]ÅÉä Æ xÉä +ÉVÉ ½þ¨ÉºÉä +±ÉMÉ ½þÉäxÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè*

¨Éè Æ BEò ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ ÊEò ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉ VÉ¤É Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ iÉÉä ¨Éè Æ +ÉVÉ {ÉÚUô ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ +É¨ÉÇºÉ Eòä >ð{É®ú EòÖ±É Ê¨É±ÉÉEò®ú ÊEòiÉxÉÉ
JÉSÉÉÇ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè iÉÉä ¨Éè Æ nùäJÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò 20 ½þVÉÉ®ú Eò®úÉäc÷ ºÉä 25 ½þVÉÉ®ú Eò®úÉäc÷ ¯û{ÉªÉÉ |ÉÊiÉ´É¹ÉÇ JÉSÉÉÇ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè, {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ ¦ÉÒ 20 ½þVÉÉ®ú ºÉä 25 ½þVÉÉ®ú Eò®úÉäc÷ ¯û{ÉªÉÉ JÉSÉÉÇ
½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè* ªÉÊnù nùÉäxÉÉä Æ nùä¶ÉÉä Æ EòÉ JÉSÉÉÇ Ê¨É±ÉÉ nùä Æ iÉÉä 50 ½þVÉÉ®ú Eò®úÉäc÷ ¯û{ÉªÉÉ JÉSÉÉÇ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½þè* ÊVÉºÉ nùä¶É ¨Éä Æ {ÉÒxÉä EòÉ {ÉÉxÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉä, +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ 50 |ÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ +Éè®ú MÉè®úºÉ®úEòÉ®úÒ
+ÉÆEòc÷Éä Æ Eòä ¨ÉÖiÉÉÊ¤ÉEò 60 |ÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ±ÉÉäMÉ MÉ®úÒ¤ÉÒ EòÒ ®úäJÉÉ Eòä xÉÒSÉä ®ú½þxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ½þÉä Æ, VÉÒ´ÉxÉ ´ªÉiÉÒiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þÉä Æ, =ºÉ nùä¶É EòÉ 25 ½þVÉÉ®ú Eò®úÉäc÷ ¯û{ÉªÉÉ ªÉÉ 25 ½þVÉÉ®ú Eò®úÉäc÷
¯û{ÉªÉÉ +ÉVÉ Eò½þÉÆ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè? PÉÚ¨É Ê¡ò®úEò®ú ªÉ½þ {ÉèºÉÉ +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ Eòä {ÉÉºÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½þè* +ÉVÉ °üºÉ ºÉÖ{É®ú {ÉÉ´É®ú xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* +ÉVÉ BEò ½þÒ ºÉÖ{É®ú {ÉÉ´É®ú ½þè, =ºÉEòÉ xÉÉ¨É +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ
½þè* ªÉÉnù ®úÊJÉªÉä

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

MR. CHAIRMAN : Now please conclude. Your ten minutes are over. You are taking Shri Natwar Singh's time
now.

SHRI RAM VILAS PASWAN :Sir, you have given me ten minutes and I have taken only seven minutes.

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH :Sir, I would request you that if you could extend the time by fifteen minutes, we
can deal with the whole subject. I hope, the Prime Minister will not object.

SHRI RAM VILAS PASWAN :I shall conclude within five minutes, Sir.



MR. CHAIRMAN: No, you have been given ten minutes only.

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É Ê´É±ÉÉºÉ {ÉÉºÉ´ÉÉxÉ : ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, ¨Éè Æ ªÉ½þ Eò½þ ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò +ÉVÉ iÉÒxÉ ºÉÉ±É Eòä ¤ÉÉnù ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ½þÊlÉªÉÉ®ú ¤ÉäEòÉ®ú SÉ±Éä VÉÉiÉä ½þè Æ* Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ nùÉäxÉÉä Æ EòÉ
ºÉÉènùÉMÉ®ú +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ ´É½þÉÆ ¤Éè`öÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè* +¦ÉÒ =ºÉEòÉä B¡ò-16 ÊnùªÉÉ ½þè, +¤É ½þ¨ÉEòÉä Eò½þ ®ú½þÉ ½þè ÊEò iÉÖ¨É B¡ò-17 ±Éä ±ÉÉä* xÉ iÉÉä Eò¦ÉÒ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ JÉi¨É Eò®ú
ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè, xÉ Ê½þxnùÖºiÉÉxÉ Eò¦ÉÒ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä ºÉ¨ÉÖpù ¨Éä Æ ¡òä ÆEò ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè* ¨Éè Æ +É{ÉºÉä <iÉxÉÉ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò ªÉÊnù nùÉäxÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ ºÉä EòÉä<Ç BEò nùÚºÉ®úä EòÉä JÉi¨É xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®ú
ºÉEòiÉÉ ½þè iÉÉä ªÉ½þ ½þÊlÉªÉÉ®úÉä Æ EòÒ ½þÉäc÷ EªÉÉä Æ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ ½þè? ºÉÆMÉ¨ÉÉ VÉÒ xÉä `öÒEò Eò½þÉ ÊEò VÉ¤É +É{É ÊºÉEªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ, xÉä¶ÉxÉ±É ÊºÉEªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ iÉÉä
xÉä¶ÉxÉ±É ÊºÉEªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ iÉ¤É iÉEò xÉ½þÒÆ +É ºÉEòiÉÒ ½þè, VÉ¤É iÉEò <EòÉäxÉÉäÊ¨ÉEò ÊºÉEªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè, VÉ¤É iÉEò EòÉ¨ÉºÉÇ EòÒ ÊºÉEªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè, VÉ¤É iÉEò ½þè±lÉ EòÒ
ÊºÉEªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½þè, +ÉVÉ <ºÉ £òÆ]õ {É®ú iÉÉä ½þ¨É ¡òè±ªÉÉä®ú ½þè Æ, +ÉÊlÉÇEò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É ¡òè±ªÉÉä®ú ½þè Æ, ¤Éä®úÉäVÉMÉÉ®úÒ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É ¡òè±ªÉÉä®ú ½þè Æ, ½þè±lÉ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ ½þè±lÉ
¡òÉì®ú +Éì±É EòÉ xÉÉ®úÉ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, =ºÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É ¡òè±ªÉÉä®ú ½þè Æ, ½þ®ú SÉÒVÉ {É®ú ½þ¨É ¡òè±ªÉÉä®ú ½þè Æ* ½þ¨É Eò½þ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÒ xÉä¶ÉxÉ±É ÊºÉEªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ EòÉä ½þ¨É ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ Eò®úxÉÉ
SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ¨Éè Æ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò <ºÉºÉä VªÉÉnùÉ Ê´Éb÷¨¤ÉxÉÉ +Éè®ú EòÖUô xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½þè* +É{É xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ* VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ xÉä Eò¦ÉÒ xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ xÉ½þÒÆ
ÊEòªÉÉ* Ê½þ®úÉäÊ¶É¨ÉÉ Eòä >ð{É®ú ¤É¨É¤ÉÉ®úÒ EòÒ MÉ<Ç, +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ VÉÒ EòÒ EòÊ´ÉiÉÉ Ê½þ®úÉäÊ¶É¨ÉÉ Eòä >ð{É®ú ¯û±ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ EòÊ´ÉiÉÉ ½þè* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Ê½þ®úÉäÊ¶É¨ÉÉ {É®ú <iÉxÉÉ ½þÉäxÉä Eòä
¤ÉÉnù ¦ÉÒ VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ xÉä Eò¦ÉÒ xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ xÉ½þÒÆ ÊEòªÉÉ* VÉ¨ÉÇxÉÒ xÉä Eò¦ÉÒ xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ xÉ½þÒÆ ÊEòªÉÉ* EªÉÉ VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú VÉ¨ÉÇxÉÒ ÊEòºÉÒ ºÉä Eò¨É ¶ÉÊEiÉ¶ÉÉ±ÉÒ nùä¶É ½þè Æ? ½þ¨ÉxÉä
°üºÉ EòÉä nùäJÉÉ ½þè ÊEò °üºÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÉ {ÉÉ´É®ú¡òÖ±É nùä¶É lÉÉ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ´É½þ xªÉÚÊE±ÉªÉ®ú ]õèº]õ +Éè®ú +É¨ÉÇºÉ Eòä Eò¨{ÉÒ]õÒ¶ÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ Eò½þÉÆ SÉ±ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ? +ÉVÉ ´É½þ VÉ½þÉÆ MÉªÉÉ ½þè, ´É½þ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä
ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ½þè*

<ºÉEòÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè, ¨Éè Æ ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò +É{É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ iÉÉEòiÉ EòÉä Eò¨É Eò®úÉä* ½þ¨É ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò +É{É +{ÉxÉÒ ¶ÉèxªÉ ¶ÉÊEiÉ EòÉä Eò¨É Eò®úÉä,
ÊVÉiÉxÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½þè =ºÉEòÉä +É{É ¤ÉgøÉ+Éä, +É{ÉEòÉä Eò¦ÉÒ +{ÉÉäVÉÒ¶ÉxÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉ, SÉÉ½þä {ÉÉ´É®ú ¨Éä Æ EòÉÆOÉäºÉ lÉÒ, ¤ÉÒ.VÉä.{ÉÒ. {ÉÉ´É®ú ¨Éä Æ ½þè ªÉÉ ªÉÚxÉÉ<Ê]õb÷ £òh]õ {ÉÉ´É®ú ¨Éä Æ lÉÉ,
Eò¦ÉÒ ÊEòºÉÒ xÉä xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þÉ ÊEò +É{É Êb÷¡òä ÆºÉ ¨Éä Æ Eò]õÉèiÉÒ Eò®úxÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É Eò®úÉä, =±]õä ¤ÉgøÉxÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ* <ºÉÊ±ÉB +É{ÉEòÉä =ºÉ¨Éä Æ ÊVÉiÉxÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½þÉä, =ºÉ¨Éä Æ +É{É Eò®úÉä,
±ÉäÊEòxÉ <ºÉEòÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè ÊEò +É{É nùä¶É Eòä <EòÉäxÉÉäÊ¨ÉEò £òh]õ Eòä >ð{É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úä Æ* ¨Éè Æ BEò ¤ÉÉiÉ +Éè®ú Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ ÊEò |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä +{ÉxÉä
º]õä]õ¨Éä Æ]õ ¨Éä Æ Eò½þÉ ½þè,

the atmosphere of our discussion was cordial and constructive.

BEò iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ Êb÷ºEò¶ÉxÉ EòÉäÊb÷ÇªÉ±É +Éè®ú EòÆº]ÅÊE]õ´É lÉÉ*

nùÚºÉ®úÒ iÉ®ú¡ò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò <ºÉ Êb÷ºÉEò¶ÉxÉ EòÉ Ê®úVÉ±]õ VÉÒ®úÉä lÉÉ +Éè®ú ´Éäº]õäVÉ +É¡ò ]õÉ<¨É lÉÉ* ¨Éè Æ ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ÊEò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä |
ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ xÉä VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þÒ ½þè ´É½þ ºÉ½þÒ ½þè, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¨Éè Æ ªÉ½þ VÉ°ü®ú SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ ÊEò |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ <ºÉEòä >ð{É®ú VÉ°ü®ú VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nùä Æ ÊEò ªÉÊnù Êb÷ºÉEò¶ÉxÉ ½þÖ+É iÉÉä =ºÉEòÉ Ê®úVÉ±]õ
EªÉÉ ®ú½þÉ* VÉÉä +É{É Ê®úVÉ±]õ Eò½þ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ ÊEò ªÉ½þ £òÚ]õ¡òÖ±É Êb÷ºÉEò¶ÉxÉ ®ú½þÉ +Éè®ú EòÉä+ÉÊb÷ÇªÉ±É ®ú½þÉ, ªÉ½þ ºÉ½þÒ ½þè..

¸ÉÒ <xpùVÉÒiÉ MÉÖ{iÉ (Ê¨ÉnùxÉÉ{ÉÖ®ú): £òÚ]õ¡òÖ±É xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þÉ*

SHRI RAM VILAS PASWAN :It is mentioned here `the atmosphere of our discussion was cordial and
constructive'. The word `constructive' implies that it was fruitful. If it is fruitless, then how can it be
constructive?

<ºÉ¨Éä Æ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eòä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ EòÉ =±±ÉäJÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ VÉ¤É VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nùä ÆMÉä iÉÉä ¨Éè Æ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þÚ ÆMÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ Êb÷ºÉEò¶ÉxÉ EòÆº]ÅÊE]õ´É ®ú½þÉ, £òÚ]õ¡òÖ±É ®ú½þÉ ªÉÉ VÉèºÉÉ
´Éä Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò ´Éäº]õäVÉ +É¡ò ]õÉ<¨É ®ú½þÉ ªÉÉ Ê¤ÉMÉ VÉÒ®úÉä Ê®úVÉ±]õ ®ú½þÉ*

<xÉ ¶É¤nùÉä Æ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ ¨Éè Æ Ê¡ò®ú |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ ºÉä +ÉOÉ½þ Eò°üÆMÉÉ ÊEò +É{É nùä¶É EòÒ iÉÉEòiÉ EòÉä ¤ÉgøÉBÆ, ºÉäxÉÉ Eòä ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉgøÉBÆ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ EòÉä<Ç BäºÉÉ EòÉ¨É xÉ EòÒÊVÉB ÊVÉºÉºÉä
nù ä¶É Eòä <EòÉäxÉÉäÊ¨ÉEò £òÆ]õ {É®ú VÉÉä ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä SÉè±Éä ÆVÉ ½þè, =ºÉEòÉä º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®úxÉä ¨Éä Æ ½þ¨É +ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇ ½þÉä Æ*

(<ÊiÉ)

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH : Sir, it is nine minutes to five. If I could request you and my hon. colleagues to
extend the discussion by 15 minutes, I would like to say a few things.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Ten minutes more may be given if the House has no objection.

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS: Yes. ....(Interruptions)

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH :Sir, should I carry on? ....(Interruptions)



SHRI E. AHAMED :Sir, Shri Natwar Singh is an authority on foreign affairs. He should speak just before the
Prime Minister will give his reply. Otherwise, the Members from all the small Parties will get only five minutes.
That is what I feel.

SHRI SURESH KURUP (KOTTAYAM): There are other speakers also. ...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Regarding other Members, we will decide later. ....(Interruptions)

SHRI E. AHAMED :Other Members are also interested to speak on foreign affairs. ....(Interruptions)

SHRI SURESH KURUP :What about other speakers? ....(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: We will consider the representations from other Parties.

">SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH (BHARATPUR): Mr. Chairman, Sir, the Lok Sabha last discussed foreign affairs
on 27th and 28th of May. In these two months and some days, the Government has been preoccupied with the
damage control, and an assortment of envoys has been sent to do fire fighting with the result that all other areas
of India's foreign policy and diplomacy have been totally and completely neglected by this Government. It is a
statement of fact, and not of my imagination. If it is so, I would like the Prime Minister to clarify and give us a
catalogue of the activities of the Ministry of External Affairs relating to other areas of foreign policy, besides the
nuclear bomb and discussions of their envoys with Pakistan and the United States of America.

Now, what has happened in these two and a half months? Between 11th of May and 13th of May, the euphoria in
the BJP was something fantastic. Then, suddenly reality struck on the 27th of May and even with greater force,
two days later on the 28th and 30th of May when Pakistan exploded its bombs. Having been an Ambassador to
Pakistan nearly twenty years ago, I could have given Shri Vajpayee in writing on the 13th of May that no power
could stop Pakistan from exploding their bombs after India had done so.

You be a Pakistani and see; go there and find out how they feel. And what did you achieve? You achieved great
wonders! I will tell you what you have achieved. You have achieved a total isolation of India, for the first time in
50 years, in the international scene. Who are your friends? There is Vietnam. Vietnam is a friend of ours, at all
times. Has Mauritious spoken for you? Has Bhutan spoken for you? Has Nepal spoken for you? Let us see who
has spoken for you. Who has spoken for you among the P-5, G-8 and Security Council?

Sir, the hon. Minister of State for External Affairs, my dear sister, is here. She is a charming person and she is
learning very fast. She said a great deal and conveyed very little. You have also learnt the same, Mr. Prime
Minister. You say a great deal and convey very little. It is very smart and it is one of the fundamentals of
diplomacy to say a great deal and convey very little. But some of us here also know between the lines. You said
that at the Non-Aligned Summit in Colombia, India had a great success. The representatives of Non-Aligned
countries in the Security Council condemned India. For the first time in 50 years, the Security Council
condemned India and the Resolution was carried. We were condemned before, but the Soviet Union exercised
the veto. This time no one did.

Your achievement number 1 is, isolation in P-5, G-8 and the Security Council. For 33 years, Kashmir had not
been discussed in the Security Council, because in September, 1965 Sardar Swaran Singh walked out of the
Security Council. I was a member of the delegation, so was your Principal Secretary. We walked out. It was only
in the month of June, after your performance, that the Security Council met to discuss Kashmir and we were
condemened on Kashmir. Who is responsible for that?

Do you want to know more of the isolation that you have?

<vÉ®ú EòÖ+ÉÆ +Éè®ú <vÉ®ú JÉÉ<Ç, ÊVÉ¨¨ÉänùÉ®ú ½þè Æ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ* ªÉ½þ EòÖ+ÉÆ ÊEòºÉxÉä JÉÉänùÉ? ªÉ½þ JÉÉ<Ç ÊEòºÉxÉä JÉÉänùÒ?

It happened because you did not think through the consequences of your actions. You invented reasons for
exploding the bomb. We could have done this long ago. You said, first thing, in your letter to Mr. Clinton about



the security threat from China. I will tell you again with folded hands that you should not have signed that letter.
You signed it, because you did not read it. If you have read it, you would not have signed it. It is as simple as
that and the gentleman or the lady who drafted it is answerable to this country. It is the first violation of principal
diplomacy that you do not name other countries in a letter to another Head of State, because when you name an
adversary, you make an adversary. It is common sense. What did the letter do? Ten years of good work with
China was spoiled and you started the process, even though your visit was aborted. We had a setback.

Your letter says one thing and Shrimati Vasundara Raje's reply to my question says quite another thing. Instead
of inventing a security threat because to this day you have convinced no country in the world that there was a
security threat - all you had to say was that, like France and China who exploded in 1995 and 1996 to update
their nuclear technology, India, as a sovereign, Independent country, was exercising its right to make its nuclear
technology up-to-date and exploding the bombs. If you had done that, nobody would have said anything to you,
because they could not have said. If you had asked us, I would have given you this advice free, gratis, because it
is elementary. But your Defence Minister says that China is adversary number 1, your Home Minister says that
Pakistan is adversary number 1 and you say, in your letter, about both China and Pakistan, please decide!

SHRI MURLI DEORA : Shri Khurana also said something.

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH : No; I do not want to mention that.

17.00 hrs. It is not necessary. Although, I must say that statements of some of your Ministers - our foreign
friends have told us - were considered even more damaging than the bombs themselves. It is because they said,
are these people ruling India who say such things? Mr. Prime Minister, you have not said so. You have chosen
your words carefully and I respect you for doing so. But I wish I could say the same thing about your colleagues
also. You now find yourself in a situation that for the first time in 50 years the national consensus on foreign
policy has been fractured. You can only repair the damage if you take us into confidence. It is because one of the
great strengths of this country has been that on foreign policy matters this nation and this Parliament have
spoken into one voice. It is for the first time in 50 years that the Houses are divided in the way they are. You
regret it and we regret it and the damage has been done. Now how to put it right both internationally and
domestically because the relationship between foreign policy and domestic policy is vital? You can only have a
meaningful, forceful, and influential foreign policy if your domestic scene is coherent. There is a cacophony of
incoherence from your Government and not a symphony form an orchestra of which you are the leader. It should
be. But it is not so because there are so many war lords in your coalition who are law unto themselves and not
amenable to discipline under your charge. I am not blaming you for it. This is a political reality. You cobbled up
a coalition Government which has no common ground even on an issue like the foreign policy... (Interruptions).

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Natwar Singh, I am having my own doubt. Are you speaking in the House or are you
speaking with the Prime Minister?

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH : Well, I will speak to you, Sir. I stand corrected. I will only look at you now and I
would like you to keep smiling.

Now, the other damage that has been done is that we have established parity with Pakistan. On the 28th and 30th
of May, we came down. Now, you have proposed a no-first-strike agreement. Pakistan will never sign it. Why?
It is because if they sign it, then conventional superiority of India is again re-established for ever and it has taken
them 50 years to get the parity you have given them on a plate . Why do you think that Mr. Nawaj Sharif has
said that it is a waste of time and it was zero. He never said it before. He could not have said it if they had not
exploded the bomb. We had the initiative. Now on every occasion, the Government of Pakistan will be
intransigent. You think, you have got away from the Security Council. From next month, the General Assembly
of the United Nations will be meeting and you will have Kashmir right in the centre every day. What
contingency plans do you have? How many friends are going to get up there to support us and say that this is not
a matter which will be discussed here?

Shri Jaswant Singh is having talks with the Americans day in and day out. Now, we know what Shri Jaswant
Singh has said to Mr. Talbott but we do not know what Mr. Talbott has said to Shri Jaswant Singh. Could you



please tell us? It is a vital matter for this country to know what you are discussing. Some hon. Members have
spoken about some modifications in CTBT. What are those modifications? The CTBT cannot be amended. It is
held up only because India, Pakistan and Israel did not sign it and it cannot be amended unless all the 44
countries who have signed it agree. Some of them have even ratified it. You should have asked the Americans -
when they came here - this question. France and China did not sign the NPT till 1994-95, if I remember
correctly, and yet they were given full status of nuclear weapon powers. You should have told Mr. Talbott and
you should have told Mr. Clinton that India is a country of one billion people and ancient civilisation of great
culture and tradition and poor we may be but proud we are, if you do not give us the same status that you gave to
China and to France, we will not be cowed down.

You are bargaining on little bits here and there on CTBT and they are denying you nuclear weapon power status.
Who are they to deny us? They have broken every rule, we have obeyed every rule and, yet, have been pilloried
for all these times. Shri Jaswant Singh should not be discussing CTBT because he has no right to discuss, and
you have no right to discuss CTBT unless you take us with you. That is for sure. We would like to have a
common programme to talk to the Americans on CTBT. If you go with that, you will carry the good wishes of
the entire House. Am I right or am I wrong? You will go and speak as the Prime Minister of one billion people.
There are not very many people; you are the second individual -- Mr. Jiang Zemin of China is number one, and
number two is Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee -- and the rest come in the league of 200 million and 300 million
people. It is no ordinary honour to be the Prime Minister of India. You tell the Americans that every single
Indian is behind you, that we want the status granted or they can keep their CTBT. I am speaking not in anger,
not with any jingoism and I am giving you diplomatic facts.

Now, you take what the Americans have been doing to us. Kashmir is the flash point, and it is at the centre stage.
In his speech to the National Geographic Society of America, Mr. Clinton says that India and Pakistan should sit
down to discuss Kashmir, and China should also sit with them on the table. It has not happened in 50 years.
Whose gift is it? It is not ours. Then, Mr. Clinton goes to China and he was there for nine days. In the joint
statement issued by China and the United States, three pages were given to India and Pakistan. What right do
they have? The answer of the Chinese is, "Well, you mentioned us through a letter to Clinton, we mention you
here." If you had complaints against China, then complain to China. Why complain to Clinton? I would like to
know the answer from the Government that how you wish to deal with the situation in isolation, without
carrying all the parties with you. The framework left by Jawaharlal Nehru 50 years ago was held intact till the
11th of May. You became the Foreign Minister in 1977. There were five other Governments since then, but they
could not change India's foreign policy because it could not be changed. I am not saying that we are running a
static, sterile and meaningless policy. Agendas of countries change. The agenda for 1950s was one, and it is
another one in 1997. But within the broad framework, in the Non-Aligned Movement, you can make the voice of
the developing countries heard. You should ask Mr. Nawaz Sharif to join us so that we will jointly tackle these
five powers in the Security Council to say, "Sit down and we will talk with you." You should tell the United
States that they should take an initiative at Geneva in which to start a process for total and time based nuclear
disarmament as proposed in Rajiv Gandhi's plan. Tell them to take the initiative and both India and Pakistan
should say that "we will come along with you, but tell us the day on which there will be no nuclear weapons
left." What has happened today is that the five powers continue to break the rules and laws and sit on judgment
on us. I think, India is the only country in the world whose voice will matter, if you get up and say so with the
support of all of us. Otherwise, you are going to get pushed around as you are being pushed around now.

Shri Indrajit Gupta asked an extremely important question. What is your nuclear policy? Are you going for
weaponisation? Are you going to put nuclear warheads in our missiles? Where are they going to be placed?
What is the expenditure? I have also been in Government from 1953 in one form or another. You cannot disclose
certain things. We will not ask you certain things. What is the broad framework of your nuclear policy? Nuclear
policy of India has been changed by you without consulting us. Your manifesto said "We will induct weapons.
We will change nuclear foreign policy." You did not consult us. Shrimati Indira Gandhi in 1974 did not change
India's nuclear policy and foreign policy. She did not induct nuclear weapons. You know and I know the reality
that we inherited, the situation in which the Government has taken only soft option on 11th May. All other
options before you are hard options, extremely hard. We would like to know how you will tackle the CTBT,
security and nuclear policy and how you intend to deal with Mr. Clinton and the Americans because the



Secretary of State of the United States Miss Madeleine Albright herself has on five occasions used unacceptable
language against a great country like India. You can say the same thing, politely, gently, firmly, with all the
emphasis at your command that the Secretary of United States has no right to call the Home Minister of India,
the names she did.

I can tell you that I raised this matter with Miss Madeleine Albright. I do not know whether the Government
raised the matter with her or not.

Diplomacy does not offer me Nirwanor salvation, but it offers hope and this is necessary that you must use all
the instruments available to you in this House to assist you in putting the consensus back where it was before
11th May. In future discussions. If you take us into confidence, Mr. Prime Minister, we will do our best because
we do not want to internationalise the Kashmir issue. Your Party was critical of the Shimla Agreement. Now
there is love for the Shimla Agreement. Even Shri L. K. Advani invoked Shimla Agreement. I was delighted that
at least all the education we have offered has some effect and has rubbed off the Shimla Agreement which was at
one time seen by you as some underhand trick by Shrimati Indira Gandhi with Mr. Bhutto. You went to Shimla
after your holiday in Manali. I wish you had longer holiday. You probably need it. In the great meeting on The
Mall, you said that Shimla Agreement is good. I am delighted. I congratulate you. Shri L. K. Advani said it the
other day. I congratulated you should tell the Pakistanis "Yes. We will discuss exclusively the Kashmir issue and
nothing else. If you want any help, I will join your delegation." Tell them "Only Kashmir and we will come out
of it better than they." But why are you shying away on the Kashmir issue? You have a very good case, Mr.
Prime Minister. Put it forward very strongly and with clarity. (Interruptions)

KUMARI MAMATA BANERJEE : What about Discussion under rule 193 on deportation?

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH : Mr. Prime Minister, we wish you luck. I wish you success in correcting the
distortions on foreign policy with our assistance. Not only do you need luck and success at the moment, but you
need strong nerves. Good luck to you.

MR. CHAIRMAN :I want to ascertain from the House whether to continue this discussion by extending the
House. Three more hon. Members have to speak on this subject.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: We can continue this discussion tomorrow.

SHRI HANNAN MOLLAH : What is the use of taking up 193 discussion late in the night?

MR. CHAIRMAN : I think five minutes only can be given to each Member. So, a total of 15 minutes will be
enough for them.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI AJIT KUMAR PANJA : Sir, the Discussion under Rule 193 is very important...(Interruptions) The
deportation issue is very important. Shrimati Geeta Mukherjee has to start the discussion. It was stated that the
discussion would start at five of the Clock. But it could not be done. At six of the Clock, if this discussion ends,
the time would be too short to debate the important issue. Let us take it up tomorrow.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I have allowed three Members to speak. So, if three Members complete their speeches,
tomorrow, reply can be given.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI AJIT KUMAR PANJA : It will be six of the Clock by that time. Nobody will remain in the House...
(Interruptions)

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : Half-an-Hour discussion is also there. Then, what is supposed to be done?
Let it start at eleven of the Clock tomorrow. The hon. Prime Minister is sitting here. As the Leader of the House,
he can put in a word to the hon. Speaker...(Interruptions)



SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Tomorrow at eleven of the Clock we can take it up...
(Interruptions)

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : That will be useful. It is a very important discussion. If the hon. Prime
Minister wants to reply, we shall be very happy to hear him...(Interruptions)

KUMARI MAMATA BANERJEE : There is also the Half-an-Hour discussion...(Interruptions)

PROF. P.J. KURIEN : Mr. Chairman, there was already a decision that tomorrow at 2 p.m. we have to take up
the discussion on the Jain Commission Report. That has been decided in the BAC. The hon. Speaker has also
agreed to that...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: It was already represented to the hon. Speaker.

... (Interruptions)

PROF. P.J. KURIEN : It was not represented. It was already decided. I am only saying that if so much of today's
business is carried over tomorrow, it should not affect the discussion on the Jain Commission Report which is to
be taken up at 2 p.m. It should not create a situation by which we will have to postpone it. Before taking it up, all
other discussions should be over..(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: No concrete decision was announced by the hon. Speaker earlier. The Parliamentary Affairs
Minister is here. He can respond to it.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI MADHUKAR SIRPOTDAR : Where is the time now? Everyday, there is late sitting of the House. This is
not proper...(Interruptions)

ºÉÆºÉnùÒªÉ EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ {ÉªÉÇ]õxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ : ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉÒ, ¤ÉÒ.B.ºÉÒ. EòÒ ¨ÉÒÊ]õÆMÉ ¨Éä Æ {É½þ±Éä ºÉä iÉªÉ ½þÖ+É lÉÉ ÊEò Eò±É nùÉä ¤ÉVÉä VÉèxÉ Eò¨ÉÒ¶ÉxÉ EòÒ Ê®ú{ÉÉä]õÇ {É®ú SÉSÉÉÇ ½þÉäMÉÒ +Éè®ú
=ºÉEòä {É½þ±Éä ¶Éäb÷ªÉÚ±b÷ EòÉº]ºÉ +Éè®ú ¶Éäb÷ªÉÚ±b÷ ]ÅÉ<¤ºÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ+ÉäÆ Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ SÉSÉÉÇ EòÉä Ê±ÉªÉÉ VÉÉBMÉÉ* ¨Éè ÆxÉä {É½þ±Éä ½þÒ Eò½þÉ ½þè ÊEò |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ Eò±É ºÉÖ¤É½þ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É
nùä ÆMÉä* +ÉVÉ BEºÉ]õxÉÇ±É +¡òäªÉºÉÇ {É®ú ¤É½þºÉ EòÉä JÉi¨É Eò®úEòä +É{ÉEòÉ VÉÉä ÊxÉªÉ¨É 193 ½þè

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ºÉÉä¨ÉxÉÉlÉ SÉ]õVÉÒÇ : ´É½þ ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè, {ÉÚ®ú ä ½þÉ=ºÉ EòÉ ½þè*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉnùxÉ ±ÉÉ±É JÉÖ®úÉxÉÉ : VÉÉä MÉÒiÉÉ VÉÒ Eòä xÉÉ¨É ºÉä ÊxÉªÉ¨É 193 Eòä +vÉÒxÉ SÉSÉÉÇ ½þè, =ºÉEòÉä ±Éä Ê±ÉªÉÉ VÉÉBMÉÉ* ½þ¨É BEò PÉÆ]õÉ ±Éä]õ ¤Éè`ö VÉÉBÆMÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖEò®ú ºÉ®ú{ÉÉäiÉnùÉ®ú : ´É½þ +ÉVÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉnùxÉ ±ÉÉ±É JÉÖ®úÉxÉÉ : ½þ¨É iÉªÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò <ºÉä SÉÉ®ú ¤ÉVÉä iÉEò ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®ú nùä ÆMÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ´É½þ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ* ºÉ¤É ¤ÉÉä±ÉxÉÉ ¦ÉÒ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ +Éè®ú ]õÉ<¨É ¦ÉÒ BEºÉ]õè Æb÷
xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

17.18 hrs. (Mr. Speaker in the chair)



MR. SPEAKER: There are only three Members to speak on the foreign policy. Let the three Members complete
their speeches. Then, we will take up the discussion under Rule 193.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : How long will it continue? Half-an-Hour discussion is there. Generally, I do
not wish to interrupt. But this is a very important issue. Do not take it as "also ran". If it starts at six or six-thirty
or seven of the Clock, then nobody will be here. It is not that we want our speeches to be heard here. But it is a
very serious matter. I am sure everybody agrees that it is a serious matter...(Interruptions)

KUMARI MAMATA BANERJEE :There is Half-an-Hour discussion also. How will we discuss it?

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : Tomorrow, let it start. We shall try to finish the discussion within a limited
time. You can regulate it...(Interruptions)

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA : Tomorrow, at eleven of the Clock, we can take up the Discussion under Rule
193 on the deportation issue.

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Basu Deb Acharia, tomorrow also, there is a Discussion under Rule 193.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA : Everyday, we have to sit up to 9 o'clock. It is not fair...(Interruptions)

SHRI AJIT KUMAR PANJA : My point is that let the Members be given chance to speak on the foreign affairs.
After that, Half an Hour discussion may be taken up. It will be completed by 6.00 p.m. Tomorrow morning at 11
o'clock, the discussion under Rule 193 on deportation may be taken up. It is a very sensitive issue. I had
personally gone there to see the situation. Kindly have it discussed in the House. The situation is a serious one
there. Thereafter, the Prime Minister may kindly give his reply on foreign affairs. The discussion on Scheduled
Castes and the Scheduled Tribes is also important. At 2.00 p.m. the discussion on the Jain Commission Report
and the Action Taken Report can start. We can start this discussion one hour later also at 3 o'clock. These are my
respectful submissions.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF
PLANNING AND PROGRAMME IMPLEMENTATION (SHRI RAM NAIK): It is a fair suggestion given by
both the leaders from West Bengal. My only amendment to that would be that let the Prime Minister reply at 11
o'clock and after that the discussion under Rule 193 may be started. This would be better.

SHRI AJIT KUMAR PANJA : We agree...(Interruptions)

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É Ê´É±ÉÉºÉ {ÉÉºÉ´ÉÉxÉ : +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, +É{ÉEòÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ¨É ½þè ÊEò ½þ®ú {ÉIÉ Eòä B¨É.{ÉÒ. xÉä +Éè®ú +xÉÖºÉÚÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÊiÉ iÉlÉÉ +xÉÖºÉÚÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÊiÉ Eòä ºÉnùºªÉÉä Æ xÉä ´Éè±É¡òäªÉ®ú
Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]ÅÒ Eòä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ¨Éä Æ Ê®úE´Éèº]õ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ´Éè±É¡òäªÉ®ú Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]ÅÒ xÉä Êb÷ºEò¶ÉxÉ Eòä ¤ÉVÉÉªÉ ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉxÉÉ ÊEò BEò ÊnùxÉ +xÉÚºÉÚÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÊiÉ +Éè®ú +xÉÖºÉÚÊSÉiÉ VÉxÉVÉÉÊiÉ Eòä
>ð{É®ú Êb÷ºEò¶ÉxÉ ±Éä ±Éä ÆMÉä* Ê¤ÉWÉxÉèºÉ Bb÷´ÉÉ<WÉ®úÒ Eò¨Éä]õÒ ¨Éä Æ +Éì±É ±Éäb÷ÒVÉ xÉä iÉªÉ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò £òÉ<Çb÷ä EòÉä 4.00 ¤ÉVÉä ½þ®ú ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ¨Éä Æ <ºÉEòÉä ±Éä Ê±ÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ SÉÉ½þä +Éè®ú
Ê¤ÉWÉxÉèºÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉä ªÉÉ xÉ ½þÉä* =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù VÉ¤É ¤ÉÒ.B.ºÉÒ. ¨Éä Æ ¤Éè`öä iÉÉä ºÉ¤É xÉäiÉÉ+ÉäÆ EòÒ Ê¡ò®ú ®úÉªÉ ±ÉÒ MÉ<Ç* =ºÉ ÊnùxÉ ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ xÉä ªÉ½þ +É¶ÉÆEòÉ WÉÉÊ½þ®ú EòÒ lÉÒ ÊEò ªÉ½þ ºÉÆ¦É
´É xÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ, <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ºÉÉä¨É´ÉÉ®ú EòÉä ®úJÉÉä* ºÉ¤É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ºÉÉä¨É´ÉÉ®ú EòÉä xÉ½þÒÆ, ¨ÉÆMÉ±É´ÉÉ®ú EòÉä ¡òºÉÇ]õ Ê±Éº]õ ¨Éè Æ ®úJÉÉ VÉÉªÉä iÉlÉÉ =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù ½þÒ nùÚºÉ®úÉ +É<Ç]õ¨É
+ÉªÉäMÉÉ* ¨Éè Æ +É{ÉºÉä +ÉOÉ½þ ºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ ÊEò nùÚºÉ®úä +É<]õ¨ºÉ ¦ÉÒ <¨{ÉÉ]õÇ ä Æ]õ ½þè Æ, <ºÉ¨Éä Æ EòÉä<Ç nùÉä ®úÉªÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +xÉÖºÉÚÊSÉiÉ VÉÉÊiÉ iÉlÉÉ +xÉÖºÉÚÊSÉiÉ VÉxÉVÉÉÊiÉ Eòä
¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉä <iÉxÉÉ ±ÉÉ<]õ±ÉÒ xÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä* +É{ÉºÉä +ÉOÉ½þ ½þè ÊEò +É{ÉxÉä VÉÉä EòÉªÉÇFò¨É 1100 ¤ÉVÉä ºÉä 1300 ¤ÉVÉä iÉEò ±ÉäxÉÉ ½þè, ´É½þ ±Éä ±ÉÒÊVÉªÉä iÉlÉÉ =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù ÊxÉªÉ¨É
193 Eòä +vÉÒxÉ SÉÉ½þä ¨É½þÉ®úÉ¹]Å EòEòÒ SÉSÉÉÇ ±Éä Æ ªÉÉ VÉèxÉ Eò¨ÉÒ¶ÉxÉ Ê®ú{ÉÉä]õÇ EòÉä ±Éä ±ÉÒÊVÉªÉä, ¨ÉÖZÉä <ºÉ¨Éä Æ EòÉä<Ç +É{ÉÊiiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè..

¸ÉÒ <xpùVÉÒiÉ MÉÖ{iÉ : |ÉÉ<Ç¨É Ê¨ÉÊxÉºÉä]õ®ú Eòä Ê®ú{±ÉÉ<Ç EòÉ EªÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ?

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É Ê´É±ÉÉºÉ {ÉÉºÉ´ÉÉxÉ : |ÉÉ<Ç¨É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú EòÉ Ê®ú{±ÉÉ<Ç 11 ¤ÉVÉä ½þÉä VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉEòä ¤ÉÉnù BºÉ.ºÉÒ.BºÉ.]õÒ. EòÉä ±Éä ±ÉÒÊVÉªÉä*



PROF. P.J. KURIEN : Everyone knows that the House was extended in order to facilitate discussion on the Jain
Commission Report. This was the decision of the BAC also. I am not saying that other discussions are less
important. They are equally important. I have no doubt about it. My humble submission is, whatever is the
business for today, let us finish it today itself by extending the time of the House. We have no objection about
extending the time of the House. As decided earlier, the hon. Prime Minister will reply tomorrow at 11 o'clock
and immediately thereafter, the discussion under Rule 193 on SCs and STs will be taken up. We will take up the
discussion on the Jain Commission Report exactly at 2.00 p.m...(Interruptions) Let me complete. My point is
that today's business, that is, the discussion under Rule 193 on deportation of the minorities should be taken up
and completed today...(Interruptions) Please bear with us also. The House was extended to discuss the Jain
Commission Report...(Interruptions)

SHRI MADHUKAR SIRPOTDAR : Sir, one should not carry a wrong impression. The House was not extended
only for discussing the Jain Commission Report. This is a wrong impression. It should not go on record also...
(Interruptions)

... (Interruptions)

SHRI E. AHAMED :Sir, the foreign policy is a very important matter. There are areas where some of the parties
are interested. May I submit before the hon. Speaker... (Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH VISHWANATH PARANJPE (THANE): Sir, everybody is aware that tomorrow will be
election of Deputy-Speaker. That is why we have come here, and we are not informed when that election is...
(Interruptions)

SHRI PRAKASH YASHWANT AMBEDKAR (AKOLA): We can begin the House by 9 o'clock...
(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: How can we do it by 9 o'clock? What is this?

... (Interruptions)

SHRI E. AHAMED : Sir, all the parties have given the names of the speakers to participate on the discussion on
Foreign Affairs. But only the Members from the major parties have been called for making their speeches, and
other small parties like ours have not been given any opportunity to participate on the debates. We are also
interested to speak on the Foreign Policy though not in a very wider sense but at least in a limited manner. Why
not the House be a little bit sympathetic to the remaining three Members in the list to speak out their views now?
The hon. Prime Minister can reply tomorrow. If it is not possible, my humble request to the Chair is that these
three Members may be given the opportunity to speak tomorrow before the Prime Minister gives the reply...
(Interruptions)... We are also elected representatives of the people. We are not being given opportunity to
speak.... (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: My request to the hon. Members is that today's listed business can be taken up and finished
today itself by sitting late.

... (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Otherwise, you cannot complete the business tomorrow.

Now, Shri E. Ahamad to speak.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : I am not interrupting. Just half a second. Mr. Speaker, Sir, then what is the
decision? Shall we continue till 10 p.m.? ... (Interruptions)... Because that discussion cannot be over. Do you
think, just because Members will be absent, most of the Members will go away and, therefore it is expected to be
over within half an hour? No. It will not do. It will not happen like that... (Interruptions)



MR. SPEAKER: We will sit late, upto 8 o'clock.

... (Interruptions)

SHRI MADHUKAR SIRPOTDAR : Sir, this has become a practice... (Interruptions)...Mr. Speaker, Sir, just a
minute.

MR. SPEAKER: No. Please sit down. Now, Shri Ahamed to speak.

... (Interruptions)

KUMARI MAMATA BANERJEE : Sir, these are very important issues and you are not listening to us. Why not
you take it up tomorrow at 11 o'clock? ... (Interruptions)... Sir, it is not fair. It is also a very important issue.
After Prime Minister's reply, why do you not allow this discussion?... (Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER: Shri E. Ahmad, please.

... (Interruptions)

">SHRI E. AHAMED (MANJERI): Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, Sir. Due to paucity of time, I do not
want to take much of the valuable time of the House. I do not want to elaborate my points. No Member could
articulate the Policy on foreign affairs within a couple of minutes. However, Sir, I am constrained to mention
certain things here in this House which other hon. Members did not mention. Therefore, I will confine my
statement only within one or two points.

Sir, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru had laid the foundation stone of our Foreign Policy.

One of the most important decisions he had taken when dealing with the relationship of India with other
countries was maintaining the best of relationships with the Arab and Islamic countries. We have been following
this policy. I would like to say that India has been ignoring a vital point on the matter of our foreign policy in the
recent past, that is, the relationship with the countries in our neighbourhood. In our neighbourhood, we have the
Gulf Cooperation Council States: Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, UAE, Oman, Bahrain and Qatar. This is a very
important matter as far as India is concerned.

On five points, we cannot ignore the importance of India's relationship with these countries. The first point is
that these are all our neighbouring countries; the second is that these countries are the source of our energy
supply; the third is that we have trade relationships with these countries worth $ 10 billion a year; the fourth is
that we are earning $ 4 billion worth of foreign exchange from these countries as remittanle from Indian
community and the fifth point is that more than three and a half million people are usefully and peacefully
employed in these countries. But quite unfortunately, we are not giving that much of importance to these
countries as we are giving to various other countries in Europe, Africa and Asia.

I would like to ask the hon. Prime Minister how many Ministers have visited these countries. These are the
countries where more than three and a half million of our people are living and from where we are earning more
than $ 4 billion by way of foreign exchange. But what is the relationship that we have with these countries? Of
course, we have our diplomats there. But we are sending only the Secretaries to the Government of India there.
Why are senior Ministers not visiting these countries?

They say that they are very much worried about India's situation. On the one hand, we employ our diplomats to
tell them that our Pokhran tests were only a deterrent; on the other hand, the irresponsible statements made by
our Ministers have created a lot of worry in the minds of the people living there. The statement made by the hon.
Minister of Home Affairs - of course, with good intentions - was: `The geo-strategic situation in the country has
changed since the Pokhran tests.' Even the newspapers in those countries have quoted as "choosy quotations"
made by my very good friend Shri Madan Lal Khurana. He made this statement and I quote: `If Pakistan wants
to fight another war with us, then, let them tell us the time and venue.' On the one hand, we are telling our



neighbours, the Arab countries that it is only for deterrence and on the other hand responsible Ministers are
making irresponsible statements. Therefore, what is their thinking?

Hon. Members have mentioned about the OIC countries. Many of these Fifty-five countries of the world have
been standing by India. They have been supporting India. They have always been aligned with India on various
international matters. But are we showing the same courtesy, extending the same relationship with the same sort
of interactions with these countries as much as we are showing to other European, African and Asian countries?
Therefore, it is an imperative need in the country's interests that we have to have frequent interaction with these
countries. I am very happy that our Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs, the charming lady,
Shrimati Vasundhara

Raje had visited some of the Arab countries. That much is good. But why do we not have more frequent
interactions with these countries?

Sir, it is Government's prerogative to appoint Ambassadors and High Commissioners and calling them back. But
the manner in which the High Commissioner of India in London had been replaced was very clumsy. It should
not have been done. Of course, the Government has the prerogative to appoint anybody. I have no objection to
that. Everything should be done in a graceful manner. In this case it was not done gracefully.

While dealing with foreign countries, we must bear the India's interests in mind. I think we would be able
definitely to stop this isolation in the international community and go forward only with the policy initiated by
no less a person than Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru.

">SHRI PRAKASH YASHWANT AMBEDKAR (AKOLA): Mr. Speaker, Sir, thank you for giving me an
opportunity to speak.

So many changes are going on in the international relations. I happened to read a book titled, `Thousand Years of
War' by John Kennedy. According to him, there is an economic background for the wars that have taken place
over the last thousand years.

After the Pokhran tests, a debate is going on whether it was necessary or not. I think, we have to look into a
situation where we are going to land ourselves if we can continue with the controvercy regarding explosion. If
we are going to compete with the Western world in the fields where they have got monopoly, like armaments
and aircraft manufacturing, then certain amount of economic power is going to be devolved to the regional
centres that are coming up. Comparing to 1920s, the economic power of the Western world has already
deteriorated. Today, there is a decline in the contribution of the Western world towards the international
economic scene by more than thirty per cent. In the next twenty years, the economic contribution of the Western
world to the world economic scene is going to dwindle down to forty per cent. That is the projection.

Another change, a subtle change, is taking place. That is the revival and resurgence of the old civilizations that
are in existence now. No doubt, they have already modernized in many areas. Revival is taking place on the
basis of the civilization. I can cite the example of Bosnia. Bosnia had been divided along the lines of Christians
and Muslims. Now, we see signs of new world order based on the civilization emerging. This is already coming
up in the Third World countries.

We are talking of isolation today. Some countries want to see us as an economic power and there are some other
countries who do not want us to become an economic power. Therefore, these kinds of sanctions are going to be
there. We have already conducted the nuclear tests in Pokhran. So, there is no use of debating whether it is
useful or not.

The discussion about whether it is going to be helpful or not helpful is of no use today. We have to stand
unitedly. I know that some of our Members have been in the NAM and leaders of the NAM. In the next ten
years, what is going to happen to the NAM? Are we going to stick to the old dogmatic phenomenon that we
were leaders of the NAM and therefore the NAM has some relevance? If there is going to be some realignment,



as I said, on the basis of civilisation, then I do not know what is going to happen to the NAM. In that case, we
also have to change in that direction.

Therefore, I would like to ask the Prime Minister whether he would look into this issue which is the most
important one. As I have seen and as I have learnt from many newspapers and magazines, some parts of India,
and especially Arunachal Pradesh is being shown in the map of China which is introduced in the schools as a
part of china. It is not there in the official maps, but in the school maps it is being shown as a part of China. If
this is going to be the teaching which is imbibed, that Arunachal Pradesh is not a part of India, then, for
generations to come, this feeling would remain that we, being in Arunachal Pradesh, being a part of China,
shouldbe with China. then this feeling would create hatred and ill-will for the coming generations. This is being
imbibed. I would like to know from the hon. Prime Minister whether he is going to look into this matter and
inform the House whether it is a fact or not a fact.

The other thing which I would like to mention over here is about the attitude of some of the BJP Members who
have spoken and especially referred to the former Speaker, Shri Sangma who also spoke here. They said that this
is the first time that some have also taken a stand saying that, "No. Pokhran blasts should not have been there;
we should not have exploded bombs." What has been the attitude?

Shri Chandra Shekhar also said the other day that there was no need for a nuclear bomb in this country and that
we should not have exploded. But I find two attitudes coming out from the BJP side, especially when Shri Jag
Mohan was speaking. He made a reference, as if Shri Sangma was speaking in the Pakistan Parliament.
Secondly, he referred to Rome. May I know from the Treasury Benches whether that reference was made just
because Shri Sangma is a Christian and not a Hindu? This kind of a reference was not made when the former
Prime MinisterShri Chandra Shekhar spoke and is it because he is a Hindu? If this kind of religious divisions are
going to be made by the Treasury Benches, let me warn them that it is going to alienate the North-Eastern States
which are not culturally a part of our society. In this cultural resurgence that is taking place all over, the world
will have effect in this country also we have to behave politically; we may have difference of opinion; we may
not belong to the same religion to which you belong, but let not religion cast aspersions on our national interest
and the national integrity of any person.

With these words, I conclude.

">SHRI BIR SINGH MAHATO (PURULIA): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I thank you for giving me the opportunity to
speak on this subject.

Foreign policy of our country is not a policy of any particular party; it is the policy of the nation. There is no
contradiction and there is no conflict regarding our foreign policy. We spoke in the same voice. I would like to
know from the hon. Prime Minister - now he has also come here - as to what prompted him to go in for nuclear
explosions on 11th and 13th of May? Are we doing this to show our strength to Pakistan? What is the benefit of
these explosions?

What have we gained through this explosion? The Defence Minister and the Home Minister have hijacked the
right of the Ministry of External Affairs. The hon. Defence Minister publicly stated that China was our main
enemy while the Prime Minister contradicted it. The Home Minister and the Defence Minister publicly took
contradictory positions. So, this type of contradictory statements have damaged the reputation of our country.

On the 6th August, 1945, when America dropped a bomb over the people of Nagasakhi and Hiroshima, our party
was banned and even then it propagated through underground against the brutal murder of the people of Japan.
We need food. Our people need food, employment and health. We do not need nuclear test. India and Pakistan
were initially one country. People were not in favour of dividing our country. Even Gandhiji was against
division. Still our country was divided. We need good relations and good neighbourhood. During the last fifty
years, we have adopted a foreign policy on the basis of fraternity, cooperation, peace, austerity and living
together. So, a confederation between Bangladesh, Pakistan and India should be formed.



">SHRI SURESH KURUP (KOTTAYAM): Sir, I thank you for giving me an opportunity to speak on the
subject.

It is a sad thing that since 1992, no discussion had taken place in this august House regarding our policy on
external affairs. This is all the more serious since all these years showed us a gradual ascendancy of the US
restoring as a superpower which in turn needed our patriotic reactions also. So, I am happy that this sort of a
discussion is taking place now, even though it is belated. Thus, the chain circumstances warrant the revaluation
of our foreign policy. Some quarters say that since the era of power blocs is over and since it is a unipolar world,
we have to reassess our perceptions regarding our foreign policy. It is a very sophisticated and subtle way to say
that we should obey the dictates of the US. Sir, is it necessary that our foreign policy perspective should be
reassessed which is based on the firm pillar of non-alignment?

I am surprised that a very few hon. Members have mentioned about the Non-Aligned Movement. The Non-
Aligned Movement, in which our country played a crucial role was saved during our freedom movement.
Everybody knows it. The thrust of the movement was on anti-imperialism and against domination of the newly
independent Third World countries by the imperialist countries. In the new world dominated by the United
States of America, the same problems are still dominant and nonalignment has got its relevance more than ever.

For India, `nonalignment' means asserting its national identity and also arguing for the downtrodden people of
the world. The word `nonalignment' in the recent context is defined by one of our experts on foreign policy. I
quote:

"`Non-alignment' has got only one meaning. The absence of any permanent relationship of effective
subordination with a more powerful country or a group of countries."

I think, this definition is very relevant. It is also relevant to our foreign policy perspective. Now, this
Government has not put forward a concrete statement on foreign policy. In 1977, while the hon. Prime Minister
took charge as the Minister of Foreign Affairs, he made a categorical statement that a time-tested foreign policy
will be pursued by the Government. But till now, no such statement has come from any quarter.

The only statements that have come are contradictory statements emanating from certain Ministers which gave
wrong signals to the international arena. After the initial euphoria, which this Government created over the
Pokharn test, if we look at the balance-sheet, what remains, as already mentioned, is the internationalisation of
the Kashmir problem. After 35 long years, this issue has been internationalised and every pressure is exerted
upon our country for accepting a third-party mediatory role. Pakistan is stalling every effort for bilateral
discussion because they want to have some third-party intervention on this issue. This is the balance-sheet of the
Pokharn test.

I would like to know the position of our Government regarding its relations with China. I am mentioning this
because our Prime Minister was one of the most important political functionaries who visited China in 1979, that
is, after the War in 1962. After that, the former Prime Minister, Shri Rajiv Gandhi, visited that country. An era
started when a process of normalisation of relations with China was initiated. The whole country welcomed it.
The statement by the Minister of Defence that `China is number one enemy' has reversed the whole process. If
you go through the entire diplomatic history of the world, such a statement has never emanated from a leader of
any country pinpointing another country saying that it is our number one enemy. Shri K. Natwar Singh has
already made it clear.

I would like to know what is our perspective regarding relations with China. What initiative is this Government
going to take? After the Pokharn tests, they have sent emissaries all over the world except China. What is the
present position regarding this issue?

This House and the people in the country want to know what is actually happening behind the scenes. This
Government is going out of way for anything, for pleasing even a junior official of the Clinton Administration.
At the same time, they are denying visas to our scientists.



¸ÉÒ ¶ÉEòÖxÉÒ SÉÉèvÉ®úÒ (JÉMÉÊc÷ªÉÉ): ºÉ¨ÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ]õÉ<¨É nùÒÊVÉB iÉÉÊEò =xÉEòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ½þ¨É ¦ÉÒ nùä nùä Æ*

... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

SHRI SURESH KURUP (KOTTAYAM): They are denying visas to our eminent scientists. They are sending
back our scientists who are working there. The country is kept in the dark about the developments regarding the
discussions with the representatives of the United States. This Government has not put forward a comprehensive
foreign policy perspective. This Government has no right or authority or mandate of the people of this country to
change the time-tested foreign policy perspective. If at all they want to change, they should take the country into
confidence, which they are not doing. That is all I would like to say.

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Saifuddin Soz, please do not take more than two minutes.

|ÉÉä. ºÉè¢òÖqÒxÉ ºÉÉäWÉ (¤ÉÉ®úÉ¨ÉÚ±ÉÉ): +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨ÉÖZÉä iÉEò±ÉÒ¡ò nùäxÉä EòÉ EòÉä<Ç ¶ÉÉèEò xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¨Éä®úÉ ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ nùÉä Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäMÉÉ* nùÉä-SÉÉ®ú Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ¨Éä Æ ½þÉäMÉÉ*

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: nùÉä-SÉÉ®ú Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ nùÉä Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ¨Éä Æ ½þÒ +{ÉxÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÊ½þB*

">

|ÉÉä. ºÉè¢òÖqÒxÉ ºÉÉäWÉ : +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨ÉÖZÉä iÉEò®úÒ®ú xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úxÉÒ ½þè, <ºÉÊ±ÉB +ÆOÉäVÉÒ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉÉä±É ®ú½þÉ ½þÚ Æ* ¨Éè Æ +ÉVÉ ½þÒ ¸ÉÒxÉMÉ®ú ºÉä +ÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú ¸ÉÒxÉMÉ®ú ¨Éä Æ ºÉ¤É JÉèÊ®úªÉiÉ ½þè
Ê±ÉÊEòxÉ Ênù±±ÉÒ ¨Éä Æ JÉèÊ®úªÉiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè, ªÉ½þÒ ¨Éè Æ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ* ¨ÉÖZÉä <Êi¨ÉxÉÉxÉ ½þè ÊEò VÉÉä ¨Éè Æ ¤ÉÉiÉä Æ Eò½þÚ ÆMÉÉ, ´Éä +Éè®ú ºÉÉÊlÉªÉÉä Æ xÉä xÉ½þÒÆ Eò½þÒÆ ½þÉä ÆMÉÒ EªÉÉä ÆÊEò

It pinches my body and soul.

ÊVÉºÉEòÉä +É{É Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ Eò½þiÉä ½þè Æ iÉÉä ¨ÉÖZÉä +SUôÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ±ÉMÉÉ* VÉ¤É +É{ÉxÉä ¨ÉÖZÉä <ÆEòÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ, +É{É SÉÉ½þä BEò Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ½þÒ nùäiÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¨Éä®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þä
¤ÉMÉè®ú Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ EòèºÉä Eò½þä ÆMÉä? ¨Éè ÆxÉä {É½þ±ÉÒ iÉEò®úÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ Eò½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò VÉ¤É <xÉEòÉ EòÉÆ¡òÒb÷ä ÆºÉ ½þÖ+É lÉÉ, <xÉEòÒ ¶ÉÊJºÉªÉiÉ Eòä Ê±ÉB ¨Éä®ú ä Ênù±É ¨Éä Æ ¤Éc÷Ò ¨ÉÉä½þ¤
¤ÉiÉ +Éè®ú <VWÉiÉ ½þè* ¨ÉÖZÉä ÊMÉ±ÉÉ ªÉ½þ ½þè ÊEò ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ VÉÒ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä ´É½þ ºÉ¤É EòÖUô xÉ½þÒÆ ¤ÉiÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè VÉÉä {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½þè +Éè®ú ÊVÉºÉºÉä ¨ÉÖZÉä
<Êi¨ÉxÉÉxÉ ½þÉä VÉÉB* ªÉ½þ `öÒEò ½þè ÊEò <x½þÉä ÆxÉä VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ EòÉä ¸ÉÒ iÉÉ±É¤ÉÉì]õ Eòä ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä Eòä Ê±ÉB ¦ÉäVÉÉ* ¤Éc÷É +SUôÉ ½þè, VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÊºÉÆ½þ VÉÒ EòÉä ¨Éè Æ VÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ,
¤Éc÷ä EòÉÊ¤É±É +Énù¨ÉÒ ½þè Æ +Éè®ú ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉ Ê´É¶´ÉÉºÉ =xÉEòÉä ½þÉÊºÉ±É ½þè* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +É{É <iÉxÉä ¤Éc÷ä ]õä±Éä Æ]õ EòÉä EªÉÉä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ <ºiÉä¨ÉÉ±É Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ? +ÉÊJÉ®ú Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÒ
ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]õÒÇ EòÒ ªÉÉ EòÉÆOÉäºÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè* ªÉ½þ {ÉÚ®ú ä nùä¶É EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ½þè, ªÉ½þ xÉä¶ÉxÉ±É <¶ªÉÚ ½þè* <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ EòÉ ]õä±Éäx]õ, nùÚºÉ®úä ½þÉ=ºÉ EòÉ ]õä±Éäx]õ, {ÉÚ®ú ä
¨ÉÖ±Eò EòÒ ºÉÉè Eò®úÉäc÷ +É¤ÉÉnùÒ EòÉ ]õä±Éäx]õ ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ½þè ÊVÉºÉä <ºiÉä¨ÉÉ±É xÉ½þÒÆ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè* ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤Éc÷Ò ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉ½þ ½þè ÊEò Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ xÉä +ÉiÉÆEò´ÉÉnù EòÉä ¨ÉÖºiÉ®únù Eò®ú
ÊnùªÉÉ* ´Éä +¨ÉxÉ +Éè®ú SÉèxÉ EòÒ ÊVÉÆnùMÉÒ MÉÖVÉÉ®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ +Éè®ú |ÉÉÆiÉ ½þè Æ, ´ÉèºÉä ½þÒ ´Éä ±ÉÉäMÉ ¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä BEò +]õÚ]õ Ê½þººÉä EòÒ iÉ®ú½þ +{ÉxÉÒ ÊVÉÆnùMÉÒ MÉÖVÉÉ®úxÉÉ
SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä +Éè®ú ¨Éä®ú ä JªÉÉ±É ºÉä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ¦ÉÒ nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ Eòä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ÊEòiÉxÉÉ Eò½þÉ lÉÉ? ¨ÉÖZÉä <Êi¨ÉxÉÉxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè ÊEò ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä
<ºÉ¨Éä Æ {ÉÚ®úÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ ½þè iÉÉÊEò nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä {ÉiÉÉ ±ÉMÉä* ÊºÉ¡òÇ +¨É®úÒEòÉ VÉ°ü®úÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè, +¦ÉÒ EòÖ¯û{É ºÉÉ½þ¤É ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä lÉä* `öÒEò ½þè, +¨É®úÒEòÉ ¨Éä Æ ªÉÚxÉÒ{ÉÉä±É®ú ÊºÉº]õ¨É ½þÉä
MÉªÉÉ ½þè* ±ÉäÊEòxÉ EªÉÉ ªÉÚ®úÉä{É VÉ°ü®úÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè? EªÉÉ VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ VÉ°ü®úÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè? +¦ÉÒ +½þ¨Énù ºÉÉ½þ¤É ªÉ½þÉÆ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þä lÉä* +É{ÉxÉä iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É <º±ÉÉ¨ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ¨ÉÉÊ±ÉEòÉä Æ EòÉä ¨ÉÖºiÉ®únù
ÊEòªÉÉ ½þè, BEòiÉ®ú¡ò ®úJÉÉ ½þè* +É{ÉEòÉä ªÉ½þ EòèºÉä JªÉÉ±É ¨Éä Æ ½þè ÊEò ´Éä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä nùÖ¶¨ÉxÉ ½þè Æ? EòÉèxÉ ºÉÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É +É{ÉxÉä EòÒ lÉÒ? EªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉä ¤ÉxÉÉiÉ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ VÉÒ EòÉä ªÉÉ +½þ¨Énù
VÉÒ EòÉä ¤ÉÖ±ÉÉªÉÉ ÊEò EòÖUô ¨Énùnù EòÒÊVÉB? <ºÉÊ±ÉB ¨ÉÖZÉä <Êi¨ÉxÉÉxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè ÊEò +É{É ºÉ¤É EòÖUô `öÒEò Eò®ú ®ú½þä ½þè Æ*

<ºÉ ´ÉEiÉ MÉÖ±É¨ÉMÉÇ ¨Éä Æ ¤ÉÒºÉ-iÉÒºÉ ½þVÉÉ®ú ±ÉÉäMÉ ®úÉiÉ +Éè®ú ÊnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ `ö½þ®úiÉä ½þè Æ* {É½þ±ÉMÉÉÆ´É ¦ÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ ºÉä ¦É®úÉ ½þÖ+É ½þè* iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É ]ªÉÚÊ®úº]ºÉ ¦É®úä {Éc÷ä ½þè Æ* ¨Éè Æ +ÉVÉ BªÉ®ú{ÉÉä]õÇ ºÉä
+ÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ¨ÉÖZÉä ±ÉMÉÉ ÊEò Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ Ê¤É±EòÖ±É ºÉÉ¨ÉÉxªÉ ÊºlÉÊiÉ ½þè ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Ênù±±ÉÒ ¨Éä Æ ¨ÉÖZÉä ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ½þè ÊEò Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ MÉc÷¤Éc÷ ½þè*

This is a paradoxical situation.

ªÉ½þ EòèºÉÉ {Éè®úÉb÷ÉìEºÉ {ÉènùÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ? ¨Éè Æ <ºÉ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ÊEò EòèºÉä ªÉÚ®úÉäÊ¡òªÉÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ? <ºÉEòÉä BEò xÉä¶ÉxÉ±É <¶ªÉÚ ¨ÉÉxÉä Æ +Éè®ú nùÖÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä ¤ÉiÉÉBÆ * +¦ÉÒ ´ÉÉÊ¶ÉÆMÉ]õxÉ
ºÉä nùÉä-SÉÉ®ú nùÉäºiÉ +É MÉB lÉä* <x½þÒÆ nùÉä-iÉÒxÉ ÊnùxÉÉä Æ ¨Éä Æ =xÉºÉä ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉEòÉiÉ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç*

18.00 hrs.

=xÉEòÉä ¨Éè ÆxÉä EòèºÉä]õ ÊnùJÉÉªÉÉ ÊEò ¨Éä®ú ä <±ÉèE¶ÉxÉ ¨Éä Æ ÊEòºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ½þVÉÉ®úÉä Æ ±ÉÉäMÉ ¶ÉÉÊ¨É±É ½þÉä MÉB lÉä* =x½þÉä ÆxÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eòä B¨¤ÉèºÉb÷®ú EªÉÉ EòÉ¨É Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ, ´Éä ºÉ>ðnùÒ
+®ú¤É Eòä Bb÷Ò]õºÉÇ ºÉä VÉÉEò®ú Ê¨É±ÉiÉä EªÉÉä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè Æ? ªÉ½þ EòèºÉäb÷ =xÉEòÉä nùäiÉä EªÉÉä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þè? ¨ÉèxÉä Eò½þÉ - =ºÉ VÉ¨ÉÉxÉä ¨Éä Æ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ VÉÉä <±ÉèE¶ÉxÉ ±Éc÷É VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ, ªÉ½þÉÆ EòÉ
¨ÉÒÊb÷ªÉÉ =ºÉEòÉä xÉ½þÒÆ ÊnùJÉÉ ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ* ´Éä Eò½þiÉä ½þè ÊEò ½þ¨ÉÉ®úÉ ÊºÉº]õ¨É JÉ®úÉ¤É ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½þè* +¤É VÉÉ±ÉxvÉ®ú Eòä VÉÊ®úB EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½þè* ¨Éä®úÉ ÊMÉ±ÉÉ ªÉ½þ ½þè ÊEò ¨ÉÒÊb÷ªÉÉ
EòÉä ½þ®úEòiÉ ¨Éä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ ±ÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þè* nùÚ®únù¶ÉÇxÉ ½þÒ xÉ½þÒÆ, WÉÒ-]õÒ´ÉÒ +Éè®ú º]õÉ®ú ¨Éä Æ ¦ÉÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½þè* <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ ¨Éä®úÉ ÊMÉ±ÉÉ +Éb÷´ÉÉhÉÒ VÉÒ ºÉä ¦ÉÒ ½þè* ¨Éè Æ <ºÉ
ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éä Æ {ÉÉÆSÉ´ÉÒ ¤ÉÉ®ú SÉÖxÉEò®ú +ÉªÉÉ ½þÚ Æ +Éè®ú lÉÉäc÷Ò ºÉÒ ºÉÒÊxÉªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ ½þÉÊºÉ±É Eò®ú ±ÉÒ ½þè* +MÉ®ú ¨Éè Æ {É½þ±ÉÒ ¤ÉÉ®ú ¦ÉÒ +ÉªÉÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ, iÉÉä ¦ÉÒ =xÉEòÉ ½þEò ¤ÉxÉiÉÉ ½þè, EªÉÉä ÆÊEò ´Éä



½þÉä¨É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ½þè Æ +Éè®ú VÉÉìVÉÇ ºÉÉ½þ¤É Êb÷¡òè ÆºÉ Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ½þè Æ, ´Éä ½þ¨É nùÉäxÉÉä Æ ºÉnùºªÉÉä Æ EòÉä ¤ÉÖ±ÉÉiÉä* ½þ¨ÉÉ®úä iÉÒºÉ®úä ºÉÉlÉÒ, ¸ÉÒ ºÉèªªÉnù ½þÖºÉèxÉ, ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú ½þè Æ, VÉÉä Eò®úÊMÉ±É ºÉä ½þè Æ* Eò®úÊMÉ±É
¨Éä Æ MÉÉä±Éä ¡ò]õ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ, >ð®úÒ ¨Éä Æ MÉÉä±Éä ¡ò]õ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ +Éè®ú Eò®úxÉÉ ¨Éä Æ MÉÉä±Éä ¡ò]õ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* EªÉÉ ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÒÆ ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB lÉÉ ÊEò +Éb÷´ÉÉhÉÒ VÉÒ ½þ¨É EòÉä ¤ÉÖ±ÉÉEò®ú ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä +Éè®ú
{ÉÚUôiÉä ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ EªÉÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½þè? ½þ¨É ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Æ xÉä ¡òèºÉ±ÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò +ÉVÉ +Éb÷´ÉÉhÉÒ VÉÒ +Éè®ú VÉÉìVÉÇ ºÉÉ½þ¤É EòÉä ÊEòºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ {ÉEòc÷ ±Éä ÆMÉä +Éè®ú {ÉÚUôä ÆMÉä ÊEò +É{É +
{ÉxÉÉ nùÖ:JÉ EªÉÉä Æ |ÉEò]õ xÉ½þÒÆ Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ? +É{É EªÉÉä Æ xÉ½þÒÆ {ÉÚUôiÉä ½þè Æ ÊEò <ºÉEòÉä EòèºÉä ®úÉäEòÉ VÉÉB?

Sir, This is crux of the situation. Pakistan has become nervous because of the normalcy that is prevailing in
Kashmir and the Government is failing to show to the world the kind of normalcy that has returned to Kashmir.
How Kashmiris have rejected terrorism of all sorts? How they want to live for peace and progress.

¨Éä®úÒ nù®úJ´ÉÉºiÉ ½þè, +É{É ¤ÉiÉÉªÉä Æ ÊEò <ºÉ ]õè±Éä Æ]õ EòÉ ÊEòºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä <ºiÉä¨ÉÉ±É Eò®úiÉä ½þè Æ?

I do not grudge Shri Jaswant Singh talking all the time to Mr. Talbott but the rest of the world is also important
because America will have ultimately to rise to the occasion and show the responsibility. Nothing is happening
in dialogue with Muslim countries, Europe, China and Japan.

BEò SÉÒVÉ +Éè®ú ¨Éè Æ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½þÚ Æ* b÷Éäb÷É Eòä ¤ÉÉ®úä ¨Éä Æ iÉÉä +Éb÷´ÉÉhÉÒ VÉÒ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉä ÆMÉä* ´É½þÉÆ ±ÉÉäMÉ ¨ÉÉ®úä VÉÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* ¨Éä®úÒ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½þè ÊEò VÉ¨¨ÉÚ ¨Éä Æ Eòi±ÉÉäMÉÉ®úiÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½þè*
Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ ¨ÉÖºÉ±É¨ÉÉxÉ ±ÉÉäMÉ xÉVÉÉ®úÉ nùäJÉ ®ú½þä ½þè Æ* ªÉ½þ VÉJ¨É iÉÉä =xÉEòä ºÉÒxÉä Æ {É®ú =iÉ®ú ®ú½þÉ ½þè* VÉ¤É ´ÉVÉÒ®úä +ÉVÉ¨É VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nùä Æ, iÉÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉä Æ ÊEò Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú ¨Éä Æ +¨ÉxÉ ½þè, xÉÉ¨ÉÇ ä Æ±ºÉÒ
½þè +Éè®ú Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú Eòä ±ÉÉäMÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉ Ê½þººÉÉ ¤ÉxÉEò®ú ºÉÖJÉ +Éè®ú SÉèxÉ ºÉä VÉÒxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þè Æ* ªÉ½þ ¨Éä®úÒ +É{ÉºÉä nù®úJ´ÉÉºiÉ ½þè*

(<ÊiÉ)

 


