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difficult to be handled by the plan-
ters, the use of ‘Bay 5072-70%’ is 
easily understood by the planters.

In the. interest of earning v&uable 
foreign exchange through the ea$o*t 
of cardamom, in the interest of sus-
taining the livelihood of 80,000 work-
ers an(* in the interest of thousands 
of planters, the Government should 
allow the import of this chemical 
4Bay 5072-70%’ to the Cardamom 
Planters’ Association, Bodinayakanur. 
Tamilnadu or to the Cardamom 
Board for distribution to the planters 
for exterminating this dreadecf'aisease, 
Azhukal, which will destroy all plan-
tations. b
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MOTION RE. INTERNATIONAL. 
SITUATION AND POLICY OF GOV-
ERNMENT OF INDIA IN RELATION 

THERETO—Contd.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now the
House will take up further considera-
tion of the following motion moved 
by Shri P. V. Narasimha Rao on the 
18th September, 1981, namely: —

’ “That this House do consider the- 
present international situation an  ̂
the policy of the Government o f 
India in relation thereto.’ ’

Shri Satyasadhan Chakraborty was on 
his legs. He may continue.

SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA-
BORTY (Calcutta South): Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I continue my 
speech and tell the Members that I 
emphasise the point that to-dav we 
are faced with a grave problem. The 
problem is that the war clouds are 
gathering over the world and'lhe Han-
ger of nuclear war is real' in thfr 
world to-day.

Now, Sir, the House will agree wilf 
me that we T e q u ire  peace not only ini
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India but we require it all over the 
world. Without peace there can be no 
development. It is a question of sur-
vival of the human race. It is most 
important for us in India because 
without the atmosphere of peace, we 
cannot have economic development. 
But, peace is in danger because of 
some recent developments in the Im-
perialist world. The United States of 
America now is openly talking of limi-
ted nuclear war and they are prepar-
ing for this war. They are trying to 
hoodwink the people by saying that 
limited war will remain cinfin&& to a 
particular region. But, thig type of 
modern war cannot remain so, every 
nuclear war, by its very nature, can-
not remain confined to a particular 
region. It will engulf the whole 
world in ofie ^conflagration and'^uTti- 
mately lead to the destruction of 
human race. Now, the question is: 
What is the reason for this war hys-
teria or for this war propaganda? 
What is the reason for this whipping 
up of aramentg race? There are 
People who argue that war is in the 
blood of men. It is because oi the 
jingoistic psychology that the wars 
are produced. Sir, I will like to quote 
from the “Father of the American 
neutron bomb” . He says: ,

■ “All people are monsters/’ His 
daughter, who was present then, 
asked: “then are you a monster, 
too?’ Yes, I am /’ he answered, and 
added that “war is in man’s very 
nature.” Here is a striking exam-
ple of human-hating psychology.”

This type of hate psychology is pro-
pagated by the people who have 
developed neutron bomb which is 
dangerous because it is capable of 
exterminating the human-civilization. 
But, is it true that war is in the 
human blood? No. The reason why 
is there war—we must go into the 
material conditions of the people. The 
root causes of war are in the econo-
mic system itself. I can quite it from 
Mrs. Gandhi’s speech which she deli-
vered at Cancun. She said:

“We are told that the world eco-
nomy is in a bad shape, that even

the most prosperous of nations have 
inflation and unemployment, and 
suffer from recessionary conditions 
and a slowing down of growth.”

“Half a century ago, industrialised 
nations found themselves in some-
what similar predicament. Their 
attempt to solve these problems by 
inward-looking policies and through 
Protectionism, preferential blocks, 
currency depreciation and similar 
devices plunged the world in fhe 
worst-ever depression, culminating 
in World War-II ”

What were the reasons for world 
War II- It was due to the cut-throat 
competition among thes® developed 
industrialised nations. Their policy 
was: “Beggar thy neighbour Ifor thy 
own survival.” So, it was the compe-
tition of the imperialist world and 
their attempts to exploit the whole 
World and establish their own mono-
poly, wliich plunged the World into 
the Second World War.

Similar conditions are prevailing to-
day. These imperialist countries are 
facing severe economic crisis and they 
are facing economic stagnation.

In order to understand the depth of 
ffie crisis, T would like to quote cer-
tain figures. I am quoting the Growth 
Rate of the Aggregate Production of 
Commodities and Services: Percent-
age of the Capitalist Countries f  The 
Annual Average for developed capi-
talist countries for 1961—73 was 5.0 
per cent. In 1973—79 it was 2.3 per 

'cent. In 1980 it is 1.5 per cent. Now 
they are facing massive unemploy-
ment. In the United States of Ame-
rica, roughly, 8 to 9 million people are 
unemployed. In Englaiid, 3 million 
people are unemployed. You will find 
that in all developed industrialised 
capitalist countries there is wide-
spread unemployment and stagnation. 
What is the way out? According' to 
them the way out is more and more 
dependence on Armaments, and pre-
paring for war.
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1 If you look at the American Budget, 
you will find this: Their spending on
War preparations has reached almost 
astronomical figures. There is a 
powerful military industrial complex 
in the U.S.A. They are preparing for 
war because for them war is not ter-
rible, but, it is profitable. That is 
why they are preparing for war. Tfils 
is the way in which they want to 
steady their economy and maintain 
their economic strength. That is the 
basic reason why we today finjl that 
there are such War preparations. And 
to bluff the people what are they say-
ing? TAey are saying that this War 
will only remain confined to a partis 
cular region. They are now destabi-
lising the detante which was arrived 
at after painstaking negotiations.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, there is 
some sort of rough parity between the 
NATO - powers and the Warsaw 
powers.

The USA is trying to unilaterally 
break this detente. They are openly 
saying that they want to create con-
ditions from which they can talk to 
the Socialist world. They are openly 
propagating that they talk from posi-
tions of strength so that they can die- 
tate terms. They want military supe-
riority so that they can impose their 
opinions on the other parts of the 
world,

So, "Sir, this is the situation. It is 
the internal economic crisis of capita-
lism, it is the stagnation in the Im-
perialist World,.,. . which is leading 
them to preparations for war, w hich. 
is compelling them to break the de-
tente and which is pushing the world 
to the bring of war and desperately 
they are saying that they are for 
brinkmanship, they are for massive 
retaliation and they are for retention 
o f vital interests even at the cost of 
war. Sir, you will be astonished to 
know what Mr Haig the American 
leader has said. They say about the 
war and peace. In one of the inter-
views Mr. Alexander Haig had said
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that there were other things which 
were more important than peace. Pea-
ce is not important, according to them, 
but the other things are important. 
Now, what are those other things? On 
31st January 198i, Mr. Alexander Haig 
had said in one of his interviews as—

“I will say that today the main 
threat and preoccupation in the 
free world’ is the eruption of inter-
national terrorism and associated 
cases of unlawful interference, the 
so called national liberation wars” .

Openly the American administration 
is saying this. What is the interna-
tional terrorism? It is the national 
liberation wars. When the people 
are fighting for freedom in El Sal-
vador, it is international terrorism? 
In Angol&v when the people are 
fighting for independence, it is inter-
national terrorism. When the people 
of the Afro-Asian countries are 
the natural resources of their own 
countries, it is international terrorism. 
Now, the United States want to fight 
it, prepare for war and crush the 
freedom fighters under the military 
jackboot. That is the policy being 
adopted by the United States of 
America.

I would again quote what Mr. Haig 
said in his interview on 11th March, 
1981.

“Western industrialised societies
• are largely dependent on the oil 

resources of the Middle East region 
and a threat to access to that oil 
would constitute a grave threat to 
the vital national interest. This 
must be dealt with, and that does 
not exclude the use of force if that 
is necessary,”

Who is speaking this? Mr, Haig, the 
responsible man, a responsible man 
who is charged with the policy deci-
sion apd its execution. What are the 
vital ini crests of the United States of 
Amen: a? The Americans are inte-
rested in the oil well of the Middle 
East and access to it. So the oil wells 
do not belong to the Middle East coun-
tries where they are existing. But 
they belong to the United States of
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America. If they are threatened be-
cause of the policy pursued by that 
Government—the mineral resources 
and other resources they? have in their 
country—the United States is openly 
brandishing sword, the sword of nu-
clear weapons and is saying we will 
use force; it is a threat to our vital 
interest. And for that, they are pre-
pared to go to war and if it is nuclear 
war, never mind because war is in the 
blood of men and men are monsters. 
So, Sir, this is almost the Hitlerite 
ideology of killing people, destroying 
the various peoples under the Sun. 
Here they said that the vital interest 
of the United States of America is 
most important. On 28th April, 1981, 
Mr. Casper Weinberger the leading 
Northern American statesman and 
the diplomat said like this:

“Many of the resources that we 
need for energy and many essential 
strategic minerals are found thou-
sands of miles from our shores. . .  
If we are to safeguard our access, 
and the access of the free world to 
these resources, we must increase 
our military and naval strength.”

This is the real nature of the free 
world. The free world must have 
access to the resources lying thousands 
of mlies away from their shores. This 
is the reason why there is war pre-
paration; this is the reason why the 
imperialists, the NATO powers and 
the United States of America are 
preparing for war and bringing differ-
ent regions of the world into its orbit. 
That is the situation and that is what 
the imperialists are trying to do, and 
for that they are trying to destablise 
the regions with the purpose of creat-
ing trouble in these areas. If this is 
the international scenario, if there is 
the danger of war, the whipping up 
of arm race, refusal to sign SALT-II 
agreement, and all initiatives taken to 
send medium-range missiles in 
Europe, how does India find itself in 
this situation?

We are decidedly for peace, be-
cause without peace, we cannot sur-
vive and there can toe no economic

development. But then how do we 
find ourselves? Today we find that 
we are surrounded by some 
hostile States and this is pre-
cisely the work of the United States 
of America. The policy of the United 
States of America is to create an 
are of crisis in the sourthem region 
and that- is why they are drawing 
Pakistan into their strategi consensus: 
they are arming Pakistan to the teeth. 
And what does Pakistan say? Pakis-
tan says that this*is for their defence. 
In this connection, I would only like 
to refer to one paper and what has 
been stated there. This is a study 
by the International Institute for 
Strategic Studies, Military Balance 
Report, 1930-81. In this study, it has 
been demonstrated beyond doubt 
that some sort of rough parity, mili-
tary parity exists between India and 
Pakistan. There is no question of 
any superiority. Why is it that Pak-
istan is trying to have sophisticated 
weapons, sophisticated military hard-
ware from the United States including 
F-16s? Is it for its own defence? I 
do not mind; Pakistan has a right to 
its defence, but it is not doing that. 
What does the Pakistan say; and what 
does the United States say? They 
say that it is to counteract the poten-
tial attack from the Soviet Union, 
which according to them, is expan-
sionist and it is because of the situ-
ation existing in Afghanistan. Bue, 
is it true? Responding to fears of a 
Soviet response to the .arms ship-
ments, Mr, Agha Shahi—he was ans-
wering certain questions of politi-
cians and journalists—said:

“This fear in your mind about 
the danger of an attack by the 
Soviet Union should be allayed. And 
the Soviets have categorically as-
sured us, and this has been stated 

. by Brezhnev a number of times, 
that we should not take into ac-
count this possibility. Any other 
attack, well this is precisely the 
reason why we want to get the arms 
quickly.* ‘

What is this 'amy other attack? Isn’t 
it a fact that Pakistan is a proxy, it 
is the United States, which is behind
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it and it is the policy of United 
States—destabilisation—that is behind 
it? Sir, actually this has brought the 
cold war to our door-step. This is 

. going to escalate the arms competi-
tion, arms race and this is a positive 
danger for the whole region.

Sir, what is being done in Bangla-
desh? The pro-American forces have 
consolidated and the negotiations are 
going on that there should be a base 
near Chittagong for the Americans. 
Already Sri Lanka has offered its 
Naval Base for its use to the Ameri- 
rans,

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE 
(New Delhi): That is not correct.

SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA- 
BORTY: That is the condition. What-
ever they say. No one will say open-
ly, because all these black-deeds are 
done in dark, not in open day light.

»
Now, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, 

that is the condition. How is India 
responding to such a situation? Yes, 
on certain issues we are taking correct 
stand. But we are always vacillatr 
ing. Our policy is also policy of vac-
illation. Now we talk of military 
danger, war preparations, but then 
we talk of super-power rivalry. We 
talk of preparations and then we 
clothe our whole idea in the kid 
glove of super-power rivalry. Is that 
a fact or not? Are we not actually* 
putting the war-mongers. and the de-
fenders in the same status? Why is it 
that we are balancing? We should 
not balance. We must be bold en-
ough from our own experience—who 
is doing what, who is endangering 
world peace, who is preparing for 
war and we must state it boldly that 
it is the socialist world headed by
the Soviet Union which is genuinely 
trying to have some sort of an under-
standing, detente, peace and lasting 
peace. We should not actually try 

 ̂ to equate and say super-power rival-
ry and thereby deceive ourselves, de-

ceive our people and 
peoples of the world.

deceive the

Sir, there is a North-South dialogue. 
Mrs. Gandhi goes and says we are 
very poor and you are practising pro-
tectionism; let there be cooperation. 
What cooperation? It is by exploit-
ing us that they prosper, I can quote 
figures, how the third world count-
ries are incurring debt after debt and 
how we are compelled to increase our 
exports, not for our economic deve-
lopment, but to pay for the debts 
and the debt servicing. And the 
multi-nationals are plundering these 
third-world countries. We are invit-
ing the multi-nationals, we are allow-
ing them to plunder our economy; we 
are taking the IMF Loan and then we 
are bending our knees and roaring 
like a lion that we shall stand on our 
own legs. Are we strengthening our 
legs? Is our economic policy condu-
cive to our self-reliance, because the 
non-aligned policy totally depends 
upon economic self-reliance. By mort-
gaging our economy to the imperia-
list countries, can we expect to have 
a real non-aligned policy—a policy 

which is enemy of none, - a 
■policy which really emanates from 
the interests of the Indian people, a 
policy which is against imperialism 
and colonialism? We cannot do it. 
The proof of it is Delhi Non-aligned 
Foreign Ministers’ Conference. I will 
ask you to go through the Document. 
What did we discuss there? We were 
compelled to discuss things which 
were mostly dictated by the friends 
of the Americans. We could not men-
tion Diego Garcia because the Ameri-
cans would be angry. We were very 
soft. What did we discuss in Melbo-
urne, in the Commonwealth Confer-
ence? Kampuchea, Afghanistan. We 
cannot discuss the Indian Ocean, we 
cannot discuss what the imperialists 
are doing, because of our economic 
weakness, because of our vacillation. 
We forget that our non-alignment is 
primarily a policy of anti-colonialism 
and anti-imperialism of any form or 
any colour. That is the situation we 
are facing to-day.
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Before I end, I would tell the 
Government: ‘Yes; there is a
danger. The United States and 
other countries of the West, imperia-
list countries, want to de-stabilize our 
■country. They are helping the seces-
sionist forces. They are helping the 
■obscurantist forces in our country. 
They are trying to see that we do not 
stand on our own legs, economically. 
But what-measures are you taking to 

fight it?’

In India, the ruling party is allying 
with secessionist forces. Instead of 
giving a clarion call to the people say-
ing that this is the hour of crisis, and 
that people should unite for the de-
fence of the country, for the indepenr 
dence of the country since there is a 
grave danger of war and the imperia-
lists have a design to disintegrate and 
de-slabilize—what are you doing? You 
are just trying to enslave our people 
*by the Essential Services Maintenance 
Act. You are trying to mortgage our 
•economy by going to the IMF. You 
-are trying to strengthen the forces of 
de-stabilization by more and more 
-contracts with the multi-nationals to 
plunder our country. Where is self-
reliance? If you are not economically 
strong, if you are not economically 
self-reliant, if you are depending on 
the Western countries in your trade, 
your technical know-how and in your 
imported technology, you can sermo-
nize on this non-alignment and all 
that; but you cannot play an effective 
role in the comity of nations.

That is where the present ruling 
party has landed the country. They 
are blowing hot and cold. They are 
talking of the North exploiting the 
South; and then they are bending 
their knees, going to pray: ‘Give us 
help.’ What is this? Does this increase 
our prestige? They are talking of 
Super-Power rivalry, almost shield-
ing partially the aggressor, the adven-
turer, the war-monger, the chauvinist, 
the people who are trying to plunge 
the world into a conflagaration by

which there will be the extermi-
nation of the whole human race.

That is why I would urge upon the 
Government to realize the situation, 
to see the danger of war, to see the 
danger of imperialist intervention and 
to' understand how, when the whole 
imperialist economy is plunged into a 
crisis, they are spending billions of 
dollars for war preparations—because 
these are the merchants of death. They 
use the people as cannon fodder. In 
the Vietnam war, they experimented 
with biological and chemical warfare. 
Now they want to experiment with 
neutron bomb, either in Europe or in 
the third world countries. I would 
ask the Government to be bold enough 
to say that we are against it. Not 
only that; they should prepare the 
people and give a lead to them and 
say that there should be some sort of 
a movement against these war prepa-
rations. The Indian Government, as 
a non-aligned nation, should give a 
lead to the peace-loving peoples of 
the world, along with the socialist 
countries, against these war prepara-
tions, and against this war hysteria, 
against this whipping up of the arms 
race. Also, internally, Government 
should follow a policy of selfi-reliance; 
and necessary institutional and social 
changes should be brought about, so 
that we can stand on our legs, we 
don’t go to Washington and London 
with a begging bowl and say: “Give 
us aid, give us dollar, give us this and 
that,” and then roar in the interna-
tional arena saying: “We are non-
aligned, we are free, we stand on our 
own legs.” Please don’t do these 
things. Give up your policy of vacil-
lation. The people of India are ready 
to undergo any amount of sacrifice 
when it is a question of defending our 
country, of fighting for our indepen-
dence and self-reliance. These are the 
questions that are there. I am sure 
that the people of India will be ready 
to undergo any amount of sacrifice 
for fighting imperialism, for fighting 
the dangers of war. With these words 
I conclude.



MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr.
Madhavrao Scindia.

SHRI G. M. BANATWALLA: (Pon- 
nani): A  good Marxist speech. (Inter-
ruptions)

SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA- 
BORTY: Not at all Islamic. For
Islamic speeches I depend on him.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He is a 
Marxist. You cannot expect anything 
else from him.

(Interhruptions),

SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA- 
BORTY: If you do not mind, for his 
information I can give another quota-
tion from Aga Shahi. (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: No, no.

SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA- 
BORTY: If he provokes me, I will 
say. Aga Shahi says... (Interrup-
tions) He has taken the responsibi-
lity for Indian Muslims also. (Inter-
ruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He took 
another three minutes.

SHRI MADHAVRAO SCINDIA 
(Guna): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, we 

are living in grave times; times full 
of tension and uncertainty. We have 
reached a stage in human history 
when the world is tormented by dis-
cord and disunity, and in spite of 
this vast human family sharing a 
common concern for the fate of the 
world, ironically, the inventiveness 
of man is still being transformed into 
a potential threat, rather than nurtur-
ed as a hope for the survival and 
progress of humanity. *
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conflict and projecting a nuclear war 
as limitable, winnable, and therefore, 
acceptable. It was Albert Einstein 

who said, “in the next but one, peo-
ple will be fighting with bows and 
arrows” indicating the catastrophic 
consequences of a nuclear conflict. 
With concepts like limited nuclear 
war and terms like tactical nuclear 
weapons, being freely bandied about, 
Europe is haunted by the spectre of 
a nuclear exchange on their densely 
populated territories. President Re-
agan in his customary candour, has 
expressed the view that a mere nu-
clear exchange in Europe would not 
necessarily unleash the American 
strategic arsenal against the Soviets. 
It is widely accepted that the Krem-
lin also holds the view that a general 
strategic nuclear war between Mos-
cow and Washington as the result of 
an escalation from a localised or 
theatre nucletar conflict would only 
occur if Soviet cities were involved 
of destroyed. It seems that it is not 
merely the nuclear armouries of the 
super powers that match, but more 
sinister still, their nuclear war doc-
trines seem to match too! India, as 
a prominent member of the develop*- 
ing or the third world must continue 
its efforts to activate world pressure 
on the Super Powers. For this, a co-
ordination with the present disarma-
ment movement gathering momentum 
in Europe could shatter the precar-
ious balance of traditional blocs and 
alliances to their very foundations. 
We could then direct this potent com-
bination against super-power inter-
ference in our part of the world and 
in support of the United Nations de-
claration of the Indian Ocean as a 
Zone of Peace.

10, 1981 of Government of 592
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Fierce competition amongst the 
Great Powers is developing and is 
intensified by the continuous additions 
to their nuclear arsenals, as my col-
league, my friend, just now mention-
ed, the development of weapons like 
the neutron bomb, is ominous^ for ,it 
means the formulation of a danger-
ous new doctrine which has the effect 
of lowering the threshold of nuclear

In addition to the horrifying nu-
clear race and simplistic limited nu-
clear war theories, the unrestricted 
sale of conventional arms by great 
powers to sensitive regions in Asia 
and Africa are converting them into 
cockpits of tension. In this context, 
the US decision to supply sophistica-
ted war planes to Pakistan far be-
yond and unrelated to their genuine



defence needs can only be condemn-
ed. It has raised the armaments thre-
shold qualitatively and introduced a 
new element in the region, prof. 
Chakraborty has already enumerated 
the justification that the United States 
has put forward, namely, that it is 
necessary to guarantee the security of 
Pakistan against the Soviet threat 
from Afghanistan, and secondly, that 
Pakistan now features prominently in 
their strategic Southern arc of crisis 
to contain the Soviet Union and also 
provides the future possibility of 
bases or emergency facilities for the 
Rapid Development Force. Buckley 
has ^ s0 stated that t£Pakistan is of 
extreme importance to the security of 
Persian Gulf, in which we have most 
immediately direct self-interest.” But 
can Pakistan ever dream of holding 
the Soviets at bay if the occasion 
ever arises? There are fewer illusions 
in Islamabad than there are in Wash-
ington about the military and politi-
cal efficacy of them directly taking 
on the Soviets or even of deterring 
them in any serious manner. Besides, 
the arms being supplied are of no 

use in mountainous terrain. At the 
strategic level, there is ample evi-
dence that the Islamabad military 
leadership understands that the wea-
pons from the United States are not 
for defence against Afghanistan or 
the Soviets but against India? Mr.
Agha Shahi’s statement gives subs-
tantial evidence of this. The three 
wars between the two countries have 
amply demonstrated that on the part 
of Pakistan, the dividing line between 
defence preparedness and offensive 
intentions is extremely thin. The rer 
arming of Pakistan can only encour-
age adventurist tendencies to carry 
out a first strike against India.

On innumerable occasions, succes-
sive regimes in Pakistan have resort*- 
ed to the traditional bogey of India’s 
aggressive intentions. Knowledgeable 
public opinion in both countries un-
derstands the disastrous consequences 
to their respective economies in the 
aftermath of war. India, as our hon. 
Foreign Minister has stated on eeve-
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rai occasions, has a stake, has a vest-
ed interest, in a strong and stable 
Pakistan. A  weak Pakistan can cre-
ate new problems for us. Such de-
velopments could culminate in entirer 
ly new friction points emerging. A  
weak Pakistan would bring us, in a 
de facto way, much closer to a very 
real hot spot in international affairs. 
Which country could remain relaxed 
in a situation where in a de-facto 
form we are next to an international 
•hot spot? Surely, enlightened pub-
lic opinion in Pakistan will under-
stand this.

This high powered weaponry hai 
placed India under the gun. And it is 
astonishing to see senior leaders like 
Morarji Desai, Mr. Jagjivan Ram and 
my young ebullient friend, Dr. 
Swamy joining in a chorus 
saying that Pakistain is too 
small to pese any real 
threat to our country. Maybe domes-
tic political discords are proving more 
powerful than even considerations of 
national security.

The Pakistan President has cast 
doubts on the acceptability of the line 
of control in Kashmir and has tried 
to internationalise the issue. This is 
totally against the Simla spirit. He 
has, in fact, attempted to throw the 
Simla spirit to the winds. It is against 
this backdrop that we must view the 
so called ‘no-war pact’ offer by Gene-
ral Zia, who had only eight months 
ago, declared that ‘a no war pact 
would not be worth the paper it 
might be written on’. It was a states-
man-like attitude which brought 
about the Simla agreement and in its 
very spirit, it represents the formali-
sation of a ‘no-war’ understanding. 
I must congratulate the Minister of 
External Affairs on the lucid and ex-
pansive statement he made in Parlia,- 
ment recently, clearly expressing 
India’s positive attitude towards such 
an offer, on the basis that ‘it consti-
tutes an acceptance for "the first time, 
of India’s offer of a ‘no war’ pact which 
has stood intact since 1949 and as 
further amplification of the Simla 
agreement.’ So we must not only en-
sure a continuous implementation of
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■this agreement but we must keep on 
drying to perpetuate its very spirit.

As far as the American attitude is 
concerned, it can only be called des-
tructive, Is the US not harming its 
own interests in the sub-continent by 
pursuing a policy which in Selig 
Harrisons words is ‘a monumental, 
self-defeating blunder*, and will only 
succeed in ‘fanning the flames of anti- 
americanism’ in both countries. We 
will never forget that the Soviets 
came to our aid in 1971 and that geo-
strategic considerations would neces-
sitate that normaly we should have a 
warm and cordial relationship with 
them. They have helped us time and 
again in so many spheres. But, Sir, 
let the world know that we are no-
body's proxy and if any imbalance is 
created, the fault will lie fair-
ly and squarely at the White 
House doorstep. India is engag-
ed in a titanic battle—a battle 
which over-rides all other considera-
tions—the battle against poverty. Are 
the Americans helping us win this 
battle? Can we overlook the way the 
Americans have threatened our power 
production entirely for peaceful use 
by fouling up Tarapur? Can we over-
look the negative attitude the Ame-
ricans have displayed on the IMF 
loan, a loan which would help us tide 
over difficulties created by develop-
ments outside our control like soaring 
o il prices? Can we overlook the fact 
that in the case of Pakistan the Sym-
ington Amendment has been waived 
to enable continuity of arms, supplies? 
Can we overlook the manner in which 
the Americans are feverishly re-arm-
ing Pakistan? if Washington, instead, 
displayed a constructive attitude, and 
extended to us the hand of coopera-
tion, I am sure that it would receive 
in return the warm hand of friend-
ship that epitomises the traditional 
Indian attitude of non-violence.

Surely, even China pre-occupied 
with its economic priorities, and with 
Taiwan looming large, cannot accept 
with equanimity, the entry of external
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forces and influences in the region. We 
all welcome the initiatives taken by the 
two countries and earnestly hope that 
China will understand the importance 
of peaceful relations between us, in 
the Asian context and the resultant 
benefits that will accrue to our two 
political societies.

As far as Afghanistan is concerned, 
India has consistently expressed her 
disapproval of interference by all out-
side forces in any country. But realities 
point to a political solution in Afgha-
nistan, which can only emerge in an 
atmosphere of trust and confidence, 
based on an understanding of all glo-
bal, regional and national aspects. It 
is in the interests of the Great Powers 
that they encourage such an atmos-
phere. Otherwise, they will only succeed 
in pushing the planet grimly to the 
ultimate war amongst nations, a war 
in which they too will be overcome.

As far as global security is concern-
ed, it can no longer be conceived in 
military terms alone. Economic se-
curity in terms of access to raw mate-
rials and energy resoures, as well as 
in t erms of distribution of the 
world’s wealth, have become leading 
issues of international affairs.

Ten years after the launching of 
the programme of the New Inter-
national Economic Order, the growing 
differences between the developer and 
developing countries, and the poverty 
of the latter, have reached a stage of 
extreme seriousness. Never before 
in the history of mankind has the 
under-developed world been subject*- 
ed to such a degree of exploitation, 
economic stranglehold and poverty, 
where for some countries even. as-
piring for a subsistence economy i* 
a far away dream.

Statistics reveal that 6 per cent of 
the world’s population consume 40 
percent of all basic commodities pro-
duced and that the difference in income 
between countries at either end of the 
development scale is 1:200. The
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developed countries comprise only 
25 per cent of the world’s population, 
but possess 83 per cent of the world’s 
GNP, consume 75 per cent of all 
energy produced, consume 70 per cent 
of the grain produced; own 90 per 
cent of the world’s industries, own 95 
per cent of all technological resources, 
use 89 per cent of the world’s edu-
cation expenditure and for every one 
dollar increase in per capita GNP in 
the under-developed world, there is 
a projected 20 dollar increase in the 
developed world. According to the 
FAO estimates, in the next 20 years 
one out of every] four inhabitants in 
the under-developed world will go 
hungry. In the medical field the 
ratio of doctors to inhabitants in the 

developer world Is ItSOO, while i 
the under-developed world it is 1 :10,000 
10, 000 .

The present situation in the under-
developed world, where 'by the year
2,000 A.D, four, out of every five of 
the world’s inhabitants will live as 
follows; under-nourished and hungry 
according to FAO 570 million, illite-
rate adutts 800 million, totally lacking 
medical care 1.5 billion having an 
annual income of under $90 1.3 billion, 
under 60 years of life expectancy 
1.7 billion, living in unfit housing one 
-billion, children not attendng schools 
250 million and unemployed 1.1 
billion. r r

Are these not staggering figures—  
are they not soul-stirring? Can this 
state of affairs continue without a 
horrendous explosion? Unless the twin 
principles of universal disarmament 
an£ the fact that this is an era of 
economic inter-dependence, are accep-
ted by the developed countries, world 
peace, and through progress, will 
remain in extreme jeopardy. There 
will be no solution to the tensions, 
the contradictions, the political con-
flicts that perturb and threaten in-
ternational relations till the new eco-
nomic order is established in a spirit 
o f a grand partnership based on the 
acceptance of the principle of inter-
dependence.
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In this context the efforts made at 
Cancun /signal' th© birth of a new 
awareness and indicate the acceptance 
of the need for a dialouge betwen the 
North and South, and acknowledge 
the necessity to infuse it with a sense 
of urgency. As our Prime Minister 
has aptly said, “Cancun signifies, if 
not a leap forward, certainly a step 
forward.’ It broke new ground. 
India must continue to work for a 
meaningful implementation in matters 
like transfer of resources, restructur-
ing of the world monetary and econo-
mic system, and the transfer of tech-
nology.

The Cancun attitude of a Western 
Europe looking for new markets is 
especially significant and it is indica-
tive of a nexus that is developing bet-
ween Europe and the countries of 
Asia, which is highly desirable and 
which will lead to a greater under-
standing of world forces. Mrs. Gan-
dhi’s very successful Eunropean tour 
has highlighted this importance and 
we must continue to give this impor-
tance to the promotion of a closer 
understandnig with that continent.

Very recently I had the privilege of 
representing my country at an inter-
national Conference in Cuba. What I 
experienced there was to me a matter 
of pride. The status and prestige that 
India enjoys today on the internation-
al scene is phenomenal and I can only 
attribute this to the fact that like her 
father. Mrs. Gandhi is a leader who 
has wide acceptability and respect 
not only in our country alone, but 
internationally too. Her personality 
coupled with the potentials India holds 
in the economic field and from the 
time of Gandhi and Nehru the moral 
values that we represent in the world 
make for an exciting and exhilirating 
combniation in the quest for world 
pease. But, for this we must first set 
our own house in order. There are 
elements in this country who are 
working on a premediated plan en-
couraged by outside powers to create 
fragmentation in this country. But
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today everything is at stake. We must 
work in a grand exercise o f construc-
tive cooperation and remove pessimsm 
and negativeness and replace it with 
optimism and positiveness.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Please
conclude.

SHRI MADHAVRAO SCINDIA: I 
will conclude now.

For the first time in human society 
man is confronted by these do-
mestic concerns. It would be no 
exaggeration to say that we are living 
at a time when everything we hold 
dear, everything our predecessors 
struggled for and dreamt of, and which 
we dream of now, is at stake, is 
threatened and is in danger.

India’s diplomatic skill is on trial. 
It has to protect the country’s security 
interest in an extremely complex and 
difficult environment and at the same 
time preserve its credibility as a non-
aligned nation. Never before has its 
own interest coincided so completely 
with the cause of peace and non-
alignment.

I

We are spectators, actors and parti-, 
cipants in a unique moment in his-
tory. It is this generation which has 
been called upon to decide for itself 
whether man will emerge victorious 
Or crumble down in one explosive 
orgy of universal destruction. In 
spite of the complexity of the situa-
tion, I feel sure that under the leader-
ship of Mrs. Gandhi and with our 
foreign policy under the guidance of 
Mr. Narasimha Rao, we will s u cce e d  
in achieving national and interna-
tional su cce ss , a n d  finally attain that
ultimate and glorious triumph that is
s u e r ly  o u r  try s t  w it h  d e s t in y .

SHRI CHANDRAJIT YADAV 
(Azamgarh): Sir, I think that today

the world peace is in real danger. 
The survival of human race is in 
danger. What the human being has 
been able to achieve in the field of 
art, culture, science and technology 
and in its own progress, seems to be 
today confronted with total destruc-
tion. It is a great tragedy of his-
tory that the human knowledge in 
science and technology is also being 
used today for the destruction of hu-
man race. Today, the weapons, the 
rockets, the bombs and the other 
methods of war which we see, were 
unheard of in human history. Today,, 
if those countries in the world which 
are in the possession of all these 
weapons really decide to use them, 
then what we call in our country, the 
real pralaya,.it -destruction ,o f human 
race will be there/ .'.othing else will 
survive.

I think that today the entire peo-
ple all over the world who love them-
selves, the achievements of humanity* 
who love their children, who love their 
creations and who want to build a 
society, [better sodidty, }a peaceful 
sop&ety Jfor themselves, are \ greatly 
concerned with whatever is going on 
today on the world scene. Everybody 
knows that there are countries which 
are spending a maximum amount of 
their resources, even at the cost of 
their common people for the manufac-
ture of most sophisticated weapons. 
Why is this situation happening 
today? This question is being asked 
and in my opinion, the simple answer 
for this question is that there are 
still forces which believe in imperia-
lism and colonialism and want to sub-
jugate the human race. Those forces 
have not been eliminated through 
there has been a powerful liberation 
movement, a new awakening in the 
common people all over the world. 
Except one or two countries, the en-
tire world today is politically libe-
rated and there are free countries. 
But there are many lijmitations, 
namely, limitation of poverty, limi-
tation of resources, limitation o f
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have been used. -If there is no other 
power which can counter balance the 
American preparation for the war, 
then there would have been again a 
set-back in the whole process of libe-
ration of the world. Perhaps, most 
of the countries would have been 
practically again enslaved, if not poli-
tically, economically and, ultimately, 
politically also.

Therefore, I would say that it i3 
high time that we must educate our 
people. We need mass education; we 
need to create a world public opin-
ion. We know that besides Govern-
ment, ultimately, it is the world pub-
lic opinion which matters. Therefore, 
we will not be performing our duty 
even national or international, if we 
go on creating a confusion that this 
is all between the Super Powerg and 
we are going like an arbitrator. It 
is a totally wrong approach, it is a 
totally wrong^JatHitude. It is! high 
time, when the world is facing this 
kind of a war, when the situation is 
getting serious everybody, that we 
must tell the truth to our people and 
to the whole world.

I hope that our Government will 
keep this in mind. I would now 
clarify whether Government of India 
has played its rol^properly or it has 
failed.

I have been hearing criticism in 
this country during the last two or 
three months that the Indian Prime 
Minister and the Indian Foreign 
Minister have been' going round the 
world, and attending Conferences 
when here the country ig suffering 
from abject, poverty, unemployment 
and from so many crises at home 
Then, what was the use of Prime 
Minister- of Foreign Minister gjoingi 
all over the world apid preaching les-
sons? I think tha| those who ®re 
criticising from this'point of view do 
not understand the world situation. ”

India is not a small country. India 
is a big country, with great people. 
India and Indian people know how 
to play their role, whatever is hap-
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pening today. We are one of the 
most oldest civilisations on the earth. 
The people of the wor^  look towards 
India for guidance. People of the 
world looked towards India when 
Vietnam, was being attacked and 
Indian people gave their support and. 
India stood by the people of Vietnam. 
When the Arab countries are being 
attacked by Israelis, the Arab world 
looked to India for help and support

(Interruptions)
Therefore, I am saying that people 

of the world look towards India for 
help and guidance. r«Jie people ° f  
Africa will never forget that it was 
from Indian soil that a man born 
here by name Mahatma Gandhi was 
the first who went and raised his 
voice in the darkness of Africa when 
they were fighting Tor a new life. 
That was the contribution of India. 
Therefore, to attack this, to criticise 
ths policy, I think, is not only to 
undermine the role of India but also 
not to understand the whole compli-
cated world situation. '

I would like to say that India should 
play its role more and more effec-
tively. India is the main author o f 
Panch Sheel which we gave to the 
world immediately after ^becoming 
independent. India is a country which 
has made a valuable contribution to 
the movement of non-aligment and 
India’s voice, in spite o? pur poverty, 
is being heard. We know that we are 
still a poor country. We have so 
many problems at honjer But' Indian 
voice is being listened t© all over the 
world because India has 68 crores of 
people who also play their role in 
international affairs.

I shoulc^say that I was one of those 
who was disappointed during the 
last 4 or 5 years. India’s role wag not 
a§ effective as it slToufd have been. It 
was very unfortunate that during the 
Janata party rule, India's role in in-
ternational affairs was "totally dimi-
nished and India was riot playing its 

role af all. But Indian has again 
revived with a greater vigour, with »  
greater understanding, with a 
greater sense of urgency and 
I must say the Prime Minister’s
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visit to Cuncun or Melbourne and 
European visit has again brought 
India very much on the scene 
and India’s contribution has been 
appreciated alll the world over. 
I would like that the Prime Minister 
and the Foreign Minister must play 
this role. I would like to congratu-
late them. Today when the world is 
in real danger, when the world peace 
is being threatened, though India 
may be sometimes isolated, the voice 
of reason, the voice of truth, prevails 
in the worltT. "Stay be” a time comes 
when ours will be an isolated voice, 
a single voice and people may not 
listen. But what we are seaying, I 
think( is in the intertst of world peace 
and in the interest of the human race.

I would very much like that the 
House should have passed a unani-
mous resolution to oppose the deci-
sion taken to manufacture neutron 
bomb; this needs to be condemned, 
especially at a time when the world 
public opinion is anxious for peace, 
at a time when millions and millions 
of people in all European countries— 
after the Second World War, it is 
for the first time this is happening— 
are coming in the streets and are rais-
ing their voices. Who are they? They 
are women, they are young people, 
they are children, they are workers, 
they are peasants, they are intellec-
tuals; all sections of the society are 
voicing their concern about the wrong 
and totally destructive policy of the 
present U.S. Administration where 
they say that they can perhaps fight 
a limited nuclear war in Eurpoe. Per-
haps the Soviet Union and America 
think that they ban save themselves. 
But it cannot be a limited war. The 
Soviet leadership has rightly said that 
there cannot be a limited war; once 
a nuclear war is unleashed, it cannot 
be a limited war; it will destroy not 
only Europe but the total human 
race. Therefore, I think that it is 
time that we did not equate these 
Super Powers in the name of Super 
Powers. We must say who is right 
and and who is wrong.

Many things have been said about 
the Soviet army on the land of A f-
ghanistan. We know that it is an 
unfortunate, thing. It would have 
been better ii the Soviet Army had 
withdrawn. But what was the situ-
ation? The Americans were coming 
all the way and were trying to inter-
vene and interfere on the border of 
the Soviet Tftiion; the Americans were 
coming all the way and were estab-
lishing their nuclear base in the 
Indian Ocean. Is the Soviet Union 
not justified in taking all precaution-
ary measures to defend its own bor-
der? Today why are we concerned - 
about our border if Pakistan is being 
armed by the U .S .A ., if the U .S .A . 
is arming Pakistan to the teeth, if* 
they are giving them the most sophis-
ticated things, the latest fighters and' 
other weapons; I do not know what 
they are going to give from their 
armoury, but they have decided to 
give everything relaxing all rules 
and regulations, giving all conces-
sions. Is Pakistan going to face the 
Soviet Union? What has Mr. Zia-ul- 
Haq said: “There is no danger for the 
Soviet Union; we cannot fight the 
Soviet Union; we cannot imagine a 
war against the Soviet Union” . Then' 
against whom? It is all against India. 
It is a part of the global strategy o f ’ 
America, and I am sorry to say that'' 
the present rulers of Pakistan have 
fallen into the trap of the American 
global strategy to create this kind of 
a situation. Therefore, it is the pat-
riotic duty of this Government to take 
every measure and every step to- 
safeguard our sovereignty, to safe-
guard our border. I am sorry to say 
that, in this country, we listen to 
certain voices blaming the Govern-
ment of India, the Prime Minister of 
India, for creating a situation against 
Pakistan. Has India, at any time 
after Independence, attacked any 
country? Has India, in the whole1 
history, attacked any country? There-
fore, to put the whole thing in a 
wrong perspective for certain politi-
cal gains would be undermining our 
patriotic duty; I think, it is a thing
which the people of this country w ill
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xlot-excuse. The people of this coun-
try understand the seriousness of the 
situation. I will say that one import-
ant factor today is that the common 
people are getting more conscious, 
awakened, and therefore, people are 
raising their voices against these 
dangers. The world public opinion is 
an important factor. Therefore, I 
would request the Foreign Minister 
to see that all those organisations, 
meetings and conferences which are 
taking initiative against armaments, 
which are taking initiative for peace, 
which are taking initiative to stren-
gthen the forces of non-alignment, are 
encouraged. Conditions should be 
created where they could play their 
important role.

. In this context I would say that an 
effort has been made to normalise our 
relations with China. Everybody in 
this ^country would like that India and 
China, the two biggest countries of 
the world and neighbours, live in an 
atmosphere of cordiality, brotherhood 
and friendship. Unfortunately, the 
leadership of China was responsible 
for this kind of situation, this situation 
which was created between India and 
China. It was they who attacked us. 
It was they who went on calling us 
the running dogs of imperialism. It 
is they  ̂ who went on blaming our 
leadership in not understanding them 
properly. But now some -initiatives 
have been taken and I think we wel-
come those initiatives and we would 
like that our relationship should be 
improved. But the only thing I 
would say is that unfortunately even 
the present leadership of China, the 
way they are reacting on the world 
situation and trying to support im-
perialist powers as against those 
countries whose independence is be-
ing threatened, trying to support the 
Americans when they try to establish 
military bases in different parts of 
the globe, I think, this is against the 
opinion of all peace-loving peoples of 
the world. Even the Chinese people, 
t  am sure, would in the heart of
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their hearts not like this—the Chinese 
Government’s attitude towards the 
imperialist powers against whom they 
have fought—they have a great his-
tory and they were also victims of the 
imperialist powers. I am sure the Chi-
nese people also will raise their voice 
and the present leadership of China 
wilt see that the entire community all 
over the world, the newly developing 
countries, the newly liberated count-
ries they all feel concerned when 
China extends its hand to the U.S. 
administration when they are creating 
a world war situation. I hope they 
will also learn lessions from the his-
tory and they will improve the situ-
ation.

Another thing I will say and I will 
conclude my speech. India should 
make special -efforts, in my opinion. 
Efforts are being made but I say it 
needs special effort to improve our 
relations with all the neighbouring 
£«>untries. There are powers who are 
trying to create bad blood between 
India And its neighbours. We know 
if Pakistan to-day have a popular 
government—the people of Pakistan 
are not to be blamed—those who 
come in contact with the people of 
Pakistan know that they have a great 
urge that the people of Pakistan and 
the people of India should live like 
brothers and sisters because still mil-
lions of people who are in India have 
6heir kith and kin in Pakistan and 
millions of people who are in Pakis-
tan have their kith and kin in India. 
Therefore, these efforts from our side 
with understanding and I would say, 
even with toleration should continue. 
But, at the same time, we should not 
show any kind of complacency. But 
I will request the Foreign Minister 
that in the matter of the no-war pact 
initiative from Pakistan—they call 
initiative, but you rightly said that 
it is India’s initiative and not Pakis-
tan’s initiative—they have somehow 
created some kind of confusion and 
there is a confusion in the whole 
world and it needs effective campaign-
ing. Our point of view should be
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properly conveyed to other countries nomic policies at home I will say that
and peoples of the world how Pakis-
tan is really playing an international 
gimmick, that it is not a serious pro-
position and that it is only to put 
India on the wrong side. All that 
needs a special effort.

The last point I would say is that 
to-day the international relationship 
to a great extent is based on our eco-
nomic strength. Trade and commerce, 
the economic strength of the country 
and the science and technological 
strength of a country is playing a 
very important role in today’s world. 
Many of the countries who have full 
faith in non-alignment, who have full 
faith in peaceful co-existence and 
who want to help the forces of peace, 
to-day, because of their poverty and 
backwardness in science and techno-
logy and in many other areas, are 
tempted to play a role which is not 
in keeping with their own aspirations. 
I request our government also take 
a note of this factor. Sir, more than 
60 per cent of our people remain poor. 
We read in papers of to-day that in 
the Human R ig h ts  Conference, one 
gentleman from another country made 
a pertinent observation I should say. 
He said that we are talking of human 
rights. What is the human right so 
long as 55 per cent of the people in 
India remain poor? He said that he 
had not seen this kind of poverty 
either in China or in any Latin Ame-
rican country. We must create this 
condition here. So long as social 
disability continues, we will go on 
aggravating this situation. So long as 
we are going to the other countries 
for aid, there will always be a danger, 
perhaps, I will not say that we will 
compromise our policies and our 
national dignity. Maybe we may like 
to keep quiet for certain reasons; we 
may not be assertive or we may not 
put forward our point of view very 
strongly. That will be a dangerous 
thing and it will not be in keeping 
with our national dignity and our 
national aspirations.

Therefore, I would say that in spite 
■of our differences on many socio-eco*-
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the role the Government of India is 
playing to-day in the international 
scene, the role which the Government 
o f India ig playing to-day for stren-
gthening of the world peace and also 
the role which the Government of 
India is playing to find solutions for 
the most complicated problems bet-
ween countries and between regions 
deserves complements. It deserves the 
congratulations. Not only that. It also 
deserves the national support to-day.

With these words, I say that the 
Government of India will be able to 
play a greater role and more admira-
ble role so that the people of India, 
like the people all over the world, 
can live in peace.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri
Eduardo Faleiro.

SHRI EDUARDO FALEIRO (Mar- 
m ugao): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, 
all the previous speakers have point-
ed out one thing which Mr. Chandra jit 
Yadav referred to as the deterioration 
of peace and deterioration of global 
environment all over as a result o f 
super.-power confrontation. Of course, 
there will be difference of opinion 
between me or between the people 
of this side and the other sections o f 
the House and among themselves as 
to who is to blame for what. There 
should be peace. I emphasise on this.
I do not think that debating on who 
is to be blamed for the present situ-
ation is an important thing really. 
Another most important thing which 
I would like to point out here to-day 
is the question of deteriorating secu-
rity environment around this coun-
try. It has come so close to us and it 
has become so intense that it ia not 
merely a question for the politician! 
or for academicians to debate, but 
this concerns every single man or 
woman, every single citizen of thi* 
country. It has come so close to u f 
it has become so serious and so im-
portant to ua in India, particularly, 
irom the security point of view. Th*
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economy of the country is also affec-
ted. it is most important for the people 
of this country and for every single 
citizen of this country to understand 
the implications of what is going on. 
We may well begin by saying that 
what is happening in our neighbour-
hood and the very serious situation 
iii which we find to-day is as a result 
o f what has been mentioned here, 
n&mely, arms,-buildup in Pakistan by 
the supply of arms, particularly, by 
the American Administration, to 
Pakistan. The most sophisticated types 
of weapons are being bought by Pak-
istan, F-16 aircraft have been intror 
duced in Pakistan. F-16 aircraft had 
been given to Israel and South Korea 
and Pakistan is the third non-NATO 
country to get this aircraft. With 
F-16 Israel bombed the Iraqi installa-
tions. That is a fact. Now, Sir, these 
arms which are being given to the 
neighbouring country have effected 
seriously our safety and security. 
Our Foreign Minister has made it 
very clear that Pakistan as any other 
Government is entitled to have suffi-
cient arms for its defence. That is 
also what actually every right think-
ing people of the country will feel. 
But the question is: Are these arms 
meant for the defence of Pakistan? 
Defence against whom? Against threat 
from Afghanistan? Against the 
Soviet threat? Or against India? Sir, 
there have recently been hearings in 
American Senate Sub-Committees re-
garding the supply of Arms to Pakis.- 
tan. What has transpired at these 
hearings is interesting. According to 
the American sources, which were 
quoted there, the present level of 
Soviet Forces in Afghanistan is about
85,000 people. It has remained at 
this level for quite some time in spite 
of the fact that neither the Barbak 
Karmal’s regime nor the Soviets have 
been able to contain the guerilla 
activity. The gureilla activity is 
actually stepping up. But the level 
o f  Soviet Forces in Afghanistan has 
remained stable, has remained sta-
tionary, These people have not been 
*ven put down the guerillas. As has

6 11 International situation
and Policy

been quoted before the Defenc Sub-
Committee of the American Senate* 
there is not at all any possibility, any 
strategic viability, that these forces 
may be used to attack Pakistan. And, 
Sir, it has been mentioned again and 
again how these types of armaments 
are not armaments suited against the 
Afghan terrain and therefore it re-
mains very clear to everybody and 
everybody must understand it very 
clearly that these armaments, if they 
are to be used, and they are meant 
to be used,—can be used only in the 
way and in the manner and against 
the country against which all the 
previous arms supply to Pakistan has 
been used—and that is, India.

14 hrs.

It has been mentioned before the 
Senate Sub committees that of all the 
deployment of Pakistani forces at 
present there are estimated to be only 
two divisions on the Afghan Border 
while 14 Divisions of the Pakistani 
army are there, and continue to be 
there, on the Indian border.

So, this is the qualitative difference 
in the level of armaments that has 
been introduced in Pakistan. We 
should consider whether they may or 
may not be used a'gainst India; but 
we know the type of polity that pre-
vails’ in Pakistan. Pakistan Govern-
ment is a Government of Military dic-
tatorship which lacks • political legi-
timacy altogether. And we know that 
military dictatorships are prone to 
such tendencies whether it is in Pak-
istan or anywhere else. In Pakistan, 
history has shown this very clearly 
whether it is Pakistan or any-one 
else, they are prone to indulge in 
such adventurist military operations 
and then they are not going to bother 
about the results. And they will just 
take the chance. And therefore, Sir, 
the fear in this country is this; The 
fear in all the sections of the House 
is this which Government must take 
note of,—and take strong note of.

We have always talked of Peace. 
It is rational. Any other thing would 
be lunacy, that a developing country
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should talk of war or talk of waging 
war. But, whilst talking of peace,
We must also understand our duty.
The rulers and the people who gov-
ern must understand their duty to-
wards the people they govern, to 
safeguard their integrity, to safe-
guard the integrity of this country.

Sir, we have never in the past star-
ted a war. But we have been found 
wanting in at least one occasion, wan-
ting in alertness; and we have even 
been accused of complacency, of bes- 
ing caught napping, whilst the enemy 
attacked us and attacked us with dis-
astrous results.

Therefore, Sir, this military build-
up in Pakistan must be taken very 
serious note of by the Government.

Well, it is not only Pakistan, though 
Pakistan concerns us very much, but 
it is the whole of the Indian Ocean 
which 'concern us. The UNO has 
passed a Resolution for keeping the 
Indian Ocean a zone of peace. But 
then there is this military build-up 
<if the super powers and other powers: 
the British are there; the French navy 
is there; Germans are there; even 
the Australians have joined it now.
All of these make the Indian Ocean 
a zone of war. Actually it is a zone 
of war. And we see, Sir, that even 
small tiny republics are not immune 
from these deadly attacks of super-
powers confrontation. We came to 
know some days back of the hijack-
ing of an Air India plane in tiny Sey-
chelles. What was actually the situa-
tion? The situation was that there 
was an attempted coup to overthrow 
President Renee, w h o , it was felt, was 
not inclined towards certain interests 
in the West.

Now, President .Renee had over-
thought to be inclined otherwise and 
we saw the white mercenaries
coming in atad trying to keep the
tiny Republic under control. What is 
more serious is this; when the mer-
cenaries went back to the South
Africa what did the South African
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Government do? fti  this regard all 
conventions against high jacking 
which are required to be taken with 
utmost seriousness were n°t followed 
and instead of giving a stiff punsh- 
ment to the hijackers, it just releas-
ed most of the hijackers and even 
the names of the hijackers were not 
announced. South Africa is the last 
bastion of the crude, gross, inhuman, 
uncivilised manner of colonialism. It 
is a colonial government as far as the 
majority of its population is conceit-
ed and colonialism of the most cruel 
type. Apartheid is something by 
which the human mind took a turn to 
a monstrous device. Several Resolu-
tions t>n Namibia are still not imple-
mented. Namibia is still not free. 
More than that South Africa has oeen 
continuously attacking the neighbour-
ing country of Angola which has re-
cently got independence.

Now, India has played a prominent 
role not only in the Council of 
Namibia, but everywhere on this issue. 
It has betAi in the forefront of libera-
tion movements, particularly in 
Africa. So, I would request the Gov-
ernment to continue assisting the 
SWAMPO, to continue assisting the 
people fti Angola not only with moral 
support but with financial support, 
as is being done at present, stepping 
up financial support to the extent 
possible. I would also like to draw 
the attention of the House to the 
tragic conditions, to the very unfor-
tunate situation that prevails in one 
of the non-aligned countries, that is 
Cyprus. Cyprus has all along been 
with India tAid as Indonesia, and Egypt 
and it is one of the founder membrs of 
the non-aligned movement. President 
Makarios along with Pandit Nehru, 
Preshide^t Nasser and President 
Sukarno was one of the founding 
fathers of.the movement. But what 
be fell Cyprus in 1974? Turkey 
invaded Cyprus with missive mili* 
t a r y  forces and took over about 
40 per cent of its territory. It caused 
•tremendouc human sufferings. About 
two hundred thousand Greek Cyp-
riots had to evacuate the land an<S 
go to the Southern part of the

19, 1903 (SAKA) of Govt, of 6i4
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country. The economy was disrup- 
ed and in spite of the United Nations 
Resolutions which required that the 
Turkish forces should vacate from 
Cyprus, the Turkish forces are still 
there. India is one of the 5 countries 
which constitutes the Contact Group 
and has always beAi in the forefront 
of the movement. It has always sup-
ported the United Nations Resolu-
tions on this issue. I would call upon 
the Government and also call upon 
this House to be alert about what is 
happening to Cyprus so that nor-
malcy comes back to that country 
and a strong government is establish-
ed that can maintain the integrity of 
that country aiid a proportional 
representation for both the communi-
ties—Great Cypriots and Turkish 
Cypriots—is given. The United 
Nations Resolutions have got to be 
implemented and this House must be 
aware of the UN resolutions a^d to 
this regard the necessary will should 
be generated at the international 
level so that the Turkish aggression is 
vacated and the people of Cyprus are 
allowed once again to ]ive in peace.

Colonialism in its form of political 
domination is practically over. But 
colonialism substantially will not be 
over unless the economic relationship 
which was created during the colonial 
days and which are really the reason 
w h y  colonialism came about, i3 also 
uprooted and removed. The colonies 
were there mainly and mostly for the 
purpose af providing cheap raw Ma-
terials tt> them and were m a r k e ts  for 
their finished g o o d s . What change has 
taken place in the last 30 or 40 years 
since the colonisation began? There is 
hardly any. The same interna-
tional order which was created during 
the colonial days, which created gross 
inequalities and favoured a few privi-
leged coiAitries, detrimental to the 
international world, continues.

I must say that the first speaker 
who spoke today is not correct 
when he said that our Prime Min-
ister went to Cancun and said that 
we were poor and the South and the
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North should all cooperate. That is 
not the Prime Minister’s speech? I 
do not know from where he got that. 
What the Prime Minister actually 
said wag that we had made tremen-
dous strides, we had achieved what 
We called in our part t)f the world 
‘green revolution’ that we might not 
need much help, but there were many 
other countries, which need interna-
tional help. What the Prime Minister 
projected is the image of this country 
as the upholder of not merely its na-
tional and economic interests, but 
that of all the weak and less privileg-
ed, of all those who cannot defend 
themselves, who are not given a place 
under the SiAi which they deserve. 
And that is the great achievement of 
the visits of the Prime Minister to 
Nairobi. Melbourne, Cancun and 
elsewhere.

In spite of our differences in this 
House on  many issues, we a re  all 
unanimous on one thing, and that is 
the magnificient role that this G o v e rn -
ment is playing in international 
affairs. I do not think that this 
House at all doubts the towering per-
sonality that the Prime Minister 
projtects in the comity of nations.

The Cancun summit provided, as has 
been quoted here, merely a step; but 
a step is better than not moving at 
all. One cannot hope much on the 
North-South dialogue from all indi-
cations, but taking an attitude t>f con-
frontation, as the first speaker wanted 
us to have, is not going to help any-
body. Of course, everybody agrees 
that the North and South must compe- 
rate; if any good is to come it will 
come by cooperation and will not come 
by confrontation, but the cooperation 
has to be from a position of strength. 
It is, therefore important that all the 
developing countries should come 
together.

People now speak of Third World 
Trade Unionism. It is in fact neces-
sary that the Gowernrfiefcits °* the 
developing countries, in spite of their 
having political and economic 
hurdles in their way—of course the 
problems are different, because they
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are having different systems and 
different regimes—should all come 
together and put up a united front 
against th© developed countries. They 
would thus increase their bargain. 
iVig position, and increase their ability 
to get justice and bring about a just 
and equitable international order.

I would like to make a strong plea 
for pursuing the path which the Go 7- 
ernment has been pursuing, namely 
collective self-reliance. It is im-
portant that the developing countries 
exchange among themselves their 
capital resources, their technology, 
their raw materials and help each 
other and at the same time 
build up a common front, a common 
ground, and try to overcome their 
differences so that they are in a 
better and stronger position to achieve 
what they deserve and what is due to 
them.

Now, a word about the tremendous 
impact that the reccAit foreign visits 
of the Prime Minister and the Foreign 
Minister had.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: I
am sorry to say that there is no 
quorum in the House when such an 
important issue is being discussed.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; We have 
been sittig during the lunch hour also. 
Generally, the quorum issue is *ot 
raised during lunch hour.

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI: It is 
the hang-over of lunch; it is 2.15 
p.m.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: 
When such an important debate k  
taking place, there should be 
quorum.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; There is 
no quorum ill the House. Let the bell 
be rung.. . . .  .Now there is quorum, 
Shri Eduardo Faleiro may continue.

SHRI EDUARDO FALEIRO: Weel, 
Sir I was speaking on the importance 
of the visitg of the Prime Minister. I 
had been some time back in Manila

for instance. And the visit of our 
Prime Minister wag the first visit that 
any Prime Minister or V.V.I.P. from 
India ever made to the Philippines. The 
impact of it, I wag told, within a 
month after the visit, has been tre-
mendous. It was not the Media only, 
TV and the Radio which were full in 
the morning and in the evening of the 
coverage on her visit. The President 
and Mrs. Marcos went out of the 
way to receive her. The common 
citizen there was for the first time 
aware of India and the important 
role it has and the friendship aM  
affection that India has got for all 
the countries in that area. They are 
our neighbours and we share a 
mon culture to a very large extent.

Sir. we have all painted a 2Tim 
outlook of the present situation, but 
then one always likes to see and one 
always believes that all cloudg ave 
a silver lining and we see the silver 
lining today all over the world. 
Even in militarist countries we find 
people talking of peace, working for 
peace, moving for peace. In Bonn, re-
cently there was in unprecedented 
demonstration for peace, for disarma-
ment and it was led by no less a 
person than Mr. Willy Brandt, Chair-
man of the Ruling Party. It is a 
fortunate coincidence that the same 
person actually chaired the Report of 
the Committee on the development of 
North-South dialogue. This ghows 
how inextricable both the issues are. 
And in a small out of the way city 
like Amsterdam a rather hawkish and 
conservative—there was a big de-
monstration of thousands and thou- 
sands^andj ten thousands of people 
talking about peace, shouting for 
peace, moving for peace, protesting 
against the build up of nuclear 
weapons and increased confrontation 
between the two powers. So this 
is the silver lining and one hopes 
that with people of goodwill, 
of this calibre, the people of 
goodwill that we have in or own 
government, in several other govern- 
w ' 't*. both in the East and the West, 
ultimately the clouds will dissolve*
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disappear and the rainbow of peace 
and prosperity for all will rise.

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI (Bom-
bay, North West): Sir, I wish I could, 
in all conscience, share the shower 
o f praise which has been let loose 
by some of the distinguished 
speakers from the Treasury benches, 
so far as India's foreign policy is 
conremed.

• It is a matter of some regret—and
this is a failing not Only of this Gov-
ernment, but perhap« of aU 
Governments—that critics of the
foreign policy of a Government are 
victims and objects of gross calumny 
atod misrepresentation. Even taking 
the full risk of that tendency, I must 
seriously protest that there is another 
side of the coin which is being totally 
lost sight of. Whereas most of the 
distinguished speakers from the 
Treasury benches think that our con-
duct of ‘foreign policy is impeccable, 
that the image of the country is to-
day brighter than it ever was, and 
that the personal image of the Prime 
Misister abroad leaves nothing to be 
desired. I want to tell them that 
their self-assessment will approxi* 
mate to reality if they listen in a 
spirit of humility to criticism of some 
aspects of their go versm Ait’s foreign 
policy. i

I have just been handed over an 
article published on the 10th Nov-
ember 1981 by a journalist who is 
known to be very 'favourably inclin-
ed to the ruling party and the 
Government, ^ person who is 
eo favourably inclined that I often 
haw  serious differences with him, 
and yet he had to write an article 
under the heading ‘‘Indians lousy 
image abroad” ; and what he hag said 
I wish to adopt as my own submis-
sion on this House; and I hope the 
Minister-in-charge of our foreign 
affairs and ultimately the Prime Min-
ister will pay some heed. He says in 
the article:
- '"Ironically, India’s owns image is

lousy in sharp contrast. Respect
and admiration o f yesteryears for

India; as the land of Gandhi ind 
Nehru and its great non-violent 
revolution hag worn thin. India is 
no longer viewed as a great cham-
pion of liberty and freedom. It is 

’ to-day seen as a country which has 
’ compromised its basic values ahd, 
1 to quote some Commonwealth com-

mentators, -come heavily under 
“Soviet influence.” Worse, in 
ASEAN countries, India is now

* viewed not only as a Soviet ally,
' but even* as “a Soviet stoogel.”

* In line with this, I have three 
charges to make—I call them charges 
l3ecause I think it is a very apt word. 
(Interuptions) . I hope my friends 
will appreciate the silence and the 
respect with which we have heard 
their speeches. I hope there shall 
be . . .

SHRI EDURADO FALEIRO; Mr. 
Inder Jit has complimented the 
Prime Minister.

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI: Mh.
Faleiro, I will deal with evervthftig in 
my owns way—leave aside Mr, Inder 
Jit.

SHRI EDUARDO FOLEIRO; You 
are quoting some portions. You 
should quote in full.

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI I don’t 
want to quote everything. I wat»t to 
quote about India’s lousy image.

My first charge against the Gov-
ernment is that its conduct of foreign 
policy h ag denuded our foreign policy 
of its entire moral content—that old 
Gandhian and th a t  e a r ly  Nehru flavour 
is gone; and to-day, our foreign policy 
has come to be one of sordid oppor-
tunism in international affairs.

My second charge is that we have 
gravely compromised our national 
Self-respect. My third charge is that 
we have gravely impaired our na-
tional security. We have jeopardized 
it. We proceed upon an assumption 
which has no foundation in internatio-
nal law, international history and even 
in current affairs, namely that there 
are permanent friends or permanent 
enemies. The friends o f today
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might, according to their changed na-
tional interests, become the enemies ° f  * 
tomorrow and I regret to say that we 
have put all our defence eggs in the 
Soviet basket and we have thereby 
made ourselves complete, permanent 
dependents of the Soviet Union.

I shall illustrate these three charges 
by reference to some of the important 
topics of forign police. I shall first deal 
with our relations with Pakistan, a 
neighbour of tremendous importance. 

-Our Foreign Minister, when he went 
to Pakistan, in a rare flash o f percep-
tion of Pakistan’s unfortunat predi-
cament and the dawniVig of a sense of 
fairness, made a Statement on the soil 
of Pakistan that Pakistan has a right 
to arm itself. Sir, even we may 
agree that a sovereign coiAitry has the 
right to arm itself. We may agree that 
the Foreign Minister was saying some-
thing which w as only international 
law, when he talked of the right of a 
Sovereign Pakistan to arm itself. Eut 
we believe that the right of Pakistan 
is liot relevant; what is relevant is the 
wisdom of the Pakistani action. While, 
w e are strong critics of the wisdom Of 
Pakistani action in arming itself and 
while we are equally strong critics of 
the wisdom of the Utrited States in 
arming Pakistan, w e must not shut 
our eyes to the fact that we have crea_ 
ted this situation, this situation has 
beem. directly created by our unwill-
ingness to face the truth, by our 
unwillingness to speak the truth( in 
accordance with international law and 
morality and it is our unwillingness to 

.speak inconvenient things to our so- 
called friends.

The defence of Pakistan by the 
United States against Soviet expan-
sion, and possible Soviet interference 
and agression is ligitimate. We must 
recognise that fact and then couple it 
with a word of advice to Pakistan, 
and to the United States is particular, 
that the United State^ must take the 
lesson a of previous history. The 
sosns of previous history are that 
arms supplied to Pakistan have on the 
contrary strengthened the undemocrate 
regimes of that country against their

own people and they have undoubted-
ly created a provocatios to stir up 
controversies, conflcts, confrontation 
and even war with its neighbours; and 
yet, this objection ill comes from us 
today because we have displayed a 
conspicuous degree of moral cowar-
dice when it was our duty to speak 
the truth.

War is a serioug th&ig, the ends Of 
the war depending on the outcome or 
the result, which might bring benefits 
to one country or another. But war 
is not just the outcome of it. War 
mealis thousands of—millions of— 
soldiers destroyed, war means thou-
sands of widows, war means thousand 
Of orphans, war means millions of 
people and more than anything else 
it means still greater number of—

. millions of—people maimed and dis-
abled for life. 'W a r  is a criminal 
sport, and I say that those who lose the 
opportunity, whenever an apportunity 
presents itself, of creating peace °r  
consolidating it and avoiding war are 
equally indulging in a criminal inter, 
national sport.

And it is in this view that our at-
titude to the No-War Pact offer which 
has been made by Pakistan must be 
viewed. I am not cVie of those people 
who think that a Pact is an ultimate 
guarantee of peace. Hitler had a 
large number of Pacts, he threw all 
of them to the winds and went to war. 
But, Sir, a Part, and a No-War Pact, 
ig bound to have one result that is 
that no longer can Pakistan in any 
international forum, justify its act 
war by reference to the existence of 
any disputes, past,> pending, impend-
ing or future. At least hereafter 
Pakistan will not be able to go to 
any international forum and say, that 
“We have now gone to war, our 
soldiers have marched into Kashmir 
our soldiers have marched into Kutch, 
or our soldiers are now attacking India
because the fate of millions of our
countrymen in Kashmir ig today in 
dispute and at least that argument 
will go. If this Government had any 
wisdom, if this Government knew 
how to put Pakisan on the mat, the
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only thing we ought t° have saM to 
Pakistan is, “Please make it clear that 
hereafter on no account you will pro-
ceed to war on the Kishmir issue. We 
might talk over the Kashmir issue hi 
our drawing rooms, over dinner or 
even in our conferences whenever our 
Ministers meet, but never, never again 
shall this be a pretext for any armed 
conflict between the two countries.”  
What applies to the Kashmir problerh 
should have applied to all problems, 
past, present and future. This might 
have perhaps put the President and 
the Government of Psfkistan in some 
kind of embarras3ing situation and 
they might have had second thoughts 
about their no war pact. B u f l  tHlnk 
this offer ought to be examined with 
great care and attention. To throw 
it away out of hand, as has been done, 
to throw it away by quibbling over 
words, is something we must stop. Wfe 
must use the opportunity to sterilise 
that old festering sore of Kashmir. 
Political wisdom and wise conduct of 
foreign policy requires that we must 
tell Pakistan, “We will accept it; no 
problem any longer be talked about a5 
a justification for any armed conflict.”

In tY is respect, all our criticism is 
levelled against the United States. 
Why is it that when we come face to 
face with our Arab friends, our usual-
ly resonant voice dwindless into a low 
whisper and in fact, ceases to be a 
voice? W hy have we not condemned 
Saudi Arabia, which hag pledged its 
material reeources to the building up 
of Pakstan’s nuclear might? Why 
these double standards, which make 
good the charge that our foreign 
policy is denuded of moral content We 
havg one law for the friend, another 
law for the neutral and a third law 
for our enemies. Thi* is exactly what 
is moant by paying that the Gandhian 
fla^r.ur is grtio and some kiftd of 
gross, sordid oppotunism has taken its
pln^e.

Afghanistan is another issue, in a
sense, it ic not a rnc^nt i^su0. It is 
an issue which is atleast two years old 
how. Thene are my learned friends
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who justify our policy on Afghanistan.
But let me remind this august House 
that at the Regional Commonwealth 
Meet in Delhi in September, the voice 
of the Commonwealth, the voice of 
the conscience of the Commonwalth, 
the voice of the enlightened conscience: 
of the world, was not uttered by our 
Prime Misister. But ^ was uttered 
by the Prime Minister of a small tiny 
little kingdom^ the population of which 
is perhaps less than that ° f  the city 
of Delhi—the honourable, distinguish-
ed Prime Minister of Singapur, Mr. 
Lee Kuan Yew. In his speech, he 
mouted a very serioug attack upon the 
two countries—Soviet Union and 
Vietnam—both of whom are Suilty of 
having over-run their neighbouring 
countries and having occupied them. 
More then anything else, be denounc-
ed—he dd not say it by wt>rds; poli-
tical diplomacy requires that when 
you want to say the most unpleasant 
things, you still utter words of 
praise—he uttered words of praise for 
our Prime Minister, but in the next 
breath, he proceeded to denounce at-
tempts at imparting legitimacy to the 
Soviet action. Ultimately, when the 
communique came to be produced, the 
communique was a refutation of our 
thesis. It was a denunciation of the 
moral content of our policy, because 
even the Prime Minister, after the 
conference, was constrained to say at 
a press conference that all were 
agreed that the Soviet Union should 
withdraw from Afghanistan—a thing 
which Mrs. Gandhi had refused to say 
in these forthright terms. She was 
ultimately compelled to say under 
the influence and the compelling in-
fluence of much smaller countries than 
ours, because they at least spoke the 
truth. When I referred to the dis- 
tingunshed Prime Minister of Singa-
pore, my learned friends began to 
laugh. But he is one Prime Minister 
who, when his own Minister had only . 
accepted a free passage from a busi-
ness man, allowed him to be pro-
secuted and the court sentenced him
t o  s w e n  y e a r s  r ig o r o u s  im p r is o n m e n t . 
Internal morality in s id e  the c o u n t r y  
u lt im a t e ly  re f le c ts  i t s e l f  in  th e  c o n -
duct of foreign relations abroad. So,
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let us not laugh at the Prime Minis-
ters of smaller countries.

After this communique of the Com-
monwealth Conference came as a re-
sounding tlap In our face, the Prime 
Minister was asked; what did she 
intend to do? She said: Of course,
we all agree that the Soviet Union 
should withdraw. Even the Soviet 
Union has agreed that it should with-
draw, but it wants to withdraw on its 
own conditions. One of the conditions 
being that it should be requested by 
the Government which it has instal-
led, to withdraw from Afghanistan, 
a condition which is permanently in-
capable of fulfilment. And, there-
fore, Mrs. Gandhi wants us to believe 
now that we should persuade the 
Government of Afghanistan to tell 
the Russian to go. I want to enquire 
from the Foreign Minister: what is 
our diplomacy doing? What action 
have you taken secretly or otherwise, 
to create conditions in which the 
Soviet Union shall withdraw? What 
are those actions? How. are you 
going to implement those decisions 
and actions? When is the Soviet Union 
going to withdraw?

I have not heard one word of con-
demnation of our friend, the Soviet 
Union, I wish to make it clear that 
even I am one of those who believe 
that the friendship with the Soviet 
Union is a corner ston# of our policy 
and it ought to continue to be our 
corner stone. But where I disagree 
is that this friendship can be at the 
cost of friendship with others. And 
certainly, this friendship cannot be 
either sustained or fostered at the 
cost of the ever abiding principles of 
public morality and conduct and cer-
tainly not at the cost of selling our 
soul in the international market. We 
have not been able to say one word 
of sympathy for those poor workers
of Poland, who, today, are trapped
in the ice of Soviet tyranny which
the detente and the H els in k i a cco rd  
have done nothing whatsoever to 
thaw. And the people talk about the 
image of our Prime Minister. The

image of our Prime Minister will rise- 
and shine only If you speak the 
truth. If you speak the truth, you
will reflect the conscience of an 
enlightened mankind.

In West Asia, I have a serious griev-
ance to make. When one erf the 
greatest men of history died—I am 
talking of President Sadat; I regard 
him ag one of the greatest men of 
our times, a man who fought the 
time, the circumstance, the sorround- 
ings and who stood forthrightly 
against all odds—our reaction to that 
death was half-hearted. Even the 
statement which we issued on that 
occasion showed how niggardly we 
were in our compliments. Egypt is 
the largest Arab country. It is a 
country .culturally superior to all 
other Arab countries. It is the centre 
of Islamic learning. And it is the 
centre of Islamic thought. It is that 
one country which, against all odds, 
is trying to foster world peace. And 
yet that is the country today which 
we treat with an amount of coolness, 
with an amount of indifference, which 
is not worthy of this great country 
and which certainly is not worthy of 
a country which had a Gandhi and a 
Nehru in it.
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It is high time that in West Asia 
we adopt a more even-handed policy. 
It is true that we must do something 
to bring about respect, not merely 
respect for but an actual realisation 
of the rights of Palestinians. But the 
right of Palestinians can be furthered 
by us only if we take two steps. The 
first step ig that we must define these 
rights. We must make it clear that 
the rights of th® Palestinians do not 
include the right to destroy the exist-
ing State of Israel, that our policy 
in West Asia will mean a recognition 
of the right of all States to survive 
in that region and that it shall be in
accord and in strict conformity with
R eso lu tion  N o. 242 o f  the S e cu r ity
Council of the United Nations. We 
must welcome the initiative, which 
was taken by the Saudi Arabian Gov-
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eminent, recently. We h$ve not 
heard one word about it.

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL. 
AFFAIRS (SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA 
KAO): We have. You have not
heard it.

SHRI HAM JETHMALANI: I have 
not heard it, because you have done 
it in a feeble voice.

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO: 
■Something wrong with your hearing!

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI: Not
even worst enemies have accused me 
of that.

Now a word about the Conference 
in Mexico, where we went. Why did 
not Mrs. Gandhi, or our representa-
tives who accompanied her, raise their 
voice against the tyranny of OPEC? 
We had one proposal to make, that 
you must create a World Rank Energy 
Affiliate, largely financed by OPEC. 
That proposal has met no success, 
and this shows the futility of the 
friendship with the Arab countries, 
the OPEC countries. Because we 
have never told the truth, we have

- been taken for granted. We do not 
extract from them the slightest quid 
pro quo. I hope the Foreign Minister 
will not deny that if today India is 
in a state of moral and financial bank-
ruptcy and we have to go to IMF for 
huge loans it is because our OPEC 
friends have destroyed our economy.

These countries have investible sur-
pluses and they have energy re-
sources, which they can harness for 
the use of the Third World, including 
India. But, because we are so much 
attached to them that we have never 
told them the truth, they do not care 
for us; because they know “these 
poodles of the Government of India 
will follow us” . That is exactly why 
I say that our foreign policy I* a 
total failure.

There is, however, one point on 
which I wish to compliment the Gov-
ernment, and that is for their initia-
tive for establishing peace with China. 
But while talking peace with China, 
I hope the Foreign Minister does not 
succumb to the pressure or influence 
of a mini-Foreign Minister, whom we 
have on this side of the House, who 
wants us to barter away our interests 
for the lake regions to the Chinese. 
I hope care will be taken and our 
Foreign Minister is going to forth-
rightly say that that is not the kind 
of settlement we have in mind, when 
we talk of peace with China.

The last thing which I have to say 
is about Sri Lanka where the Tami-
lian minority has a legitimate griev-
ance against the Government. The 
conduct of the Sri Lanka Govern-
ment leave much to be desired in this 
respect. If our Prime Minister had 
acquired that kind of statute that is 
being advertised in this House, a mere 
wink of the eye from her would have 
brought relief to the Tamilian mino-
rity in Sri Lanka. It only shows that 
we are not seriously regarded in the 
comity of nations, our reputation is 
at a low ebb today, it is at a low 
water mark. That is why even tiny 
Sri Lanka can raise its finger at us 
and tyrannise some of the minorities, 
whose interests are dear to us.

It is in these circumstances today 
that we must build up our friendship 
and ties of love and affection with 
our neighbours, because that alone is 
the manner in which you can make 
your voice felt. Let us revert back 
to Gandhi, let us revert back to the 
Nehru of 1950, not the Nehru he be-
came later under an influence which 
it is not difficult to point at, 
and that alone is the way to re-
furnish India’s image, not this kind of 
sychophancy, not this kind of one-
sidedness, not this kind of refusal to 
see the truth, not this kind of slur-
ring over the manifest deficiencies of 
your foreign policy.

SHRI A  LEELALOHITHADASAN 
NADAR (Trivandrum): Sir, Shri
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SHRI  HARIKESH  BAHADUR 
(Gorakhpur): Rule 229 say«i

► *-  *

“When a member is arrested........
the committing judge, magistrate or 
executive  authority, as the  case 
may be, shall immediately intimate 
such fact to the Speaker, indicating 
the reasons lor -the arrest, F deten-
tion or conviction, as the case may 

l  be, as also the place of detention 
or imprisonment of the member

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  It will
come in dtie course. It is a fact that 
It will come in due course.

(Interruptions)

*  MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That is
all right. _  t

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: The 
Member is not tJeing allowed to func-
tion. He wanted to come to Parlia-
ment along with some people from 
tJarhwal.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: When a
Member is arrested,  the Intimation 
will come in due course.

 ̂ SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: Tha 
Member has been arrested and no 
intimation has been given to the 
House. The intimation should have 
been given immediately.

\ AN HON; MEMBER: You are
already intimating the House.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR:  I

am nobody to intimate the House. 
But, Sir, you are the person who has 
to inform the House.

MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  Now,
4̂r. Zninul Basher may speak.

SHRI ZAINUL  BASHER (Ghazi- 
pur):  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I
was carefully listening to the speech 
of my colleague, hon. Mr. Jethmalani, 
and I was thinking that the Janata

Party  Government was following 
very faithfully the policy expounded 
by him, but the result was obvious. 
When our  Government took over, 
there were some promises made in 
our Election Manifesto. Though we 
are struggling hard to fulfil all those 
promises so .far as our home front is 
concerned, yet the success which our 
Government has achieved in the field 
of foreign affairs is significant. We 
can easily think of the days when we 
took over from the Janata and Lok 
Dal Government when we found that 
our prestige in the sphere of foreign 
affairs was at the lowest ebb. At that 
time the prestige of our leaders, the 
Prime Ministers, the Foreign Minis-
ters and other representatives of our 
Government who were going abroad, 
was very low, and in certain coun-
tries, especially the  Arab countries 
about which Mr. Jethmalani spoke so 
much, they had stopped believing us. 
The result was that the flow of oil 
from those  countries  was almost 
stopped and at that time our country 
faced a serious oil crisii. I hope you 
remember the days in 1980 when we 
entered this august House, when tha 
farmers were suffering, industry was 
suffering, transporters were suffering 
because oil was not available in those 
days, thanks  to the policy  of the 
Janata and the Lok Dal Government 
in those days. But when Mrs. Gandhi 
came to  power, our  Arab friends 
automatically without any effort on 
our part started sending oil to this 
country simply because they always 
had faith in our Government, in Mrs. 
Gandhi as she has always champion-
ed the Arab cause and she will con-
tinue to do so in the future also. The 
faith which was  eroded during the 
Janata and Lok Dal Government's 
regime was restored so far as Arab 
countries are concerned.  And, Sir, 
after Mrs. Gandhi came to power our 
prestige in the  international  field 
began to increase day by day. It is 
evident that for the last two years 
we have been having foreign guests 
regularly from the developed coun-
tries, from the developing countries,
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from Asian countries, from African 
countries, from European countries— 
from all parts of the world. Hardly 
two or three days elapse, another 
foreign dignitory comes to this coun-
try. It shows that they have immense 
faith in Shrimati Gandhi. They come 
to discuss with her, to take her coun-
sel On important issues, on important 
world problems. Within these two 
years our Prime Minister has received 
invitations from different countries. 
This y ^ r  she has visited a large 
number of countries. I think this is 
a record—the way she was received 
in every country, the way she was 
received in every conference, whether 
it is Commonwealth Conference or 
Summit, wherever she went, she 
gained prestige. She was received 
and welcomed very well. This clearly 
shows the affection with which our 
country, our Prime Minister, and our 
Foreign Minister are treated these 
days. Is it not a successful story of 
the conduct of policy? Of course, it 
is. For this I must congratulate our 
hon. Prime Minister, oair hon. Foreign 
Minister and those foreign missions 
who are conducting our foreign policy 
all the world over.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: Is
it a good foreign policy that the 
Prime Minis*?r is pursuing?

SHRI ZAINUL BASHER: She is
pursuing a very good foreign policy. 
Our friend has talked about the moral 
values. I think morality has always 
been the corner stone of our policy— 
whether it is domestic policy or it is 
foreign policy.

Much is said and much has been 
said about Afghanistan. Our Govern-
ment has clearly said and it has not 
hesitated m making the position clear. 
Shri Jethmalani is so much busy with 
his cases in Supreme Court and High 
Court that he hardly gets time to 
read newspapers and the statements 
of our Prime Minister and Foreign 
Minister. I think he is coming from

• the Bombay High Court. I know he 
is coming from the airport to this 
House. I think it is his ‘majburi*. He 
cannot find time to read the news-
paper. Government has always 
declared that it is the Government's 
policy that any army from any coun-
try should vacate foreign soil. Gov-
ernment has never welcomed the 
Soviet Troops in (Afghanistan. W e  
have always been saying that the 
Soviet Government should withdraw 
its troops from Afghanistan soil. We 
should be realistic enough to admit 
that Soviet troops have come to 
Afghanistan. If we say that they*' 
should be withdrawn—are they going 
to withdraw the troops? It is not a 
realistic attitude that we only say ' 
something . without considering the 
consequences of it. We are saying 
that a situation should be created by 
which the Soviets can be persuaded ' 
to withdraw their troops. Unless and 
until a negotiated settlement is found 
the Soviet troops cannot be with-
drawn from Afghanistan, j  am one 
of those who strongly believe that the 
Soviet Union had done a wrong thing 
when it entered into Afghanistan and 
sent its troops to Afghanistan. But 
only by saying “Withdraw your 
troops” it will not withdraw. Only 
if there is a war which they are able 
to win against the Soviet Union, the 
Soviet troops will be withdrawn. Are' 
they prepared to go to war against 
the Soviet Union and win the war? 
But in a peaceful way, the Soviet 
troops can only be withdrawn when 
a negotiated settlement is found. 
hope that our Government, parti-
cularly our External Affairs Minister 
is busy in finding some solutions to 
the problem. It will be a pride for 
our country, for the Prime Minister 
and the Foreign Minister, if we are 
able to find some solution for the 
settlement  ̂of the Afghan issue, in 
which a situation is created for the- 
withdrawal of the Soviet troops.

Now, I am coming to Pakistan. 
These days the No-war Pact Offer
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from Pakistan is the talk of the day. 
We are regularly reading in the news-

* papers about the No-war Pact Offer 
from Pakistan. Previously, it was 
said that the No-war Pact Offer had 
not been formally received by the 
Government of India, and Pakistan 
was insisting that it was sent to the 
Government of India. The Prime 
Minister has also recently said that 
this No-war Pact Offer will get due 
consideration. Whatsoever the fact 
may be, I must say that this No-war 
Pact Offer should not be considered 
forthwith. When. I say this, I am 
not representing the Government and 
this is cmly my view. We should not be 
foolish enough even to consider this 
No-war Pact Offer. This No-war 
Pact Offer has come from whom? It 
has come from a Military dictator of 
Pakistan. It has come from the illegi-
timate Government of Pakistan. We 
have our experience that whenever 
the military dictators in Pakistan were 
in trouble, they started trouble 
against India. They started war 
against India. In 1965* a war was 
started when the military dictator-
ship was with Mr. Ayub *Khau. 
During I971t a war was started by 
Yahya Khan. We had very good re-
lations. though they might be trouble-
some, whenever the elected Govern-
ment was existing in Pakistan. We 
had a good and peaceful relation, 
during the time of Mohamed Ali or 
Zulfaqar Ali Bhutto, who was the 
Prime Minister of Pakistan.

14.59 hrs. *

[S h r i  H a r i n a t h a  M i s r a  in the Chair]

I am rather surprised to hear 
about the No-war Pact Offer from 
a person like Shri Jethmalani. His 
Government was in 'power wfien Mr.
2. A. Bhutto was hanged. Not only
Mr. Bhutto was hanged but demo-
cracy in Pakistan "^as hanged. Why 
could not his Government, the 
**na ta Government or the then

Prime Minister raise their voice 
against it?

Democracy was murdered in day-
light in our neighbouring country 
wfiich has a historical tie with our 
country. When public opinion in this 
country from Kashmir to Kanya 
Kumari about Bhtfffo's murder had 
been raised; why were you silent?

15 hrs.
How can we believe Pakistan? 

There is a military dictatorship in 
Pakistan for whom even the C o n s t i -
tution of that country has no sanc-
tity, What sanctity will a. no-war pact 
have? They will not treat it more
than a piece of paper. This is a
diplomatic skill. On the one band,
they are taking sophisticated arms
from America and, on the other hand, 
they are talking of a no-war pact. 
They know it fully that these arms 
are going to be used against the 
Soviet Union. Pakistan has no 
strength to fight against the Soviet 
Union and the Soviet Union has no 
ambition to fight a war against 
Pakistan. Where military dictator-
ship exist®, the change o f  Government 
is very easy. It will not be surprising 
that on one fine morning we read in 
the newspapers .that one pro-Moacow 
General has taken over Islamabad 
and, next day, the Russian army is 
marching in the streets of Karachi, 
Lahore and Islamabad. That will be 
easy enough to happen in a country 
where uncertainties are there, where 
the policies are decided on the whim 
of a military general.

Pakistan is not going to use the 
sophisticated arms which it is receiv-
ing from America against the Soviet 
Union. These arms are to be used 
•gainst the people of Pakistan them- 
selveB and, afterwards, against India. 
When the military dictator will feel 
troubled, when he will feel that the 
ground is slipping under his feet, 
he will start tension on the borders 
of India and Pakistan and will start 
military conflict against this country
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only to keep himself in power. Pakis-
tan’s intention should not be taken 
seriously, unless and until a demo-
cratically-elected Government is there 
in Pakistan.

There are people in that country 
who are fighting for the establish-
ment of democratic traditions in that 
country. It is my personal opinion 
and I also urge upon the Government 
to see that the democratic movement 
in Pakistan is strengthened. The 
people of India should give their 
moral support to any democratic 
movement that is taking place in 
Pakistan so that Pakistanis can have 
their own democratically-elected Gov-
ernment. If any offer comes from that 
Government, we should consider it 
seriously because the people of India 
and the people 0f Pakistan do not 
want a war. They want to live in 
peace, they want to live ag brothers 
and they want to live in a traditional 
way, as they were living from time 
immemorial.

In this respsct, through you, Sir, I 
would like to draw the kind attention 
of the Minister of External Affairs to 
one thing. He knows it; he lias even 
told me during the Question Hour and 
also through our correspondence. The 
Government of Pakistan the Pakistan 
Embassy, is not allowing Indians to 
visit Pakistan even on emergency 
visas. There are a large number of 
persons in India whose mothers, 
brothers and relations are in. Pakistan. 
Whenever they are on sick beds when-
ever there is a m arriage^ the family 
or whenever there is any death in the 
family, even then they are not being 
allowed and, if the husband is allowed; 
the wife is not allowed and, if the 
wife is allowed, thê  husband is not 
allowed. Our Government is taking a 
reasonable attitude towards Pakistan. 
Our Embassy is allowing everybody 
who wants ,to come from Pakistan to 
India on humanitarian grounds. But 
the Pakistanis are not allowing our 
citizens to visit Pakistan even on
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humanitarian ground and I would like 
to draw the attention: of the External -  
Affairs Minister to the humilitation 
which our Indian citizens face at the 
doors of the Pakistan embassy. They 
are being abused. They are sometimes 
being beaten at the doors of the Pakis-
tani embassy. Their staff is mis-
behaving with Indian. Please find out 
some solution to the problem. Our 
Indian citizens are not misbehaving. 
But this country is being misbehaved 
by the petty Pakistani officials who do 
not know even what is culture. They 
do not know how to treat foreign J 
nationals, Please take some action on 
this issue. 1 have been urging from 
the l^st two years in this regard 
kindly to see that Indian citizens are 
not at least humiliated by the Pakis-
tani officers and staff at the doors of 
the Pakistani embassy.

Coming to China, our Government 
has started negotiation with the Gov-
ernment of China. This i s ' a very 
welcome move on the part of our 
Government. I am happy that thia 
time 4he Government, under the 
leadership of our Prime Minister and 
the External Affairs Minister, has not 
been caught napping.

Mr. Vajpayee went to China with-, 
out any preparation. He was eo 
overwhelmed after receiving an invi-
tation from the Government of China 
that, without considering any conse-
quences of it, he went to China, with 
the result that not only Mr. Vajpayee 
was humialiated butf '’"our entire 
nation, entire country, was humiali-
ated in China. .

We should at least know the 
moves of the Chinese. We should 
know and study their intentions, 
whether the Chinese attitude to-
wards India has undergone a signifi-
cant change or not,. We should assess 
it,
. An"1 official-level; team *has gone. t<t 
Peking to study the situation and if 
any significant change ^akes place 
in Chinese attitude, I think that thesei 
great powers of Asia/ should start
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negotiations. I urge upon the External 
Affairs Minister that during these 
negotiations our national interest 
should always be kept ttr mind.

China has snatched the territory of 
ours. This august House passed a 
resolution to take back that territory 
which is under illegal occupation, of 
China. That territory should be 
taken back. Without taking back the 
entire territory, no useful purpose 
would be served, 30 far as Indo-China 
relations are concerned.

As regards SnXanka, we all know 
and I agree with Shri Jethmalani on 
this score that our Indian Tamiliana 
are being harassed in Sri Lanla. They 
are not being treated very well. Our 
Government should take a very bold 
stand on this issue. It will not do 
that we lodge our protest to Sri 
Lanka. But through diplomatic chan-
nels or through persuasion or through 
any other means, our Government 
should see that India’s Tamilians set-
tled in Sri Lanka do not suffer.

With these words, I congratulate 
the Prime Minister and {Ee External 
Affairs Minister on the conduct of 
their foreign policy which has en-
hanced the country’s pfestige.

SHKI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Basir- 
hat); Sir, for many years now 
there has been a general consen-
sus in this country—except for a 
misguided fringe, I should say—, 
there hag been a broad consensus in 
support of the foreign policy that the 
Government of India has been 
pursuing, and I do not wish to spend 
time praising the postive aspects of 
that policy whiih are quite well 
known and which, I think, are cer-
tainly in the interest of this country 
and which, w e have never hesitated 
in supporting. But, I think, today the 
global situation which includes the 
situation in our neighbourhood is 
far too serious, far too threatening, to 
permit of "any vacillations and ambi-
valences on the "part of our Govern-
ment. About the extent of the threat

and the danger of a nuclear out-
break, enough’ has been, said here by 
many other Members on both sides 
of the House, and I do not with to 
take up time on that. It is not some-
thing which is just confined to words; 
it is something which has really be-
come now a grim reality which, as 
the Prime Minister has rightly pointed 
out, has brought millions of people in 
almost all the countries of Wester* 
Europe on to the streets in unprece-
dented demonstrations, that is, th® 
people of those countries who have 
been through the horrors of World 
War II and who know what it meantsi 
to have their towns and homes 
devastated. And one of thbse coun-
tries, though not belonging to West-
ern Europe—but it is well to remem-
ber—is the Soviet Union which lost 
20 million people in the course of 
World War II. There is no other coun-
try wKich can show such a tremen-
dous extent of destruction and da-
mage as the Soviet Union had to 
suffer from 1941 to 1944. Fortunate-
ly—I say ‘fortunately" because not 
even their worst enemies would wish 
them such a thing—the people of the 
United States of America have not 
had occasion to taste firsthand the 
horrors of that kind of warfare 
directly on their own heads and 
on their homes. So, when we 
speak about some forcefl working for 
peace and some forces which are 
more interested in developing a war-
like atmosphere, preparing for war, 
we should bear these things in mind. 
The common man of Western Europe 
at least, irrespective of politics, irres-
pective of parties or religious denomi-
nations—is now demonstrating in 
every capital of Western Europe be-
cause those people know what it 
means. According to Mr. Reagan, i f  
they get their first nuclear strike,, 
the Soviet Union can be vanquished.
I do not know what comfort these 
words are bringing to the people of 
Western Europe because they know 
that, in.the event of an outbreak of 
a nuclear, war, whatever may hap-, 
pen to the Soviet Union or whatever 
may happen to many cities in the



Soviet Union, the fate that will over-
come the capital cities of Western. 
Europe is something which naturally 
those people would not like to con-
template. it is a horrible atmosphere, 
a horrible situation, which has deve-
loped. My criticism of our Govern-
ment is that, sometimes, they speak as 
though they are delinking this whole 
global crisis which has developed and 

the global strategies which are being 
pursued from what has happened in 
our own immediate security environ-
ment—as though it is something 
which has nothing to do with that. I 
do not think that ii ^ a  very pro-
per way and a very comprehensive 
way of looking at th6se problems.

PROP. N .J3. RANGA (Guntur). 
We have nfrfTorgotten fhe other side.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA; Our 
policy should be declared to-day in 
very unambiguous and categorical 
terms on these issues.

Before I pass on to one or two of 
them, there is just one event of recent 

•occurrence. That is the only reason 
though it may not be a very global 
lactor, but it is a very important 
thing for us In India, a matter of 
recent occurrence which I wanted to 
refer to show how this ambiva-
lence, hesitation and vacillation 
affects the stand of our Government. 
An Aip India Plane was hijacked 
from Seychelles and back to Seychel-
les. It was then later on discovered 
that armed mercenaries who had 
come from South Africa an3 who had 
been recruited in South Africa were 
attempting to bring about a coup 
against the government of Seychelles. 
That coup, of course, failed, it was 
aborted. The plane was flown to 
South Africa^ to Durban and later on 
that plane wag released and the crew 
and passengers were able t<j return 
Bafe to our country. If 5?Sti see the 
•eaction in a substantial part of'our 
media, not only tha unofficial media 
feecaue I suppose the Minister ha b 
no control over that, but ^ven the

^39 International situa-
tion and Policy

official media, not a single word has 
been said in condemnation of this 
attempt by a group of mercenaries 
to overthrow the Government of 
Seychelles which is a small, tiny, 
little country situated in the Indian 
Ocean and X believe, with which we 
have got very good and friendly rela-
tions. Not a word is said about that. 
All that the media was full, the radio 
was full of, the TV was full of was 
a big, magnanimous and generous 
gesture the South African Govern-
ment has shown by releasing the 
plane and the crew and the passen-
gers so soon—as though we are under 
som© kind of a debt of gratitude to 
them% Naturally they could not do 
anything else because it was their 
own mercenaries, mercenaries re-
cruited in their own country and who 
had been sent in order to carry out 
that armed coup. Nothing ifl said 
about that. “

of Govt, of 6^o
India (M)

I w ill' remind the hon. Minister 
just for his reference, that On the 
8th of January, 1982 the South 
African National Congress which has 
an office here also situated in Delhi, 
is going to celebrate its 70th anniver-
sary of its founding. People not 
only of South Africa but of all other 
African countries who have always 
looked upto India for support and 
leadership, many of them, will be 
wondering and i  am told tfiat many 
African diplomats in D&lhi have won-
dered why the media has carried only 
such a positive respone towards what 
the South African government has 
done by releasing our plane. The 
Chairman of Air India, Mr. Raghu Rai 
has said in a press statement that 
he is so much overwhelmed by the 
fact that these mercenaries who took 
alcoholic drinks out of tfte store in 
the plane and helped themselves, have 
actually paid for .the drinks. He has 
issued »  statem ent— a good old
British pucca sahitf tradition, but not 
a word is aaid aEout the whole opera-
tion which was going to be carried out 
in the Indian Ocean. I am giving this
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as an example. As you see we have 
got some kind of long, tradi-
tional and historical ties with the 
whole movement in South Africa. 
We must not forget that at times.

I am not clear yet and I do not 
know what the other members think 
of it, but what was the consideration, 
which ultimately led our govern-
ment to clear those British cricketers 
who have come here but who have 
been blacklisted for having playej in 
South Africa? Of course, this is a 
controversial question and people say 
that these things should not be allow-

. ed to interfere with sports. But the 
point is that these are very sensitive 
issues for the Africans and the matter 
was being considered for several days 
here—whether clearance should be 
given or not to these cricketerss M/s. 
Boycott and Cook to accompany that 
team and come here.

Then, it was cleared—I do not know 
how it wag cleared—it is not at least 
clear to me. There was some vague 
thing, that somebody had issued a 
statement, some players issued some 
statement later on, saying that they 
hate apartheid, this and that. I do 
not know whether it will prevent 
them in future from also going to 
South Africa and earning money by 
playing cricket. But, that is a diff-
erent matter. I am not bothered 
about it. But my point is that in 
our own interest, our image in the 
eyes of the South African people and 
the other people of Africa should not 
be suspect in any way. This whole 
incident of Seychelles, the attempted 
coup and the way we got into raptures 
over the fact, of the South African 
Government’s release of our plane, in 
a very gentlemanly way, as also our 
passengers and our crew and their 
mercenerieg having actuallv oaid for
the drtoks to them on. board—is this
the kind of reaction that they expect
from us? I do not know it.

I would request the Minister to 
look into these things and be a little 
vigilant in future about the amblva- 
2860 LS—21.
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lance. Many months ago, we were 
debating the Anti-Apartheid Bill in 
this House and I was the first who 
raised the question. The cricket team 
was to come. Please think about it 
from now as to what you are going 
to do. Anyway, we have our own 
way of functioning. So, what has 
happened has happened.

Now, Sir, about this question which 
has been dealt with here in great 
details by the hon. Members, namely, 
about the operation of arming Pakis-
tan and the building up of the arms 
strength of Pakistan I have not real-
ly got much to add because almost 
everybody here except Mr Jethma-
lani seems to be of the view that these 
arms, these sophisticated weapons, the 
aggressive weapons and all that can-
not, logically, be used against any-
body except India. Of course, in that 
connection, he spoke about the so- 
called offer of no-war pact. I am 
fully in agreement with the Govern-
ment. it is a play. There is no doubt 
about jt. You cannot go on building 
up enormous military potential and, 
at the same time, talk about the no-
war pact. I do feel that the public 
opinion in this country has not been 
sufficiently educated and made cons-
cious about our stand regarding this 
because, on the face of it, many peo-
ple say what is wrong with this if 
they are offering a no-war pact. Why 
should our Government dismiss it out 
of hand? What is the harm if we real-
ly can enter a no-war pact? Every-
body is not so sagacious or wise as our 
Prime Minister or Shri Narasimha 
Rao. Among the ordinary people in 
this country, there is a big Muslim 
population and I can tell you that 
among many Muslims, this oropagan- 
da is going on that here- is Ziau-ul- 
Haq’s offer o f 'a  no-war pact while 
this Government, the Indira Gandhi 
Government, is trying to create a 
situation of hostility between the two 
countries. All sorts of things 
being said by the people. I thtnk the 
Government should, by and large, 
more often do some explaining in the 
matter, explaining to the public, the

19, 1903 (SAKA) of Government 0/642
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real facts behind this which influence 
them. Recently, I am glad that the 
Government has said that they stand 
by their original offer which was made 
long ago and that they stand by that. 
But, on the basis of the bilateral set-
tlement of disputes, at the time of the 
Simla Agreement, this was what had 
been discussed. 'The whole question 
of Kashmir need not be brought up 
again and again in the international 
forums. The matter could be settled 
perhaps. But, as far as the building 
up of their armed forces, I am glad 
that some other Members also have 
noticed that General Haq himself is 
on record as saying that the Soviet 
Government had assured him that it 
had no intentions against Pakistan 
whatsoever. Gen. Zia-ul-Haq had 
said that he had no possible reason 
for disbelieving them. Then, what are 
these arms for? I just want to briefly 
make a reference because it is always 
better to go to the horse’s mouths 
and get things directly from there. 
I am just giving two or three quota-
tions which are on record. These are 
the official documents circulated by 
the American Embassy, the Communi-
cation Agency; they are very efficient 
in this matter. I must say that I am 
very thankful to them that they sup-
ply us with all these in details. But.
I shall be very brief. On the 31st of 
July, the U.S. Secretary of State, Al-
exander Haig giving testimony be-
fore the Senate Arms Services Com-
mittee had said the following in one 
part of his testimony. I am quoting:

“We are attempting to convince 
our friends in South-West Asia that 
we are a reliable and capable secu-
rity partner, serious about defend-
ing our vital interests in their r®* 
gion in partnership with them.

U.S. Naval presence in the Indian 
Ocean, our efforts to improve secu-
rity relations with Pakistan, and 
the generally expanded security as-
sistance budget requests for South-
West Asia are examples of this.*’

643 International situation
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So, the way that the Americans are 
looking at it is very important. And 
here again. I find, on the 25th of 
August, the text of the United States’ 
Ambassador Jeane J. Kirkpatrick’s 
address at the India International 
Centre, New Delhi, when she came 
here. It is very important to quote 
what she said. I quote;

“We believe indeed we know now 
that India’s own military strength 
has increased very dramatically in 
the period since the last Indo Paki-
stan war, so that India is today one 
of the world’s major military 
powei’3. I think it is estimated 
that India is the fourth largest 
military establishments in the 
world. It is our estimate that any 
arms sales that we provide to Paki-
stan do not threaten the security of 
India and that is why we undertake 
that policy. We think, in fact that 
we introduce an element of stabi-
lity rather than of instability. That 
is our perception of our policy.”

So, this is the logical reason why 
they are arming Pakistan, because, 
they think that there is an imbalance. 
Obviously what they are trying to say 
is that there is military imbalance. 
In West Europe they talk about imba-
lance; they say Soviet is Superior, 
and therefore they must build this 
up. Here the suggestion is that India 
is much too superior over Pakistan. 
Therefore, the imbalance should be 
restored by arming Pakistan.

MR. CHAIRMAN; General Zia also 
says the same thing.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: Natu-
rally. It is helping him, it is suiting 
him to get 50 many things which he 
would not have otherwise got.

Mrs. Kirkpatrick in the same Press 
Conference has said this. I think 
somebody made a reference to this 
here. Now, after so long, we have 
concluded this 5,000 crore loan agree-
ment with IMF. But there is one 
thing according to Mrs. Kirkpatrick 
which India should learn from cer-
tain ‘dramatic success stories’ of 
whom? Singapore, Taiwan, South

of Government of 644
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Korea. Hong Kong. We should learn 
from them! And what are we to 
learn? .1 quote:

“These countries have experienc-
ed the most dramatic growth and 
have achieved self-sustaining growth, 
cooperated with the industrialised 
West and sought a partnership 
based on close cooperation and mut-
ual advantage. Rather than impos-
ing command economies, on captive 
peoples, they have emphasized 
market forces, free trade, and indi- 

£̂  vidual initiative. Where others 
have sought to make the State."

—that ig to say, like our public sec-
tor—

“ ...th e  motor of economic deve- 
: lopment, they encouraged the pri-

vate sector through tax concessions 
to both corporations and indivi-
duals,0

So, this philosophy, which is the 
philospohy of the IMF, also is some-
thing, which we have now swallow-
ed. hook, line and sinker, in order to 
get Rs. 5,000 crores as loan.

Then, finally, I just want to men-
tion one more quotation. And this 
is from James L Buckley, Under Se-
cretary of State for Security Assis-
tance. He was speaking on the 16th 
September at another Committee of 
the U. S. Congress. And he says this.

 ̂ He was referring to some commenta- 
4 tors who have expressed fears that 

their proposed sales to Pakistan will 
spark an arms race on the sub-conti-
nent. He goes onto say;

“Those fears simply do not stand 
up under analysis. India possesses 
a very large, well-equipped, well- 

»  trained military establishment that
provides it with a decisive superio-
rity over Pakistan in the air as well 
as on the ground. Given the large 
number of advanced aircraft which 
the Indians already have or will 

. receive from the Soviets and Great
Britain, they will emerge six years 
from now with an even greater

edge over the Pakistanis notwith-
standing the addition of 40 F-I63 to 
the latter's inventory. In fact, they 
should then have an advantage over 
Pakistan, in terms of modern, figh-
ter aircraft, of about six to one.

These hard fact should dispel 
any notion that the equipment we 
would provide Pakistan would up-
set the balance of power on the sub-
continent,”

Lastly here again, now our friend 
Mr. Alexander Haig who is due to 
visit Delhi in another 4 or 5 days’ 
time, has said in his testimony on US 
Foreign Policy Goals:

“Security assitance to Pakistan, 
which lies between the Soviets and 
the Gulf. i<- also crucial. The inva-
sion of Afghanistan places Pakistan 
in the front line of defence against 
Soviet aggression. These pressures 
have not deterred Pakistan from 
courageously leading the condemna-
tion of the invasion by the U.N., 
the non-aligned movement and the 
Islamic conference. Nor have they 
stopped Pakistan from agreeing to 
a new relationship with U. S. In-

deed. President Zia has personally 
conducted a vigorous public cam-
paign for renewed U.S. ties through-
out his country. We must show 
that this confidence is not misplac-
ed.”  *

I think these quotations are enough.
I could have given manv more to 
show that the concern which every-
body feels in this country is not based 
just on some kind of vague mis-
placed fears. Whatever the regime 
in Pakistan may choose to do, 
one cannot say anvthing because 
it is a military recnme, but it is 
quite obvioug what the Americans 
want there and thev have a
theorv that India is vastly sunerinr 
to Pakistan already in military ma*ferg 
and therefore the balance should he 
corrected and rpstorpd bv them. So, 
there is no auAnting of here
apninct th* Swfet«? frving to de-
fend Afghanistan. Afghanistan does
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not want to be defended by Pakis-
tan. I can assure you on that. I was 
there recently last month for a few 
•days and I had occasion to speak to 
many Afghan leaders and also of the 
Government and I asked them “do 
you not think that your own armed 
forces, the Afghan armed forces now 
with the armed militia they have got 
armed militia in the factories, villages 
and all that—deal with these intru-
ders from across the border? And

* they told me, even Mr. Karmal with 
whom I had a few minutes’ conversa-
tion, told me “Yes, we are capable 
of dealing with them.” Then I said “ in 
that case why are you troubling your 
Soviet friends? You could ask them 
to leave.’ And he said, “Yes, we 
could ask them to leave” and he said 
‘personally if you ask, I think they 
would be very glad to leave because 
their being here is not helping them.
It is helping Mr. Zia-ul-Haq, it is help-
ing the Americans and other people 
who have got good propaganda ad-
vantage” . And because of this pro-
paganda advantage they don’t want 
them to leave, they would like them to 
stay: so that they can carry on this 
international propaganda. But he 
said: “Suppose we request them and 
they go, who will guarantee to us 
that after that, our country will not 
be bombarded and will not be attack-
ed. There are 80 training camps ac-
ross the border.” We were shown 
from the top of the hill near Jalala-
bad— you can see the camps on the 
other side of the river.

And gentlemen like Gulbuddin, 
people who have fled away from A f-
ghanistan long ago. who are now liv-
ing in Peshawar, visiting nightclubs 
and riding in American limousines, 
well flushed with money, who are 
supposed to he the leaders of the so 
called insurgents—he said—if that at-
tack comes that will happen? ' If we 
are bombarded, what will happen?
We will have to call back the Soviets 
again; if they have to come back 
again after having been withdrawn

647 International situation DECEMBER
and Policy

then there will be war on our soil. 
This is something that we have to 
think twenty times about. So, what 
is being said is quite correct. There 
must be a settlement. Certainly these 
troops should be withdrawn; they 
will have to be withdrawn and they 
must be withdrawn, just as our troops 
•had to be withdrawn from Bangla-
desh. We went there with all good 
intentions but you know what the re-
ception of the people was there later 
on. We went there at the request of 
a Government, a Government which 
at that time was not based on Bangla-
desh soil at all, it was based some-
where outside. Bangladesh, but 
we went there because it was 
a good cause, but we had to 
withdraw and we withdrew. So, 
this will have to be withdrawn 
also, there is no doubt about it. But 
the conditions must be /created for 
that and I think our Government and 
the Prime Minister had taken a reâ - 
sonable stand on this because when 
the proposals were brought to Delhi 
by the Afghan Foreign Minister Dost 
Mubammed, not so long ago, in which 
he said “we are ready to sit down 
and talk any time with anybody, with 
Iran, Pakistan, in the presence of the 
United Nations representatives. But 
let us sit round the table and decide, 
and see how the conditions can be 
created so that the Soviet forces can 
be withdrawn. Nobody wants them to 
remain there. We do not want that; 
you do not want that. Afghanistan 
is friendly to us; the country and the 
Government is friendly to us; it is 
not a hostile Afghanistan; not another 
base like Pakistan directed against 
India. We do not want that such a 
country should be left at the mercy 
of attacks from outside. It is neces-
sary to take a balanced view of this. 
Why should the Government go on 
vacillating on other questions which" 
are much clearer? They would go on 
talking about super-power rivalry. 
May I know who has sabotaged the 
move which was going on to make
The Indian Occean—zone of peace?
Who sabotaged the conference'which

10, 1981 of Government of 648
India (M )



6-J9 International sitna- AGRAHAYANA 19, 1903 (SAKA) of Govt. of 650
tion and Policy India (M)

was to be held earlier in Sri Lanka 
this year? Was it the Soviet Union? 
In today’s newspaper I read that Mr. 
Kao has yesterday assured the visit-
ing Foreign Minister of Egypt that 
India stands squarely for the Arab 
cause and that there can be never 
a lasting peace in this area, until the 
rights of the Palestenian people are 
ensured. That is very good. But 
does America stand for that, or has 
the Soviet Union supported consist-
ently the cause of the PLO? Who 
stands for them? m

Now-a-days, a new theory has been 
propagated from our foreign office and 
that is that the world is no longer 
uni-polar; it has become multi-polar, 
and, therefore, India must strike a 
golden mean of the Third World. 
Some people have interpreted it to 
meen that we should be neutral in 
all these issues, neutral between the 
forces working for peace and the 
forces working for war, and go on 
tarring them with the same brush and 
say that both are responsible* for all 
these ‘ crisis.

The Supreme Soviet of USSR, that 
is, their Parliament, had addressed 
an appeal to all the Parliaments of 
the world, including our Parliament.
I do not know if there has been any 
response, whether we feel like mak-
ing any response. Now a delegation 
of the Soviet Parliament is in Delhi 
and is shortly to meet our Members 
of Parliament They have issued an 
appeal to the whole world, Parlia-
ments of all the world on the basis 
of certain concrete proposals. These 
proposals have been made time and 
again by President Brezhnev also. It 
ia not necessary that we must neces-
sarily accept everything they say. 
But is it not a peace initiative? Has 
not Mrs. Gandhi yesterday, when 
receiving Mr. Kuznetsov, said to him, 
as repoVted in today’s newspapers, 
that she values very highly the peace 
initiatives taken by Mr. Brezhnev, 
and that they are completely in line 
with the thinking of the Indian Gov-
ernment? She says this to Mr. Kuz-

netsov. This is very good. But our 
Foreign Affairs Ministry and all its 
official documents and statements will 
go on talking about the two super 
powers together creating a situation 
which is very threatening. What is 
the use of this tight-rope walking? 
It is not going to help. You are 
afraid that if you say something, you 
will be accused by Mr. Ram Jethma- 
3ani and his friends of having be-
come a Soviet stooge. In any case, 
even if you do not do this tight-rope 
walking, you will be accused of this. 
He and his friends will accuse you of 
iliat, but you should not be worried 
of that. You should only be worried 
about whac is good in the interest of 
■our country, in the interest of our 
security, in the interest of our friend-
ship with those countries which have 
stood by us and helped us always; 
you should not be afraid to recognise 
those people who are doing things 
which are not in the interest of our 
country.

Therefore, I .conclude by' saying 
that we, generally speaking, support 
the foreign policy of the Government, 
but every now and then there are 
these ambivalences and shifts. When 
Mrs. Gandhi went to Paris and met 
Mr. Mitterand, suddenly she develop-
ed this theory of golden mean, of be-
ing neutral between different camps. 
Nobody wants you to be a camp fol-
lower of anybody. We have first and 
foremost to decide on the basis of 
our own national interest And from 
that viewpoint we should not hesitate 
to say whose actions are helping us 
and whose actions are harming us. 
This is necessary. Without doing that, 
we will not be able to really recover 
our prestige that we enjoyed, I think, 
much more some years ago. And I 
would end by appealing to him again 
that nearer home much smaller peo-
ple than the Soviet Union or the 
United States of America are looking 
to us, particularly, the coloured peo-
ple of the African continent, Don’t 
keep forgetting them every now and 
then like this by this careless kind
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of lackadaisical little action here and 
there. They are very sensitive people 
about these matters. Let them at least 
feel on the 70th anniversary of the 
South African National Congress on 
the 8th of January the warm glow of 
the support and solidarity of India
behind their struggle. That is what I 
would like to say. 1 hope they will 
be more consistent in future in imple-
menting their policy which generally 
is all right and which I do support.
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^  >* JeU u J  *

**

-  J  ̂  *3 u55̂  J ?  *&*
. »3 >**#** ^  ^  1-̂ ^

»> <ft ^> >* ** Ĉ U5
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■ C>**

-s" **■■•/ >4» i i  l_'* '" ‘S'JJ^ (J»|

“ -t< J -)U  K jy,Ha. ob «

o * *  ' * ^ “ 1 u * l  j j  c» _,)3)^

"  l >** u>*t  ̂ ejjllo.

i - ) ^  cP )*^  ^AX.v H 0 U j

^ > ^ 1  U** J ±  ,*  U ^ l j ,  ^4*,

‘-•f ^**1^1 ^  A uujlfJ (_£,.» ^VÂ
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&i q5t ?fmr ?» p R t  ^  fc ft 1 

*ft *rft ^tfar | F? *rg
??r ff»fft q-j 5ifr 3ircr t gF̂ ar
% %sr*if ^rg% f  F?>
% 33 ?si, sf, F̂ f̂t *ft %tn 

I  sfr» ̂ Fqnr ftcTc=r srry
w  y ^ f ,  75  5ft 33P=ir -JjN,' » ^

sff t̂ fkm  «̂fo aff̂ >
% T̂\xr srsrervTis ^  <hw \ 

>̂r %i|t * ^r *,%
^'^rei^Tur «rnRr ^rf^r i ®^t?rtfa 

1 q lm r  r̂, «tfV
*lf(\ ft§T?fir &nTzf*
| %b ^T$ 5TJ2F, ^  ^T^rsi ?» 
^ n T  ^rf^lT pp % %S*t

1 t r ^ r  5T ^fr
I, 5T r̂?ifn ^  % fk%
^ f  3^7H ^ fn t f t  F ^  ?S1
i( ^r| ftî ft nt ?)sr l?i f̂i fora 
ft 3rW. 5tf?i r̂ ^Tqs ^ ,T
3inr 1 tT# |iirft fftfe 5?bT
% =ar«r f,!ft ^rF îr a«ft ^irft -ft^n 
rftfe .̂̂ cft 1 1

16 hrs.

*k n$ fBift ^wrsratfft ?iF*ir 
cij?«rar ^t Pi%r Htfii qfr f1>ft 3*1 
vw  q̂ . ^  w x  qfttor Wt



[«ff . 
t o  gft HJft* ^r~ir & q f f  «Rr 

i ^ra, WTft arc
nrfiq;' f  i f t
f<i5?3,w twr :̂ nrafrspf %HT«r -^ r  
j .  "?r | I sf. ^ t
f̂3T qffi'fii 'l'7, ftri'Tt Sf^eft 

3SPTI qfcft t ,  9§T a% f t  3* i f t t
qrsrjff ^r smrf?ici ftor
qrnT | I ^  '% cTî ff f t
^n^nr %r ^ th t^  *<T5i a*  «fr?r*r 
*i S*i ^  fW T qfr i q f f<irft 
jflfe *?t siTi'Bsf.r *r 1 1
fq flrmfaff ^  3ti srr  ̂ |
3 ^ 1  ft?fl STOP ^r fl*«W nff

 ̂ qr | i **ft av?
t?ff if '*rr»’5ftjff % m  *w  sn^f n-
f .  " f t  |  ? T.3I f t  *t
m*i<1 .if ?*i q? 7$ 11
fa&r »rtrt =fr, %h q̂ . ^  qifMrifsft
*3^t sh R t ^rf?^1 i t R  f??|^rn 
%  s f .l f f  T i  H 5 ff f t ^ r  3TciT t  f t  3 ^
si?t %n, f??irar q r w , f*irct fV$r«ff, 
*tMr*ft Srgjff 5|fl Ogt £ ?T5 «rrq̂  
^  ^  sir  ̂ | 3^% b t «t fth
a t f  . $ t fta’T fas
?i\f % # utq^fta ifo f , f f t  
q* t  fail % Tf^ ftRrft
fim fr I  I f f  WaT I  f t
STfl J® srlfss fi)5l 31T% ft, ^ftq 
3 p  tft sp^Tt^T tftft I, 3f1 ?fNff 
foT ^  $? strf* *r 3î r wr ?m?r 
<f) ^refr | *ih «r 3,t ^  w j

%eft f  5i*tt t' stt f3ii)
f  i fJi *fi i t  tftftnnT^q % fciqT 
^rffq i fiiTt q f t #  ^?ff ^•'ir'i'TV 
€ir sftfaat |, 3?p>> g?)«T
^r Tttz sir^ ^ r  i ^  <rrft?-
^Tff % «ilt Ji ^  ?ilaT f  f t  *jfe cp,
«ttI ff5f?3R if |, .5Tl j?i7.r wit 
qrfin?arq Jf | %f<r i i t  ffsg?=ir?i ii
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| eft 3n qTft^n if |  i Tl̂ f 
% fti?H 5.R, si? ^refl' qfi- 
Tit ?rrfcWr f*wrf fw t | jit 
xft'* sffisr f'faT t ,  eft s tf^ r  ?&!fV 

srrpft I, qre.'ft -̂f. r̂ si^ 
if ?  r<fit f w a  fteft |  *TyTf

#  w it #  m f  frT fH?nT, #  ? £ t  w
qflf ft  ,m r  t  i fts.jft- sift 

SW T SlT̂ lV srftft 51T?ft|, 
p  ?ft»fr % F̂ cr 33K f̂tife 
^ rffq i

3)ft fl’P f>1Tft t)«f-5q-^qr % 
5PTT*f r̂a t, fVt̂ ff <tft Sift wrftilft
% 5T»rrq- ^t siTci I, n srrfat
jf f t  p  ^  3ft f t
?iST% %«#t ^Tfssfqt *iT!ft 31Tfft I,
* ffl 31TTq % qq?fs33?r
9ft^ i f^T :̂ us?- iff) ;fift 
!fft ?5lfar I  f t  f»T ’HTSTT̂  ■ ^
srtr f î fl'ffftg^sTr % ?iTsq »ft nq^t

% q^f <snft? I  xftx qft 
a ?  »fr if | f t  3jifq ?>
f®  ^jftvrq sp^f qfr ^ra m l  «ft i
w ^moT f t  q f  *’|t a »  ?i t̂
^rftj), tftft T̂5> sitf «ft i vr

r̂i ^it^t'’: fttif «r q̂ %
^t^  I

r

%, ^  ^  c ,^ ' ^

^Tnnfror *fqnr f^ q^Eft
kvtf & ft?f9 i f t  îT̂ f ur?

fa y  trnn 55, ^  crafaft
%^r«r C\ 0

^  <S|\fftr | S5TTq-T f*|
^t ^ra ^  | I f?®% f?at

^  fqTT't STHR 
\ ^ r  r §  «ff, «ft ■ ?(T«r V)T
fflT, ^  îT SWiTq fir nfr felT
w r  1 *wtfar% % gr«rfJiT^
5?T^t StSTT^^ 3|Rft 5ft 3tlT ftqT



66g International situa- AGRAHAYANA 19, 1903 (SAKA) of Govt, of 670
tion and Pclicy India (M)

I ,  ^  «rt vr<s$ 
t ,  g* t  *rh: ^

? i f  vrs?fJf Xfl 
*i*?r | 1 ffcwm *ft | 1
5tJ| Zj;o TTqo ?ffoo <TS£
3tffv # n  sii'p 3r»Rr ?frEfT «rr ft;
sfaor ^  tT*ft fW l,
fa^ it ttrt s i m  if 519 f f t f  1

7®’ *Pt *srar 3f ftf ^  j^ n ,
Ĵ o (Tqo SHir, fsjfl TT f<f SIFm «ft, 

T | ^  ?T1^7 SfSaT
sir r^r I, srere 3iT <fr | i 
f n ^ t  ftps î?r?inr? if *mr^, siv?r
*lf |, *To trqo *f|o f®

'̂r war | 1 $9̂ : i(
ITS f)=H %, JTS % *{!$ MT 5T>f 

|, %ftq ^O tTq o sffo hVV 
f^jfrfTjf f® vr
irar | 1 f̂f 0̂ ^0 h>o, 

Tife? *r*r hIt fasfifife't
JT̂ r, % f5iq, «fVJ

% fa q , trfsfŝ r 5r*?r?i ^  ^rffiT 
snsr fno r̂ ĵ o (Tf|o wfo ?fiT fa?in- 
PsV ?raf?&5i î̂ rr? ffor urtnrr, 
fF w  frfln ft

%ftx jfqqr wiTsr 3?,Tf ft
^  fleft rcrTfr |

3 * ft  S lffo trqo q ^ o  £  q t f f

^  ^sufi $rf, ?fr fi? ftn^t îr?? 
srt*^ iff f t  * ft  s*)ttar sw f̂t 
sftet tht*: $r f*%ttr<h * %, |if
?^r-^3T *arf q ft?) Trtr i ^>jf 

g f t  *tr ?f. 3?^
3 f  ?5I Wf sPrafl Tlq'T » r

r̂rfftr ^  aft ^  fj)5inr | 
rft §1} q̂ si =sfrP̂TT ft jhtt srf
l?ft  ̂ qr?T sWo f ’f j,rtr 1
^  0̂ ^0 ?fio  ̂ i i^  ?rq;fir w r  

f»«rr 3ft t̂rrfr -sr̂ cftq 
’(TTtrw  ̂ t̂̂ fi r̂f̂ tr 1

qft m qrift % «ft q;o irq 0
?f(0 ^r fi m:, cfl fii
T(^5 1̂ HR-'BWfR fe i ‘=fT I

'  f*ff^ ^r^Rft Tt ftwfe i|f | f% 
qr q?: q>T6e qr
?irFqw  ̂ ^ *r*(T sfo ■qr
t  cfl t  ^  5®
3(irir \, ?rF^ ¥l sor qfr 
?ivar | 1 » f r - ^  al ?o?ft *mi-
¥"fft f  ft> ̂ ?r
».ft ^q if st îk ^  qi% t? 1
jf'TR) '^T if 3f1
I  3*1 % air* if veiT ft. sf̂ t qnrf- 
a;?t | 1 ft^sr
^  T̂d sjfr n̂rfti?i v j;ft 'sfTfgrr ftv 

jnTVRi iifsra ft
?rr< sqKf $ 3*H5 r ^qif(»ft f'f i

^Hrrfct iifieq, ^ r fr  fw r
sftfn fvi^nr % ^r^riT^^m-s.T^fi ii? 
%, ^ r %, Sw % ^n-H^irq 

-<«r- S'TT 5ff5tf !fftfi5lT»ft
T̂f | ^  % W’T̂I  ̂ JPKt f f

it^t srq-re ^ r  i
^ ff % flT«f & ^ 5  Ĵ5irH

% ci*ht? ci?f«r » i  
jfasr m b4' atfti ®r| s r r ,
a?v=iTf^ Ffafd ii fqsfq ?q ^
?rfw  »rq * 1  — q sr  -sror?(
^TFftr 1 sTq *>t 4\fe

v t  3?%sr » i  n ra  ftmr
t , ^rqffqiiTif
qr% ^ftrsr i «rf
Btq spr ?> fi^i 3)ra, r̂ftiq
t»i% frea a iiftifla x f ?i-5Tq t o w -  
qm  t | I , fiTf % ?)t v ipr ftt?r
sift *fr T t̂ ^ i- •

<sft ?mar («?>^:) ,•
JTIrOT?, HTq % 3i»lfi ij
*r«n *fftan 5ft I , unHHi

^  ^
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[«rl \p» f%t

qff F̂f 5Tf?ct 3*t Vtcs
gq ^rf^qr, T ^ 'in

differ, ^  r?'-q 1̂r gfram 
firsrr ^rffq , % fa q  fr?>
^rf|q 1 arc ^  J’ f  n r^ T  qfysfif fin r
f t  1980 i) q ? i Sf'Ti F̂T 3f( 
sr̂ rftia g^3>, ij^fR ar ftfa^rnsfto 
t?ff % sfiTtsi 80 »T .? sirai tft 
fqTir qftft'Tfizff Jf & •<! f  5iff
13̂> S'.irf % f?i^ <JTt a\1> *t <11% % 
f?itr *ft qfr ft*iar | sflr 60 w ?

5fr ^?n *i f  # vi?
f, sr)? | ?rfti <snq? | i ?it^ 
fa?* <£ if fan =PT
Hr* f w  r̂ r q w s t  3>r 15 srfciWa 
|, ^  *rrn >̂t% f<m 75 !rfa?fi
w ? t  %r *3^ 3iw>r ^  ’ || 1 zrfr 
^n»r |  f t  srsi fe?3 if s t Pt * 
fa^ar ®ri g# % 3* % ^rcw
ft  i)H fW  % stgfi %^rfii  c.̂ rsf 
§ 1 *f>> £7 3>v5t ^r ofe

msm ft %^ir | <fr ^t,r
% ^-sirftjnff ^ *q â > gfar | - -  

Tt ^  if sttâ r % feq? erta
safsrp- |— i^ r--3 !}rq r, f^ r r --  
3?tf f̂r̂ Tr q̂ 3ft-jt ,̂F«r 
^-<55fl) I In cft̂ TT JTff qT q-fa 
f r o  % ^  >i^rf aff *rrc>T <jr ^r 
w-areff .̂r w s m  qflr ft 1 
jirsi f ro  % faif*r?r %?ff *r fm
■ffT’ff ii 9*ffo?'Jr fe u  *w  |— 
farsf&a l?t, faf.rwFH ?̂r 53rf-
fenfaci 57T I %h g’fft^Jt Sffr
o t r i  % f?i^ irsf^
3?t

Jirfr 1

w «ft*ieflr ^ T r  >imt sfr w  
. ^at | - - ' j ^  f w  ?̂t t=i
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% qf5»r q ?  f ^ r  ft. sift
?irf*r? if & qST

fl^r vrfftr,
fw r^riT '^ -y^^  fl^T 
^ .^ .jiT T ^ f  qff | 1

'  ^  siTq a r ^  fmr f?
^0 trqo 5ft 0 ij F ^  *ft w  n , €  

^fr ?l a^ ??i srfffR ^  
ir^oi >|f vg %̂, qv

ft ft if fv*faa
§7f ft?i WTV % fâ TCiSfta

1 3ft 5fr sî nwiftT % )̂TT®r 
ft, IT$ ̂5, ?J gfr STi?F?l sfl qrcf-
îT3I®r % srwm ^ SiTat

^•nf'i ii i^rw f’ ii fifr«c % 22
^  jtfCT f t  ^  srn

’Effl IT̂  ^  35T̂ ', f3|51 ^
% f?î

ftq r  3\rq f t  3  ft^7Rt5fl?i ^?ff ^  
srfff? % f̂sra î?3 fv gfc ij
?Ar «r? ii ^  f ,  f^  %
^  r̂F«Nl ^^5ln r̂q î fl s% 1
f 1! % ftq *fr«n 5ft TOTa jf?tl
s;w l̂r ?r.ir srf? f^ rft ire f #  ^ r  
^rRfr ^ f ^ r  r̂tsft sr^n? ^t ir?
| ft aft ô ^ o  f̂fo if
Hff ft ^»r, sg q-<- %^jr,

ii j®  s<twicir frft.?i qft, 
fa 3 *Pl 3?ff% Wi't 'fTO'T
HSTT ?t ?l)T fSEi a7f  ̂ tr̂
| 1 ^if ^nrrr ^t ^rcft | ft> *tr^
qr% 0̂ ?ffo % *}?m' if
51 r̂ rq qv^ ^iqfsriifsf'f ^%ifti

<̂ir q^r 5if r |  f% TftT̂ r % 
^  if sfl sirf«ra fsmar |,

fttRc.r % sr t ^ f® r?5 ^
f, sfr ffv  i(Rff qrsfjjifr^ wfaasril,

Tfet | 3q ^t 
^qr % fq ij 5iratfija Tf r̂ | i f® 

vft »̂ 5v | sfl ftir^qfr?, if f,
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^ p *j t  srV sro  m rcfw f % *k  
flv^iv * *n*r % v t v j t  

f^cft  ̂ srfire %
a*rr *ft*
€  ?n?r W  % «fi»ff ^  -fe rM T

|  q j .i  ff , * f p
*rS fw rr^ r |  i s  w ? s r  3 £  
t j s  f » | i r  v rg .rr ft» v rc j
* i r f t v r  *t sft 16  qrfiraarn ^  
^  F^ir q ^ ^ t | ? r l v  f n & ^ q r t  3

I i  % ^<i ^ T T ^ tf
l̂Trrjf, 71, % rrf%qr 3 ^Ti tfk  $ tfi* 

fs V K  ¥ 1  & F f p g ^ n  % ^TR
^ r s ift  % fe?i 3 fanrcr * T  ^  
vf* %, q *  sqrsf^r t F f i F ^ q - ^ ^ r  
F ^ r  s F ^ r c r  v * r  | ,  T O t
% I i  ?F*rjncf ^ r ,
^ r  % f ^ r e ?  f ^ r
sir n;-\T  |  1 3*  * r * f * T  F f p p s m * '  
sir* F ^ p »t 3 |  * fN  ^
F w s k  ^  t ,  F ^  |  1
I d  irr f  3» ^ Ta rc  I  S fk  1 6  ^^?5T q 
j t  flStPr̂ Tf % SifSi
splr rfTi sF^Fa ?r sf) fi*fi£  ^T
|, *r f ®  ?r*5f ^ 7. g ^ r
^rr^ir g 1 ^ E r  3
?ft I B  ^fl ^ r  $ Fs
% n̂̂ fY % fironr i( f̂r 8, ^

t  t f N  s a 1 w  n n 4 *  F ^ r  
|  1 i s  sra *ff  ^ r  |  F$

5rV< qTRMMM % «ffa 3 ^  
sr) F w F a  f s T ^ t i r f  3*  * t  ^

^Fq-qTV h ^ t  |  I
q ?  f . | T  I  :

t(Th© threeman team which was 
sent by the Committee on foreign 
af¥airs of the house of representa-
tives has in its report, expressed 
the view that the U.S. decision to 

provide military aid to Pakistan will
2860 LS—22

seriously set back the various 
emerging efforts at detente between 
India and Pakistan. Ag perceived 

#by India the stunting of this limp 
process of normalisation is mainly 
caused by the F-16 component of 
the U.S. aid package!.

According to the study mission, 
the resulting rupture between India 
and Pakistan will probably persist 
for several years.”

% Irwn<: 
f  F  ̂ TTtfi-16 ny tfq^afftSs 
^  sfV F?«tFci n

srf^ qf% ^ *rV<
% sfhr v  ^  ^  % srfir 

ŝ tV t o t  <fsr frrt | srh 
-<|r I , ^  qm>*T ^ 1, ^  vrq sft 

sqq̂ fr F ^  y ^rF '̂< F^qt

5T? VTF̂ îT̂  % 2T̂ f 5ft
^f<
^ F ^ fa r a  % % F ^ ttt v
sfl ?im^T I , ^V< s*<*n m f̂i

’  |, ^%?r F^qr | sfk
■*?> | F̂  MTF^^Tn

sfr ^Brf^^r £Fr
F̂ 5r 3r ^
r̂>c | sftr ^

T%J I  ?fr< F^^nTn
T̂ !JT qfr

I 51 T«s5f ^  5f| sq
F^q^ t ,  ^  F<cft̂ r i; i?i 5tTa 
513a F%7*PraT 1 1

*‘A close military alliance with 
the United States will, at least, 
obstruct the restoration of demo-
cracy and justice in Pakistan and 
could even pose a danger to the 
very integrity of the country”, says 
the Pakistan Committee for Demo-
cracy and Justice in a 51 page report 
on violations of human rights
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allegedly perpetrated by the Pakis-
tan’s military government. %

“The report said that U.S. mili-
tary aid had increased “the size, 
power and perquisites of the armed 
forces’ and made it the most power-
ful institution in the country.

“Military training by the U.S. 
has imparted a technocratic repres-
sive predilection which under-rates 
political solution to social crises.”

H ^ * 1^, Dl? Si3? v$r «TT fa

im 'i  q r a n ^ r t ,  
v  ^ r V r  *fr  £nVJTT |  1

^  STfa^M % sffa
q n if ^  3f| *f*n c H To

*T> CTSTK-iT S R  ^  3iT
T f r  f 1

v  * n j t  q s r ^ r ^ T  |  i ^ f v ^ r s f )  
t r f i f j r  % V  gr«T iRT î
*V *<̂ r I , ^ Sft 3fa  3|T

T n r  |  1 a«rr ^
*r?r^r %* 5Err«r ^o

K *ft* §r«rrn s ^ t I  ^
i j f r n r i j  vifR i ^  ^ f P T ' f s r  ^

f w f a  |  1

s r t u *  srrq f f a ' T f t a  
^  % crfoorsrV *»iwr sfwar

qrof*T if q *V *ffa  % fih^i eff
^•t 557 % ^  t f b
s s t v  ^Ttfa ^  f o r  *u» 
17* n'l I ^

q w  sfr< ^ ^ f t a r fa q r  
% 3fr?r % ht «t fa*, §

fa^sr f̂YRi
g?rqra f a i r ,  ^ r S ^ \ o

5»5fa ^ 1 ^  f e n r f a s f t t

f^55afn §*t3if % favW'fi
?.?r t  s«H*irfa ^  % isr *i

| 1 h r  wt *r
g'fis sffaeft $ f?n  T,ftfr ^  vft 
f  1 *r'*n 5ff iw5i f t

f w  ft stY/ •<§ w'w | %  
HR fare 511 J)T^ wgt I,1 cv  ̂ s ^
^  v t ^ t îrfe. ?fir* w q  
t , ^  ^r^»T t

fRr^ ^rf^q 1
3ft ?f qrfa^r^ %

% qf^ ^ ^ t  1 *?
gt f * i ^  ^r^oT g

fa firfq % ifofeTfl H" gSi scrrcr t  fa

#  jftfh | t q»«fV f̂Y fiiSwr 
mfQ qgf ^:ar I  1

% rnnf-‘«frf, f̂î fr ^
^  ^  ^ 7 $  Tift
faqT t  1 ^  « t?t t̂ w

I , s itrt : ^r 25rf %rr|& t  1 ^

ftro^f gqrt q fV r  &?r 
?r ^ Tfr̂ r̂ | I f̂tTFnrnl

?v^?a- Jj 3f) Lf^! I , ^
^ral ^  ^  | fVi  ̂ ^ «r?iiq*i5
% q ^  | l • ^Tn % hM  FiJRHT 
f̂, sq'Q,-̂ p I,

sraToT I  fa  qf^ci K ^Vn 2F, 
^0 ?f,o $i fonT^f % f̂ CT
t̂aa srcca ^  ^

'  C v

.̂T fa^T t  I ^T7T fq ^ T
qra ^r sisfi | fa 

% sr*r 5R ^ ?r£?f 1

56^ f̂, 3̂n% ^r«r ^0
§*t

0/  Government 0/  676
India (M)
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>rsNiT^«rcir
^  5fffn % |<T g-f, jffft
ip, wrsrrt * ,r»fs i?
1 1 *9 5flfq n 95  grfoa * v
f im  I- f t  fcf^f Ttfa Si ftifin 
%'sa v| I  1 ^rfs |nr^ gn % 
fair 5‘ r ^  5? fiiq;

S'S* 1 1

str̂ i f t q « r % f g
I *  ^«ff #  ?J3T |- 1 $
 ̂firnr vr^ir g f t  g ^ -  sf, vrr =hp< 

f t ’if  5 , i i ? f ,  ?*iK> ^iT*r
h‘ sff fr'r ^ rif f t # f ,  m<| s in  ?}rf?r-

'̂, fiRrf foqr | sf,v
*P.S *ft TTfH ^ n f n|f ftq r
ftb?> f t  »>i?i J( ^ r f r
srfasr w fq .-fle  srrifr f ,  i g^rfi

Hiffr vaTn «r'im<jr s fe  <r 
'UXt srV’f ^qvi- fiq ’ /l f̂, » P « R  
^.if | 1

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA (Bom-
bay South): Mr. Chairman, Sir, Enco-
miums have been showered profusely 
by the hon. Members on this side for 
efficient monitoring of our foreign 
policy, j feel, if there is any domain 
where our national consensus should 
work and where it is working with 
unanimity, that national consensus is 
in respect of two things, that is, the 
defence of the country and the forei-
gn policy of the country.

We are very much forfunate that 
we had a background, as during the 
struggle for freedom, year after year, 
the resolutions on foreign policy 
were adopted and Pandit Jawahar- 
lal Nehru, the architect of modern 
India guided our deliberations and 
he took great initiative in mould-
ing the Indian, mind with regard 
to the approach to our foreign 
relations even when we wegre 
fighting for independence. This was 
the foresight of Pandit Jawaharlal

Nehru that he fought for China and 
he raised his voice for the indepen-
dence of the countries of Asia and 
Africa. This has helped us a lot in 
clearing the cobwebs of our minds. 
When India became independent, 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, as our 
Prime Minister as well as the Foreign 
Minister of our country, laid down 
certain basic norms, the policy of 
neutrality, our relations with, two 
power blocs and the way in which he 
interpreted that earned him great 
praise not only in our country but all 
over the world.

Moreover, what was very much 
visible was that Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru with a vigorous thrust and 
intense desire for world peace took 
a place in the centre of the 
comity of nations and he propounded 
certain basic ideas, Panch Sheel 
and other tenets which were supported 
far and wide by Asian powers as well 
as other countries. With this back-
ground. we have to see whether India 
is having today the same initiative in 
its hands with regard to our foreign 
policy. Are we implementing com-
pletely independent foreign policy? 
Are we pursuing the policy of equi-
distance? Are we having that initia-
tive in our hands or are we merely 
reacting tor the forces or the events 
that are happening first? Here, I am 
talking of certain basic norms and 
then I will come to certain specific 
events.

Indian foreign policy issues have to 
be perceived from the standpoint of 
India’s national interests structured 
around three concentric circles of 
environmental priorities. What are 
those priorities? They are: (i) inter-
nal progress, (ii) regional stability 
and (iii) global peace and “equitable 
pattern of relationship” between 
powerful and under-privileged States. 
These elements serve as the opera-
tional criteria of India’s foreign 
policy.

Evidently, the making of Indian 
foreign policy is largely a function of 
determining how, the emphasis on
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T&ese three sets of objectives should 
be distributed when they exert con-
tradictory pulls over the country’s 
foreign policy. This is a useful 
macro-analytical framework for study-
ing the problems of Indian foreign 
policy-making in general. Equally, if 
not more important would be to pro-
vide the micro-analytic, that is, be-
havioural dimension of the Indian 
foreign policy-making process. How 
the foreign policy makers have tend-
ed to behave in the policy-making 
process in response to the emerging 
external issue areas. Though our 
options are limited, what has be^n 
our behaviour? whether we have' 
been vigorous in propounding our 
theories in keeping the initiatives in 
our hands in the comity of nations 
or whether we are dormant and 
docile or whether we have merely 
reacted to the events that have taken 
place.

From the national view point and 
in the national interest, I would like 
to submit that the basic tenets will 
have to be the following: —

(a) Equal friendliness with two 
super-powers;

(b) Long run policy of self-
reliance in defence and* develop-
ment; and

(c) Probing into the possibilities 
of normalising relationship with 
our neighbours especially countries 
like China and Pakistan.

Though this is not an easy process 
and not an easy exercise in the light 
of the difficulty in assessing Chinese 
intentions as well as in reconciling 
with their conflicting world view, still 
in the midst of these problems, we 
have to put in our efforts. Kampuchia 
and all these problems come in the 
way.

We must search for new relation-
ships with some important countries.

These are some of the basic pro-
blems that I have raised and we 
should address ourselves to these 
problems.

While monitoring the problems re-
lating to international relations, I 
would like to ask where do we stand 
with regard to the super powers.

Today we are being sucked by the 
super-power rivalry. Whether we 
like it or not, we are pushed into the 
rivalry existing between the tŵ o 
super-powers who are at daggers 
drawn.

The new approach of the American 
administration, after the emergence 
of President Reagan wh0 is guiding 
the destinies of America gave rise to 
some problems. We shall have to 
think denovo. How is the American 
policy guided? It is known in the pre-
sent terms ag neo-containment policy. 
This ‘neo-containment’ is a term which 
is increasingly used now-a-days to des-
cribe Reagan Administration’s global 
strategy. We shall have to under-
stand how a particular country, 
especially USA, which is a democratic 
country, which is wedded to demo-
cratic ideals—we are also wedded to 
the ideals of democracy—then how is 
it—it is a tragedy—that there is a 
gulf of (misunderstanding between 

these two democratic countries. Why? 
Now, at present, the mind of Reagan 
Administration is conditioned by the 
slogan of neo-containment. Now 
Keagan Administration’s global neo-
containment strategy is containment 
of the Soviet Union through main-
tenance of forces all around the Soviet 
bloc and it is the central thrust 
their foreign and military strategies. 
President Reagan, during his election, 
campaigned on the platform for re-
establishing the US military supre-
macy and containing Soviet power 
and he got elected. We shall have to 
keep this in mind. In his recent 
Chicago speech, President Reagan has
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thrown a gauntlet and a challenge to 
the Soviet Union in arms race. He 
has asked them to choose between a 
very viable arms control agreements 
or an arms race with the US. On 
the other hand, Soviet Union has 
offered to discuss on nuclear weapons 
on both sides as part of the arms 
control discussions.

A French scholar, in an Inter-
national Conference of the Strategic 
Community, pointed out that the cur-
rent US policy is getting distorted by 
being viewed through the prism of 
anti-Soviet neo-containment policy. 
In his view, the world is bigger than 
the Soviet Union and if the USA is 
to have a viable global policy, the 
Eeagan Administration has to re-
appraise how t0 deal with its allies 
in Europe and the developing world.

Thpv are arming Pakistan on the 
plea that they will not allow Soviet 
Union to get away with it and theie- 
fore Pakistan hag to be supported. 
Now these are some of the things 
with which we are confronted. There 
is an enormous amount of mis-infor- 
mation about India prevailing in 
America. That is what my impres-
sion is. Two events which have come 
to light will throw light on this. This 
mis-information about India is about 
her policies and her relationship with 
the USSR. It is very much misunder-
stood in /  merica and other countries. 
It is said that most of the people 
who have moved into the Administra-
tion in America now-a-days are specia-
lists in strategic weaponry and East- 
West relations and have very little 
knowledge about the developing 
world. This may be one of the fac-
tors; I do not know; but there is a 
gulf of misunderstanding, mistrust, 
which has to be removed. This mis-
conception about India was about the 
Indo-Soviet Arms Deal in May, 1980 
because of that Arms Treaty, they 
thought that we were leaning very 
heavily towards Soviet Russia, and 
when they thought that we were lean-
ing towards Soviet Russia, it created 
a kind of prejudice in their minds.

681 International situa-
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In fact, this prejudice is being built 
up right from the days of Mr. V. K. 
Krishna Menon who had been, day 
in and day out, attacking the U.S.A.—- 
I do not know justifiably or unjusti-
fiably because this is no occasion to 
say anything^ but I am very clear that 
most of the time it was an unjusti-
fiable attack. Right from the begin- 
ing, this kind of prejudice was being 
created and over the years it has 
been built u p ...

SHRI RAM SINGH YADAV: At
that time the hon. Member belonged 
to the same party to which Mr. 
Krishna Menon belonged.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA; i  had 
discussed it with Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru when China attacked us, I had 
opposed Mr. Krishna Menon before 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. My learned 
friend may not know what was going 
on at that time, but it is a fact, and 
I am proud of it.

I was talking about misinforma-
tion. The misinformation is very 
strong, the mistrust is very strong, 
the prejudice is very strong in their 
minds that we are leaning very 
heavily towards one Power Bloc, 
namely, the Soviet Russia. I do not 
know, but the present Administration 
has not been able to appreciate or 
weigh it or assess it correctly. That 
is what I would like to submit. Of 
course, we have also contributed very 
mildly to a certain extent because we 
have been following our foreign policy 
in a very halting manner. When 
Soviet troops entered Afghanistan, 
what was our first reaction? At that 
time it was not that we subscribed 
to what the Soviet Union did, but our 
leaders, our Prime Minister and our 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, were very 
late to speak against it. Of course, 
now they must be congratulated for 
making our policy very clear that we 
do not want foreign troops of any 
country on any foreign soil, now that 
policy is very clear. Our President, 
in his banquet speech, told President 
Brezhnev that “continuous stay of 
foreign troops in another country was
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.unacceptable to India” . That has 
been made very clear. But my charge, 
my complaint, is that we always re-
act after much water has flown down 
the Ganges, we always rise up very 
late. We are docile; we do not react 
vigorously, immediately, on the spur 
of the moment. Of course, on the 
basis of our basic principles and 
noriris, we must give our reactions to 
the ever-changing world. We are not 
working in the vacuum, there are 
many forces and counter-forces at 
work in the international arena. But 
a successful monitoring of the foreign 
policy demands that we * have to be 
always on the alert and we must 
always react, and react according to 
our national interests. Our national 
interests as well as our basic tenets 
have demanded that wherever, in any 
part of the world, an aggression has 
taken place or foreign troops inter-
vened, we have always condemned it.
But here we were very mild in the 
beginning, the impression was created 
that- we were shy of saying very 
plainly to the USSR. Such lapses 
always create misunderstandings. But 
I am glad that our President, #ur 
Prime Minister and our Foreign 
Minister, Mr. Narasimha Rao have 
all made it explicitly clear. . .

PROF. N. G. RANGA: Repeatedly.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: Now 
it comes repeatedly, but, in the begim- 
ning it was not done. I asked one 
question...

MR. CHAIRMAN: In the begin-
ning the situation might have been 
confusing.

PROF. N. G. RANGA: We were
not then in power. It was somebody 
else.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: I am
talking of the lapses of this govern-
ment after they came to power.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You might give 
your own opinion and your own 
solution.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: That
is what I am doing. Let us not con-
fuse things more confounded.

Here, what has happened is that 
haltingly we are monitoring our 
affairs. That is my charge.

Recently, Shri Narasimha Rao in 
Karachi has stated very clearly that 
India has a vested interest in the per-
manency and separateness of Pakistan. 
As far as this aspect is concerned,
I had put a supplementary question 
on the floor of the House when Soviet 
troops had intervened in Afghanistan. 
When they marched into Afghanis-
tan, I put one question and I told the 
Government that in view of this 
changed context, people of Pakistan 
are almost pining for the friendship 
of our country. You are aware that 
I have been one of those who have 
been advocating very consistently the 
cause for the friendship with Pakis-
tan and with all our neighbours in-
cluding China. From that viewpoint, I 
had asked that people of Pakistan, 
the common man in Pakistan in the 
streets of Pakistan—in Rawalpindi, 
Islamabad and Lahore, have been ask-
ing and there was an apprehension 
in the minds of the masses of Pakis-
tan—I am not talking of the ruling 
clique there—‘whether India, our big 
brother, would stand by us in case we 
are attacked?, In this context my 
question was: are you prepared to 
give a guarantee to the people of 
Pakistan that if Pakistan was attack-
ed, India would stand by Pakistan? 
At that time no clear answer was 
forthcoming. Then things developed, 
developments took place and there-
after, I asked another question be-
cause Morarji Desai had made a state-
ment that if Pakistan would be atack- 
ed, India would stand by Pakistan 
and that there was no need for Pakis-
tan to arm itself to the teeth because 
that would unnecessarily affect the 
economy of Pakistan and create many 
disturbances and upset the entire 
scheme of things here in the sub-
continent. That is what Mr. Desai 
said. In view of that, I again asked
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our Foreign. Minister. At that time 
he agreed with me. He told the House 
“for once yes” that India was pre-
pared to assure Pakistan in that 
regard. Now, these things which are 
developing haltingly create apprehen-
sions and they damage or cause harm. 
Though we work in the right direc-
tion, we do not work at the right and 
opportune moment, it works to our 
detriment. That is what I would 
submit. "

MR, CHAIRMAN; Tell me whether 
our Government would be dealing 
with the Government of Pakistan or 
with the people of Pakistan over the 
head of the Government there?

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: At
least you must give that much credit 
to me. I told that these are the pre-
vailing sentiments among the people 
of Pakistan and masses of Pakistan.
It was reported in the Press. I was 
just basing my argument on that. 
Even among the rulers also they had 
voiced at that time their apprehen-
sion about Soviet intervention. That 
is why they looked askance at India.

’ This is a fact. That does not mean 
that about masses we should not 
speak. We also have been telling 
that because there are problems, be-
cause of poverty and internal pro-
blems Pakistani rulers wanted to 

‘ divert the attention of the people 
and want to attack India. 
Now, having submitted that, I feel 
that there must be a vigorous thrust 
as far as India is concerned to cement 
our relationship with our neighbours.

Sir, as President Reagan has emerg-
ed on the world arena as I stated, his 
policy is there which is described as a 
neo-containment. In the same way, 
China is vigorously pursuing its poli-
cies all over the world. Now, China 
and U.S.A. have come nearer. That 
is one aspect of the problem. Among 
the Asian countries also, China is 
vying with India for its supremacy.
We have never tried for the supremacy 
or anything. India has no extraterrito-
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rial designs anywhere. Ir'Jia has this 
background.

MR. CHAIRMAN: How long will
you take?

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA. I 
would like to take at least fifteen 
minutes more.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You have taken 
twenty minutes. So, within fhe 
minutes, you finish your speech.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA; That 
would be a bit difficult, j have just 
started. '

MR. CHAIRMAN: I won’t wait for 
you. You kindly finish.

SHRI RATANSINH KAJDA: I shail 
be as brief as possible. I shall try to 
cover my points #only. Now, Sir as 
far as China is concerned, India and 
China have been friends witlx their 
background about the civilisation^ cul-
ture etc. I had an occasion recently 
to go to Chin-a with a Parliamentary 
Delegation as its Member. From what 
I could find there, the people of 
China have a fund of goodwill for 
our country. The common man in 
China is for the friendship of this 
country. The present leaders in China 
are not those who were just com-
mitted to the °ld doctrines. They are 
not blind to the doctrinaire approach. 
But, to-day they have become prag-
matic. The lands from the communes 
are released for the private owner-
ship. So, that production increased. 
These are new approaches that we 
have seen and my impression is that 
the present leadership in China is 
prepared to normalise the relations. 
Our official team is already there in 
China. It is a very delicate problem— 
border problem. I would not like to 
say anything on that. It would augur 
well for the Asian countries that 
China and India should come together 
and try to strengthen the forces of 
world peace. I wanted to say some-
thing and discuss in detail about 
China but since you have said that 
time is very short, I would like to

19, 1903 (SAKA) of Govt, of 6il6
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cut short my speech and cover the 
points. Recently, as far as our neigh-
bours are concerned, some anxiety 
was being created by Nepal. Nepal 
has started talking about making 
Nepal the zone of peace. What was 
the necessity for the External Affairs 
Minister to rush to Nepal? Because 
new developments are taking place 
there. We shall have to be alert. In 
Asian countries I would like to sub-
mit that we shall have to be always 
alert. Our approaches shall have to 
be vigorous and our drive will also 
have to be very vigorous. There was 
an old proposal of Nepal to make it 
a zone of peace. They are reviving 
it. There is some reason behind it, 
Why? Can we dispel the fears of 
Nepal or not? Are we successfully 
dispelling their -fears or not? Some 
people try to create some troubles—* 
Nepal vis-a-vis India. But, under 
these circumstances, looking to the 
cultural ties, the ties of friendship 
etc. there should not be and there 
is no problem between India and 
Nepal, In spite of that .some mis-
understanding prevails in the minds 
of Nepal which we shall have to dis-
pel. Il

Now, they are talking of Himalayan 
Peace Plan. Now, Sir we must 
understand the reasons behind the 
move to put forward the Himalayan 
Peace Plan? Is it the original plan 
put forward by the Napalese people 
or authority? No, Sir. Now, we all are 
aware these exists a treaty of friend-
ship between India and Nepal. They 
are demanding that Nepal should be 
considered a zone of peace.

16.48 hrs.

[M r . D e p u t y -S p e a r s t  in  the ChairJ

Sir, the External Affairs Minister 
has recently cautioned Nepal and has 
stated that please do not try to wea-
ken India. That is a caution or a 
warning :ln the right direction, t am 
supporting our External Affairs Min*

India (Af)
ister on the stand that he took with 
Nepal.

Now} having submitted this, since 
the time at my disposal is very short, 
I would like to draw the attention of 
our Foreign Minister to one impor-
tant matter. This morning I put a 
supplementary regarding the work-
ing of the Iranian Embassy in New 
Delhi, the way in which slogans are 
painted on the walls, etc. There are 
certain norms. There are certain 
protocol, some behaviourial pattern, 
according to which all the foreign 
embassies and foreign diplomats have 
to work, j  pointed out the way in 
which the Iranian Embassy in India 
is working. All these create prob-
lems for us. I would now like to read 

» from the Urdu Daily Iqbal published 
from Srinagar. It says:

“During the last so many months 
in the valley of Kashmir parti, 
cularly in Srinagar, the New Delhi 
Iranian Embassy is increasingly in-
volved in suspicious activities. Pro-
paganda material prepared by the 
Embassy is being freely distributed 
on the roads of the area and its 
posters pasted on the wall. The 
material contained in these is tan-
tamount to interference in the in-
ternal affairs of the country.

The objectives of these activities 
of the Iranian Embassy is nothing 
but to make the Muslims of the re-
gion to accept Iranian point of 
view concerning Iran's war against 
Iraq. This point of view reflects the 
extremist attitude in Iran” .

I am not reading the whole of it. But 
this is the extract from that paper, 
Iqbal, Urdu Daily, from Srinagar.

I now would like to refer to India 
Today which has said something in ita 
last issue There is a good photograph 
of our Finance Minister Venkata- 
ranxanji on the front of the issue at 
India Today. In this issue a very dis-* 
turbin* thing has been stated. It say9 
that some foreign embassy is indulg-
ing in some smuggling activities. If
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it is a fact, that is a very disturbing 
type of news. Our Foreign Minister 
will have to take some serious note 
of it. it has been stated in India 
Today that some diplomats concerned 
with the Soviet Embassy have been 
indulging in this sort of things. When 
I read the news I was very much 
disturbed. Soviet Russia is our friend. 
I am one of those who believe in the 
friendship with Soviet Russia But 
consciously or unconsciously if some-
thing is done it creates lot of diffi-
culty for us. I raised the question 
about the Iranian Embassy this morn-
ing. If this sort of thing goes on, it 
only creates • more difficulty for us. 
We shall have to curb the same. We 
shall have to take steps to see that 
such activities are curbed because 
they would create unnecessary ten-
sion in our friendly relations. I 
would like to conclude with these 
words that though we are proceeding 
in the right direction, we are lacking 
in our vigour, lacking in our initia-
tive and we are merely acting to the 
events that are taking place one after 
another in other parts of the world. 
From henceforth if we mend our ways 
and we come vigorous, we take ini-
tiative that was in our hands during 
the days of Pandit Nehru, we shall 
be able to play our part mpre effec-
tively in the country of nations and 
we shall be able to strengthen the 
forces of world peace.

PROF. NARAIn  CHAND PARA-
SHAR (Hamirpur): Sir, it is a very 
complicated international situation in 
which we are placed today and the 
exact context can be framed up by 
referring to the communique of the 
Melbourne Conference from 29th Sep-
tember to 7th October, 1981. I will 
read out one sentence from the Com-
munique.

“Central to their concern was 3 
charge from the detente to confron-
tation, mounting tension between 
the super-powerg and the build up 
of nuclear arms threatening the 
v«ry survival of mankind.”

This is a very key portion of the 
statement and it shows how concerned 
were the leaders who joined at Mel-
bourne. Though obviously all over 
Europe we are finding a peace march, 
in countries like West Germany, slo-
gans like ‘No more place like Hiro-
shima’—no Euroshima—are ringing 
the West European air. .But behind 
this there is no desire to have peace. 
It is a strategy and diplomatic mano-
euvre of super powers that are act-
ing and inter-acting. The Soviet 
Russia is trying to find a Poland in 
West Germany. The attempt is that 
West Germany which is now being 
swayed by wave of what is called a 
new patriotism is coming up slowly 
to the realisation that an Austrian 
type of neutralism would be better 
than deep commitment to the NATO 
Alliance and therefore it is that it 
has refused to pay -3 per cent of the 
escalation for the NATO expenses. In 
this context it is to be seen that a 
very interesting plan for laying a 
pipeline for carrying gas from Siberia 
to West Germany has also been enter-
ed into and agreed upon. Whereas the 
West German Chancellor is accusing 
the USA of creating unemployment in 
West Germany by big industries it is 
the Soviet Russia which is coming to 
the rescue of West Germany by offer-
ing employment on this side. So, the 
Soviet President is also there to 
launch a peace offensive. Another 
similar attempt is made by President 
Reagan and he, in the last week of 
December last had announced a 4- 
point pton—formerly it wag SALT, 
now it is called START Strategic 
Arms, Reduction Talks, etc. It is very 
interesting that he has offered to re-
duce some of the very important 
arms if Russia also cooperates on the 
other side. And to this there is a re-
action in Western Europe that they 
do not want a zero option. This is the 
crux of the problem that the move-
ment for peace is not born out of
any desire for peace. The movement 
for detente is not borne out of any 
desire for avoiding confrontation. It 
is the paradox of the situation that 
confrontation is leading the vocifer-
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ous cry for peace and we have to 
understand it in another context. " *

Last year, an attempt was made by 
certain small powers to have a uni-
versity for peace in the United Na-
tions, The resolution was put forward 
and both Soviet Russia and the other 
super power—the USA—did not ap-
prove of it. it is the majority of these 
non-aligned countries—45 countries— 
that co-sponsored the resolution and 
that wag passed with the forces of 
strong opinion from the delegates. 
So, the genuine desire for peace is 
missing on both the sides. And I re-
member the days of President Rea-
gan’s election when he used to say 
‘ ‘Well, if you want the USA to be 
second to none, vote for me and if 
you want the USA to be second to 
one, or others, then vote for Mr. 
Carter” . So the desire for military 
supremacy is the primary desire of 
President Reagan and that is the mo-
tive behind the peace plan which has 
been broadcast to parts of Western
Europe and which has been radiated
to Moscow. Moscow’s attempt in 
trying to have as many peace
rallies on the western soil is
another attempt for the same thing. 
We must not be caught up in the si-
tuation. I am happy that the hon. 
Prime Minister has put her finger 
rightly on the pulse and described the 
present international situation as a 
very complicated one; it has slowly 
gone towards the confrontation and 
■detente is no more the cry. Let us 
understand our own situation. The 
statesmen of the world have been re-
cognising the contribution made by 
India towards the cause of peace. 
India was one of the co-sponsors of 
the resolution of the establishment of 
University for peace in Costa Rica 
last year, whereas the super powers 
were not. The other side have not
cooperated fully.

17 hrs. ..

* What is Pakistan doing? Much has 
been made by our friends on the other

side of its no-war pact. It has to be 
seen properly and what does it mean? 
The Pakistan offer first came on the 
15th September; it was just mention-
ed in a very cursory manner; it was 
not moved through diplomatic chan-
nels as should have been done. It is 
only an attempt to bsfool the people 
of Pakistan. *1 would refer to the 
Presidential order of October 1979 of 
President Zia-ul-Haq where he had 
declared his commitment to have an 
advisory council, known as Majlis- 
sura, that is an advisory council of 
the wise. In thig council, 200 talent-
ed people would be chosen and made 
to advise him on impotant internation-
al affairs so as to guide the destiny 
of the ship of Pakistan. But what has 
happened to that? ’On November 13, 
1981 when a correspondent asked him. 
“Where is your Majlis-sura; what is 
the news?” , President Zia-ul-Haq re-
plied: “No news is good news” . Ob-
viously, he could not form that coun-
cil; he could not find even 200 people 
out of his selected followers or in-
tellectuals in Pakistan to advise him. 
Similarly, the movement for the res-
toration of democracy, MRD. is at the 
nerves of President Zia-ul-Haq. The 
result is that he is upset. Eight par-
ties have joined hands for this; four 
parties have not joined hands and 
they are not in the MRD. These Par-
ties too have refused to support him 
in the open. Now, the people of 
Pakistan are slowly coming to the 
conclusion that India is not a threat 
to Pakistan that Russia is not a threat 
to Pakistan; it is General’s Govern-
ment it is Zia-ul-Haq’s Government 
that is the threat to the people of 
Pakistan. They are coming slowly 
to this conclusion that they have all 
along been confused and deceived by 
the 'military regime of President Zia- 
ul-Haq. He has promised to restore 
democracy, but nothing has been done.

We must not be a victim of the pro-
paganda that KSs been launched by 
Pakistan, India stands firmly for non-
aggression. That clause is contained 
in the Simla agreement. Why does 
Pakistan not honour that? As has
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conciliation and friendship between 
China and India, Any friendship bet-
ween these two countries will create

been stated, you calculate the number 
of people who have been granted vis-

tas by India to visit Pakistan and com-
pare it with the number of people 
who have been allowed to visit India 
by Pakistan, and who have been re-
fused visas to visit India by Pakistan. 
You will be able to decide, in your 
wisdom, that Pakistan has not been 
fair to India in this regard. They have 
not allowed people to go to Pakis-
tan, Visas have been refused on flimsy 
grounds, because they are afraid that 
people who visit Pakistan would 

^  know the real situation in Pakistan.

Pakistan at present is perched on a 
very risky gun powder heap and it 
cannot move forward. On the one 

K hand. Pakistan has been raising the 
Afghanistan bogy. Of course, we are 
not supporting the presence on Afgha-
nistan soil of the Russian troops; we 
want them to withdraw, and it has 
been made clear. Secondly, we also 
want to make it clear that it is not a 
military solution, that will solve the 
problem; it is only a diplomatic and 
political decision that will ultimately 

solve the problem. Day in and day 
out President Zia-ul-Haq cries out 
that he would support the Mujahiddins 
and he would support the guerilla

* wars, but is it going to help Pakistan? 
Is it going to help Afghanistan? It is 
not going to heli> anybody. President 
Zia-ul-Haq says that Russia has eyes 
on the warm gulf waters and it wants

* to touch* them. That is what he says. 
That is not so easy to achieve. For 
Pakistan also, it is a big problem. So, 
the only offensive should be- a diplo-

k matic offensive, a political solution, 
and that has to come through the non-
alignment movement. The sooner
Pakistan realises this, the better it is 

" ^-for the democracy, for safety, and
stability of Pakistan and if it does not. 
it has no chance for any military 
solution. Secondaly, I would refer to 
the neighbouring countries on the 
Indian sub-continent. There are seven 
countries. We are happy that there 

_ are now moves for rapprochement, re-

a good climate not only for the future 
of Asia, but for the future of the whole 
world. For this reason I am happy 
that our official team is visiting Beij-
ing at the moment and the leaders 
fron; their side are also taking a rea-
listic view. From" our side we will 
like to keep olive branch forward in 
the view so that they will also extend 
their warm friendship in case they 
are so inclined. Whereas we are com-
mitted to friendship with all count-
ries of the world and that we piloted 
even China’s case for its UN Member-
ship, we are also determined to see 
that India stands On its own feet and 
that it does not lose even an inch 
and enjoys and gains self-respect. As 
a result of these negotiations India is 
not interested in the leadership of 
Asia or the world. China may be in-
terested or not, I don’t know. But 
India is interested in Sino-Indian 
friendship; and that should be to the 
advantage of the peace-loving forces 
and the unity of Asia, which is our 
cry.

We are happy that President San- 
jiva Reddy has come back after pay-
ing a visit to Kathmandu. H,e has been 
given a warm reception there and the 
people of Nepal were looking forward 
to his visit

Another development is that Bhu-
tan has responded to our warm friend-
ship and recently the King of Bhutan 
has offered to build one Centre for the 
Study of Mahayana Buddhism at the 
Nagarjuna University in Andhra Pra-
desh. That shows that Bhutan is cul-
turally linked with India and our in-
terests and the interests of Bhutan are 
quite mutually helpful.

Similarly with Bangladesh and 
' other countries we would like to have 

friendship. Small irritants that we 
may find and which have been refer-
red to by my friends on the other 
side in Sri Lanka etc. can always be 
removed.



[Prof. Narain Chand Parashar]

So, here is a move by the leader 
of our democracy. Mrs. Indira Gandhi 
and the External Affairs Minister, 
Shri Narasimha Rao "to find a solution 
to the difficult problems in the world, 
in the international context of today 
through peace offensives, through 
friendship treaties, through breaking 
of hostile attitudes, through giving a 
call for amity and friendship and 
through giving a direction in the mo-
vement of friendly relations.

This is not all. Only political ne-
gotiations will not help. Therefore, 
economic solutions are also' to be 
found. The world today has moved 
far beyond the original position of 
John Foster Dullas and others. I am 
happy to inform you that even a coun-
try like Burma has not been criticis-
ing Vietnam. Whereas we have recog-
nised Kampuchea, Burma too, if not 
recognising, at least is desisting from 
criticising the actions or other things 
in Vietnam and thereby is also help-
ful in this respect. Therefore. Burma 
is also toeing this very line.

I was*talking of new initiatives: 6nd 
the Cancun Conference is a step in 
the right direction. Eleven countries 
first sponsored this conference. Twen- 
tytwo countries were interested in it 
and they joined their hands together. 
And our Prime Minister also was 
there. This is for an ushering era of 
understanding and inter-dependence.

Now one bloc cannot march over 
Yhe head of the other bloc and the 
western bloc cannot ignore the Com-
munist bloc. What we have to find is 
that the third world interests are pro-
tected and they have to be protected 
if the realities of the third world 
which has most of the resources of 
the world—both mineral and raw ma-
terial, are appreciated. It is the 
finished goods that tEe two blocs sup-
ply. We understand that at the Glo-
bal negotiations, to Cancun week even 
Soviet Russia was invited, But i f  w j  
have to call a spade a spade, Soviet 
Russia did not join the Conference.

695 International situation
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Of course, we value Soviet friendship 
very much. But the reasons for its 
not joining are not convincing. They 
advanced the reasons at the global 
negotiations that they are not respon-
sible for colonial exploitation of the 
world. Therefore, they owe no res-
ponsibility for this. But our appeal 
is that in the context of today when 
the economic situation in the world 
is increasingly coming to be inter-
dependent, every country of the world 
must pay its attention and its due 
share towards a new global economic 
order in which the poorer countries 
also have a chance to survive if nô A * 
a chance to flourish; and it is with 
cooperation that each has to march . 
forward. It is not the confrontation » 
that moves us anywhere. If you see 
the present situation right from the 
Western countries to the Far East, we 
have a situation which is explosive in * 
nature. We have a situation which 
is explosive in nature, and which has 
a potential for destruction; but through 
meticulous care and through wise 
statesmanship and a spirit of coopera-
tion and adjustment, our Government 
is trying to de-fuse the situation and 
trying to carry the country forward 
and build a better image for it abroad. 
We are happy to note that whereas in 
Pakistan, people are slowly and slowly 
unable to find even an advisory coun-
cil, here is a Parliament working, and- I 
here are the State 'Assemblies which 
carry the flag of democracy forward. 
Our goal is world peace, and the *
prosperity of the common man.

With these words, I congratulate our * 
Prime Minister and the Foreign Minis-
ter for their efforts to further the 
cause of world peace, universal under-
standing and new international econo-* 
mic order.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: I have 
just talked about “From Russia with 
Love” which has come in ‘India To-
day’. At that time, our hon. Minister 
was not here. I would like to draw J
his attention to this. It i<* a very I
serious charge. Some members from 
the Soviet Embassy have been indulg-
ing in smuggling. You might have
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read it. I do not say whether it is 
ĵrlght to-wrong. I will hand it over to?

697 International situa- AGRAHAYANA 19, 1903 (SAKA)
tion and Policy

you.

«WiTT STîff) n
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nr<  mf; sr.f* crrwr w?rfCN •

| , h'-i< vcww
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[«fi firrsnf) vrrw
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?i  î't̂ ’̂ f̂ ^  ̂  | 

;.*$  5TRT )̂, ?1'|̂

r̂̂ T f*-;fa’fH\* T̂Tp’ n ^T fa 'ffe,*

% V̂i'n +1  W 1 tFT<

favr «rr, ^  rt1  r̂q

nff ffmc 1  5»aRV«;̂  q̂ »,
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^-T^l fo'cRi ^ 1 2 %  I  I 5fl»ff T̂|
!?«■ ^rr>^ Jf *rwf qr i

IT jut ##; T.i.
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ĵ<n*T wf 3f?R fe-rr 3fr ŵ cfr | i
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^oT ^T I q  ̂ÎTTt Iffr T̂ 

f̂) tf̂zfl ?iT I,  r̂

V̂ff ^̂fr srra  f̂)r  %cfr 11
*>fe ffiTt  f̂ l̂tff 5PT ?tT̂q

n̂rq  f ^ ** qrft»«rrq ?>, 

^ ?t, =€ta l̂, ®r s*ffar 

5>, 5T̂r % nrw  |,

 ̂ % §rcr  ̂ r̂ r̂n̂a emx 
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SHRI AJITSINS DABHI (Kaira): 
Mr. Deputy-Speake^ Sir, the United 
States of America has taken a decision 
to give Pakistan, our neighbour. 
$3,200 million ' military economic 
assistance package. Again, it is also 
decided by America to supply the 
latest and sophisticated arms includ-
ing the F-16 Fighter Bombers to 
Pakistan. Again America has supplied 
Advance Warning and Control System 
(AWCS) planes to Saudi Arabia and 
it is al§o noteworthy that the Defence 
Minister of Saudi Arabia has declared 
that Saudi Arabia will stand by Pak-
istan in war or peace. Further, as we 
all know, China has formed an alliance 
with America and it has also supplied 
military hardware, ammunition and 
F-16 Fighter planes to Pakistan 
Further, China has constructed 
Korakoram Highway linking Pakistan 
occupied Kashmir with Sinkiang in 
China. It shows that there is un-
declared military alliance between 
Pakistan, America, Saudi Arabia and 
Communist China. This undeclared 
alliance has endangered the security 
of our nation. #

In October last our Prime Minister 
went to Mexico to attend the Cancun 
Summit Conference. She apprised Mr. 
Reagan, American President, of the 
danger to the security of India and 
also to the peace in the South East 
Asia. She said tlie up-dated military 
aid 'given to Pakistan will be used 
against India as it had happened in 
the past. To this President Reagan 
explained by saying that America 
had taken this decision because 
America was worried about the 
presence of Russian troops in
Afghanistan This particular expla-
nation of President Reagan f3 un- 
swallowable. Firstly  ̂ because America 
also knows well from the Report of
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the Rand Corporation that even after 
the presence of Russian troops in 
Afghanistan Pakistan considers India 
to be its ‘enemy No. 1.’ Soon after 
the Russian troops entered Afghanis-
tan Pakistan had rejected the request 
of Amenta to re-deploy its forces to 
meet communist danger from ita 
Western border. Even to-day out of 
six corps of Pakistan Army only one 
is located near the Afghanistan 
border but five corps of Pakistan 
Army are near the Indian border. 
Thug practically the whole Army of 
Pakistan is lined up against India. 
It is not positioned against Afghanis-
tan border. Therefore, the American 
President lives in a fool’s paradise. Or 
shall I say in the Holywood, where 
as an actor he had fought mock 
battles, if he thinks that with only 
one corps of Pakistan Army, Pakistan 
would be able to ‘stem the tide of 
communism/

Again, Americans are praising the 
No War Pact offer made some days 
back to India by Pakistan President 
Zia as if India wants tQ wage war 
against Pakistan. But this No War 
Pact offer is nothing but the result of 
conspiracy between America ancj 
Pakistan to find an excuse to arm 
Pakistan with latest and sophisticated 
weapons including F-16 Fighter 
Bombers and thus to put Pakistan 
ten years ahead of India so far as 
armaments are concerned.

After the assassination of Mr. Sadat, 
President of Egypt, the Prince Fohd 
of Saudi Arabia wants to become the 
leader of Arab countries. Saudi Arabia 
has deposited billions of petro-dollars 
in American Banks. Now, America 
wants to help Saudi Arabia in order 
to build up army with sophisticated 
electronic command system so that 
Saudi Arabia would be the nerve- 
centre of the American forces. They 
would stay in Saudi Arabia under 
the pretext of flighting for that 
nation. The sale of five Advanced 
Warning and Control Systems 
(AWACS) by America to Saudi Arabia

7 1 1 International situation
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is a proof of the intention of America. 
Now, the intention of Saudi Arabia 
is also there. It is two fold. One is 
it wants to deal with the insurgents 
within ifg own country. Secondly, 
Saudi Arabia wants to cooperate with 
America in its arm strategy with 
respect to the persian Gulf and the 
Indian Ocean. So far as this strategy 
is concerned, it has its origin in the 
‘rapid deployment of force* proposed 
to be used in the event of danger to 
Gulf-oil-flelds. AH these things are 
important an^ note-worthy because, 
as I said, a few days back, the Defence 
Minister of Saudi Arabia lias de-
clared that Saudi Arabia will remain 
with Pakistan in war and peace. 
Pakistan is, again, going to get a 
loan of petro dollars from Saudi 
Arabia.

China, our neighbouring country on 
the North, which had attacked us in» 
1962, thinks that it is the natural 
leaders of South East Asian countries 
and considers India as its rival. As 
a matter of fact, India never aspired 
nor does aspire to become the leader 
of the South East Asian countries. 
India considers all of them to be its 
friends. But, never the less, China 
has formed an alliance with America 
and is supporting Pakistan economi-
cally and' also militarily, as I saict 
in the beginning. Our delegation 
headed! by the Foreign Secretary, 
Mr. Gonslaves has already reached 
Peking to make a background for 
negotiation to settle certain problems 
like border dispute between us and 
China, which is the foremost. So far 
as China’s attitude is concerned, 1 
want to quote my previous speech in 
the Budget Session, because we have 
to be very careful in dealing with 
China.

“China has been always adept at 
double dealing. It unashamedly 
blowshot and cold at the flame 
time. When China is going on with 
a good smile negotiating with you 
it may be laying mines behind you 
so that you may perish if you are- 
recalcitrant.M
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Therefore, I hope that our "delega-
tion, which is there, will be very 
cautious while negotiating with its 
counterpart In  China. In blatant 
violation of th© United Nations” re-
solution to make Indian Ocean a 
zone peace, the United Slates has 
piled the latest and sophisticated nu-
clear arms in the Diego Garcia island, 
thus making this island a formidable 
military base from which India can be 
threatened and attacked. On 3rd 
March, this year, the Pentagon had 
openly declared that America wated 
to upgrade the air base in the Diego 
Garcia island for the deployment of 
B-52 fighter bombers which are the 
backbone of the American arms. From 
this island which is indeed a formid-
able military base, India can be at-
tacked at any time. Therefore, the 
militarisation of the Diego Garcia 
island is a constant threat to the 
soveriegnty of India.

Fortunately, we have Shrimati 
Indira Gandhi as our Prime Minister 
who has the correct understanding 
of the international events and she 
has also inherent diplomatic talents 
in her. In fact, all these qualities 
have made her a world leader. Re-
cen t^  she made a whirlwind tour of 
foreign countries and before inter-
national formus and also in her 
persona] meetings with foreign digni* 
taries, she made abundantly cleat 
India’s policy vis-a-vis international 
situation. During her tour, she 
maintained India’s stand for peace and 
for peaceful cooperation irrespective 
of whether a country has a particular 
political philosppby or Government. 
She also said that India believes in 
setting international disputes not by 
force hut by bilateral dialogue. She 
also reiterated India’s policy of non-
alignment. She said that this policy 
of non-alignment is not the result 
of weakness or fear. She openly de-
clared that India had been attacked 
five times within a span of 30 years 
and( therefore, this time, India does 
not -want to be taken unawares or 
sleeping. The people of India are 
ready to meet any eventuality.

India (M)
Nepal is our neighbour and our 

friendship with Nepal is more than
* thousand years old. We are also 

helping Nepal. But now Nepal has 
come forward with a proposal 
that Nepal should be made a 
zone of peace guaranteed by the two 
Super Powers and also by China and 
India. This is nothing but directly 
and deliberately inviting Super 
Powers into the relations between 
India and Nepal Therefore, we should 
think twice or rather we should think 
several times before accepting this 
proposal of Nepal.

Our policy of non-alignment is not 
liked by many countries like America. 
In oul own country, there are also 
some people who criticise our policy 
of non-alignment. But, ag a matter of 
fact, it is because of this policy of non-
alignment that India has achieved 
such a great international stature in 
the world. Some say that India is 
tiltpd towards Russia. This is not 
correct. During her recent tour of 
foreign countries our Prime Minister 
has openly declared that India is 
neither pro-Russia nor anti-America. 
Again India is neither anti.Russia 
nor pro-America. The Prime Minister 
had told the foreign correspondents 
that she had told Russian leaders 
personally and openly that Soviet 
Russia should vacate Afghanistan. 0 «e  
would recall that though during the 
Bangladesh war in 1971, Russia had 
helped India, still, our Prime Minister 
Indira Gandhi did not accept the 
Asian Security concept of President 
Brezhnev and exchanged ambassadors 
with Communist China.

The policy of n on-alignm ent that 
our nation is fo llow in g  is, therefore, 
correct.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The time 
is over.

SHRj AJITSINH DABIII: Shri
Jawaharlal Nehru gaid that India will 
follow non-alignment even if there 
was no country to follow it and even 
if it meant that we have to plough 
a lonely furrow.



MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Hon.
Members the list of speakers now 
available before me is over. There-
fore, I think the Minister can reply 
now.

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS (SHRI P. V. NARA-
SIMHA RAO). Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, I am grateful to 
the 15 Hon. Members who have 
participated in this debate, a debate 
wrich has spanned two sessions of the 
House. It started in the last session 
and has concluded today. That shows 
the amount of interest and the 
keenness with which Ifon. Members 
wanted this debate. I am glad we had 
it because the benefit is entirely 
mine.

It has been stated by several 
Members on several occasions and 
stated by>“me''5Tso~tHat we are conti-
nuing the very wholesome tradition 
of a consensus in foreign affairs in 
this country. If there is a consensus 
in Parliament, if means that there is 
a consensus in the whole country. 
That is why I would not take up the 
time of the House by repeating what 
all has been said in favour of the 
policies of the Government. That is 
hardly necessary.

I would only refer to a few points 
raised on behalf of what Mr. Indrajit 
Gupta termed as the misguided 
fringe. I shall lightly touch upon 
those points because those points 
deserve only a light touch. Nothing 
beyond that.
18 hrs. , ' ^

On the positive side, I entirely 
agree with Members who have given 
a vivid picture of the dangers that 
the world faces today, the danger of 
extinction and the danger o'f a nu" 
clear holocaust, Therefore, the impor-
tance that they have attached to 
disarmament, is entirely well-founded 
and India has always been in the 
forefront of the cause of disarma-
ment.
We have not made any distinctions 
between one kind Oif a nuclear weapon 
and another kind of nuclear weapon. 
We have not tried to quibble between
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these weapons nor to take
positions which are not clearcut. 
We have taken a clearcut position. 
Whether a neutron bomb is a good 
thing or a bad thing, whether a 
neutron bomb, as compared to the 
other nuclear bombs, is some-
thing to be preferred as a lesser
evil—we have not gone into those 
niceties. Right from the beginning 
we have said that we stand for total 
disarmament because we consider 
nuclear weapons of mass destruction 
as a crime against humanity and 
therefore} we come to the of resistable 
conclusion that we just cannot make 
any destinations between weapon and 
weapon, all of them should go, lock, 
stock and barrel. That has been
India’s stand and we have never
swerved from that stand. ■

On several occasions various coun-
tries have approached us with several 
different formulations. It is possible 
that a particular formulation may be 
very tempting and very attractive to us 
in one respect. But if you go into 
the depons of it, you will find that 
somewhere it clashes with our basic 
approach. We have been persistently 
and consistently refusing t° fall for 
these oftier formulations and we have 
stuck t<> our original formulation, 
namely that we want the abolition of 
all nuclear weapons and we want 
total disarmament.

Now this looks Utopian, people 
have told us that we have taken a 
stand which is not capable of reali-
sation in the short run. We have 
turned round and asked, them 
whether their formulations are really 
capable of realisation in the short 
run. Obviously they are not. So 
there is no point in dur diluting our 
stand because we see that there 
cannot be a winnable war by nuclear 
weapons. We cannot see any war 
which can be limited to a particular 
erea or to a particular weapon. 
or to a ‘particular’ section of 
humanity or a country. It 
is just not possible. We do not subs-
cribe to all those theories and there-
fore, we say that all nuclear weapons 
should go and total disarmament has
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to take place. I am glad that this 
stand has been endorsed by Members 
once again.

This basically is the non-aligned 
stand. All non-aligned countries and 
more or less a very vast majority in 
the international community has 
agreed with this and, therefore, we 
are in very good company. We do not 
have to neutralise it, we do not have 
to change it and we shall continue to 
stick to it. Then what is more im-
portant for our purposes to-day is 
the linkage between disarmament 
and development. The stage has 
come when mankind will have to 
choose between the armaments and . 
development. You cannot have both.
You cannot have armaments to your 
heart’s content or to the heart’s con-
tent of those who want them—we do 
not want them anyhow. The third 
world does not want them anyhow. But 
even those who want them for any 
reason whatsoever, have to choose 
between the two. That time has 
come. That stage has come. We have 
seen that very affluent countries are 
now afflicted by all kinds o f econo-
mic difficulties. They have inflation, 
they have unemployment and they 
are not able to balance their budgets.
Once this escalation in their defence 
expenditure has taken place once for 
political reasons they have decided 
on this escalation consciously and 
deliberately in the hope that they 
would still be able to balance the 
budget, in the hope that they would 
have the guns and the butter both, 
they have perforce com© to the con-
clusion that this is not possible—not 
even for them. I am not talking of 
the developing countries; I am talking 
of the developed countries themselves 
trnat they cannot have guns and 
butter both. Obviously, there is very 
little to sav in regard to developing 
countries.

Therefore, if there is the principle 
of inter-dependence, which is being 
accepted by more and more countries 
to-day, how does development come? 
Where do the funds for development 
come from? Obviously, they cannot

71 j  International situa- AGRAHAYANA
tion and Policy

come from anywhere because, in the 
affluent countries, in the developed 
countries, they themselves are not in 
a position to find funds for their 
own development given a particular 
quantum of outlay on armaments. 
Therefore, thig money has to come 
obviously from that earmarked for 
armaments. There has to be a cut on 
the armaments. Only then will this 
money flow in the other direction. So, 
the choice between these two, i.e., 
development on the one hand and 
armaments and extinction on the 
other this is the real choice before 
every country to-day, before hu-
manity to-day and that is why we 
were very clear in our minds when 
we went to Cancun when we pre-
pared for Cancun. For the last one 
year this preparation had been going 
on. Many eye-brows went up. Many 
people told us that we were wasting 
our time and energy and that this 
was not going to happen. They said 
that it was not possible for the deve-
loped and the developing countries to 
come together and to come to an 
understanding in regard ta the 
economic re-structuring of the world. 
But, w,e stuck to our guns and said 
that at some point or the other this 
has to take place, we just cannot go 
in two different and irreconciliable 
directions for ever. They have to 

meet at some point or the other. We 
had these preparatory meetings and, 
finally, we came to a framework, to 
a working formula, by which these 
22 heads of Governments could meet— 
some of them developed, some of 
them developing, some of them, per-
haps, middling—not quite developed, 
not quite developing either. So, all 
the typical kinds of levels of deve-
lopment will be found in these coun-
tries. They met and they accepted 
the principle of interdependence. This 
inter-dependence has brought us to a 
stage where a further dialogue has 
become possible.

Last year, when we were in the 
United Nations for the 11th Special 
Session, we found that we could not 
make any headway—neither on the 
timeframe nor on the agenda nor on
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anything in regard to the North-South 
dialogue. This year, the position is 
not very much better, but it is a little 
better and, we hope, that the effect 
of Cancun will be felt in the further 
proceedings in the General Assembly 
or further proceedings in the other 
agencies of the United Nations. So, 
this is how, inch by inch, we are 
going forward to a situation where 
real interdependence is realised on 
all hands. It is very easy to accept 
inter-dependence in theory on paper.
But, what does it mean? Inter-
dependence really means, in terms of 
the people of a developed country, 
that they will have to sacrifice some-
thing in order to benefit themselves 
in the long run, not merely the deve-
loping countries. They are not giving 
any charity. But, they are benefiting 
themselves as much as they are bene-
fiting the others because the interests 
are inter-dependent. This is the 
realisation that has to come not only 
at Government level but at the level 
of the people. As I once said, ■ if 
there is a family in a developed coun-
try which wants the next car for it-
self—if it has got two cars already, 
it wants a third—that family has to 
understand that the possibility of its 
getting the next car will depend on 
the possibility of some family in some 
other country geting the next meal.

Inter-depQndence in fact means 
this. It is being realised. I do not 
say that we are really galloping to-
wards it. But, inch by inch, very 
slowly, we are going towards the full 
realisation of this. It will take time.
But it will come, it has to come, we 
do not have any alternative to it.

I have already referred to the ques-
tion of Peace. In this connection, I 
would like to say that when we take 
a non-aligned stand, there is bound to 
be some criticism,—at least from two 
quarters, if not more. Because, a 
Non-aligned stand does not fully tally 
with one side or the other and there-
fore there is bound to be some kind
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of criticism—mild or strong—depend-
ing on the isBue.

But today, what we have to realise 
is that this kind of dichotomy, this 
kind of total estrangement between 
the two sides, two blocs, cannot cpn- 
tinue for ever, because we find, as a 
matter of fact, that on several points, 
on several issues, what happens is 
this: You have the non-aligned coun-
tries on the one hand, then if you 
take the others together you can call 
tjhem by the generic name of ‘non- 
non-aligned’. And between these 
two, you find agreement on 
many matters. How is it that 
some European countries today take 
a much closer stand to that of India 
or that of the non-aligned on matters 
like, say, Nambia, South Africa, West 
Asia, Middle-Ea&t, North-South, Can- 
<cun,—all these? How is it that they 
are much more forthcoming in their 
attitudes, and much more liberal, let

• us say, or much closer to the atti-
tudes of the Non-aligned countries? 
The fact of the matter is that it is 
no longer possible to divide the whole 
world into two water-tight compart-
ments and to see that each compart-
ment contains its own countries so 
tightly that they cannot take any 
other view except the view of the 
compartment itself. The compart-
ments are cracking. And therefore, 
India's effort has been, and the effort 
of the non-aligned world has to be, 
to make as many friends as possible 
outside the movement, because— let 
us .face it—the future of the world 
not only depends upon the non-align-
ed but even more so on what happens 
outside the non-aligned movement; 
because, the power of destruction is 
not in our hands, it is in the hands of 
those who are outside the movement. 
And therefore, it would be in the in-
terest of the world and of world 
peace, that the Non-aligned move-
ment makes as many friends as pos-
sible outside the movement. This is 
what we have been doing. We are 
being benefited and also benefiting the 
others in this process; we have a tech-
nological base; we are having co-ope-
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ration in several fields of technology 
with these developed countries. This 
is because India is in a position #to 
abaorb any < sophisticated technology 
which any developed country will be 
able to give.

So, India’s position has been recog-
nised, has been acknowledged, as the 
country where the highest possible 
technology can be easily absorbed.
And therefore, other countries are 
coining closer to us. And this again 
is an example of interdependence.
They find that some of their indust-
ries do not pay, for various reasons, 
economic reasons, within those coun-
tries, while the same industries, with 
the same technology, can flourish in 
India, because, India has better con-
ditions, more congenial conditions. It 
is again a question of understanding 
conditions in each other’s country and ' 
trying to get the best out of this situ-
ation. So, we are doing this.

Coming to the Indian Ocean  ̂ we 
have supported the idea. We have 
been co-sponsors and we have been 
taking a consistent line right from 
the beginning. I have answered a 
number of questions in both Houses 
on the Indian Ocean. The only ques-
tion that seems to be naggtng Mr. 
Indrajit Gupta all the time is this 
rivalry.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: Nagging 
m e?. . .

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:. 
Nagging* you. I have heard you raise 
it. I do not know how many times, 
as many times as I have heard you 
speak! Sir, there is a very simple 
answer which I would like to give 
him in all sincerity. This concept of 
‘ 'rivalry” in fact we are not using 
that word at all these days—is not my 
interpretation; it is not my invention.
T would like to read out to you the 
Resolution by which we all swear 
and that Resolution is the Resolution 
of 1971—Implementation of the dec-
laration of the Indian Ocean as ia 
Zone of Peace, This is the United Na-
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tions Resolution. It reads as follows, 
inter alia; J

“Deeply concerned at the inten-
sification of great power military 
presence, conceived in the context 
of great power rivalry leading to an 
increase of tension in the area,”

So, I have not created that word. It 
is there in the Resolution. Because 
of these misunderstandings which are 
caused we say that we do not want 
“presences’. We are using the 
“plural” . If that makes it better 
from your point of view, we will use 
plurals, but the idea is the same. It is 
not a question of equating one with 
the other. There is no question of 
equality or equating. The question is 
we do not want anyone We want this 
area to be free of all these powers, 
and these presences. The Prime Min-
ister has said that one presence att-
racts another. Now, who is going to 
decide who came first and who came 
last; why did the first one come and 
why did the second one come? This 
kind of scrutiny is not going to pay 
us any dividends. The point is pure 
and simple. We want this area as an 
area of peace, as a zone of peace *nd 
that is why since it has occurred in 
the Resolution—it still occurs in the 
original resolution—we have been us-
ing it, but it does not mean anything 
more than what I have explained.

We know who our friends are, we 
know which country has helped us, 
we are not really unaware of all this. 
But in this context, that argument 
does not fit in. Here is a question 
where you want an area to be a zone 
of peace; even with one presence, 
you cannot have a zone of peace; so 
we do not want either one side or 
the other. And it is not only two; 
there are 5 or G sides, because it is 
not only two countries, but 3, 4 or 5 
other countries as well. They too 
have some kind of presence there.
We want all these presences to be 
out of that area and that is all pure 
and simple, what we stand for. There-
fore thig question of equating need 
not be raised again and again when
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we talk of the Indian Ocean. Some 
Members also referred to collective 
self-reliance. The House knows that 
India has played a very important 
role in collective self-reliance, the 

, programmes which India has with 
other developing countries are more in 
number, depth and extent than any 
other country. Since, unlike many 
other developing countries, we are not 
only in a position to send raw mater-
ials—in fact we are sending less and 
less raw materials and more and more 
intermediate goods, more and more 
sophisticated machinery even. We are 
in a position to implement this prin-
ciple of collective self-reliance much 
better, As the years go by, we will 
be able to stand competition even 
with developed countries. But here 
there is no question of competition, 
when it serves the interests of the 
third World; amongst ourselves, we 
are able to share with other develop-
ing countries the expertise we have 
built up, the experience we have 
gained. We may have faltered during 
the last 30 years, we may have failed 
in some respects but we have learnt 
by mistakes and other countries 
need not go through the process all 
over again. Therefore, quite a num-
ber of countries are taking advantage 
of this and we are happy that this 
is being done.

There has been a passing referenco 
to Afghanistan. I do not want to go 
into all the details of what has been 
happening from time to time, or not 
happening, to be more exact. But I 
would like to say that immediately 
after I came back from Moscow last 
year, I made a statement to both 
Houses of Parliament. And some eye-
brows went up, but I said, what we 
feel is the correct position we have 
to tell the House, tell the peopler 
tell the nation. We felt that the situ-
ation in Afghanistan was developing 
on certain undesirable lines, the result 
of which we thought, would be that 
it would be taken as a pretext for 
increasing the presences of those, 
whose presence would not be liked,

who would not have been able to in-
crease their presences otherwise. 
This is what we said in so many words 
and this js what has happened.

Today cynical as it may sound, you 
have to really search for anyone, who 
wants the Soviet troops out of Afgha-
nistan. Everyone seems to be getting 
some advantage out of this situation. 
Why did it happen? Why should it 
have happened? Why should it have 
been allowed to happen? India has 
been taking the most sincere line that 
we do not want any foreign troops 
in Afghanistan, as we do not want 
foreign troops in any other country. 
As I said once, some people make 
exceptions, we do not. Our principle 
applied to all countries, all foreign 
troops, in all countries and on all 
soils. That was taken as a mistake, 
that was taken as prevarication, and 
that was taken as a half-hearted 
statement. We have faced all these 
things, but we hav-a stuck to our guns, 
we have stuck to our principles. But 
what is happening today? There is no 
attempt regionally to find a solution. 
Shri Indrajit Gupta says that we are 
not able to distinguish between the 
global aspects and the regional aspects 
and therefore we confuse the two. 
That is what I understood him to say. 

es, deliberately so, because we know 
hat if countries like Afghanistan and 

Pakistan are locked in a struggle and 
they become part of the blobal pheno-
menon, they will never get out of it. 
Our entire effort during the whole of 
1980 was this that we find a non-align-
ed formula by which a political solu-
tion is found.* It is quite clear that 
there can be no military solution to 
this. I have not come across any 
power which was "preparred to send 
its own- troops to throw the Soviet 
troops out of Afghanistan. So, it is 
quite clear that there is no military 
solution; it has to be a political solu-
tion. We have been trying to find a 
political solution. And if you do not 
talk with one another, how can a 
political solution emerge? This is 
purely and simply what we have been 
telling both the countries both the 
parties, with whom we have friendly
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relations. This has not happened. 
So much as going to the negotiating 
table to talk not to agree but to talk 
even this has not happened! How can 
any country afford the luxury of not 
talking to the other country, and still 
being locked in Confrontation, having 
millions of refugees? Is this really 
comprehensible? It is not. There 
must be something else to it than 
what meets the eye and it is not very 
difficult to guess.

This is the situation from which we 
wanted to extricate these countries 
so that a solution is found. Take 
Kampuchea for instance. The same 
thing has happened there. Finally, 
everybody today agrees that we should 
settle this problem on a regional 
basis without interference from out-
side. -

How it is going to happen, no one 
knows. They have been trying all 
kinds of things, but they have not re-
ally succeeded. But ultimately even 
those countries of South East Asia, 
which do not see eye to eye with us 
on this issue, today agree that it has 
to be a solution found by the concern-
ed countries by a process of negotia-
tion amongst themselves without out-
ride interference. This is what we 
stood for all the time. Today it is being 
realised that this is the only way. 
Whether it is going to happen tomor-
row is not the question, but when-
ever it happens, only this has to hap-
pen, because this is the only way. 
Again, if it becomes a global affair, 
if it is going to be decided when the 
global East West confrontaton is de-
cided then we have had it, these 
countries have had it. The ques-
tion is whether these countries can 
afford all this. Can Vietnam afford 
this? Can Kampuchea afford this? who 
is thinknig of the people of Kampu-
chea? We are thinking only of techni-
calities. Many countries are wonder-
ing whether Kampuchea should be re-
cognised or not; whether the Heng 
Samrin Government should be re-
cognised or not. I have asked many

friends who have raised this question, 
Well, if you don’t recognise, fiteng 
Samrin, whom do you recognise? Do 
you recognise Pol Pot? They im-
mediately say, ‘‘No, no, we are not for 
Pol Pot! Then whom are for— 
God, devil, who? So, the fact of the 
matter is that we are not taking this 
issue in a practical way.

Before coming to neighbours, I 
would like to dispose of one smalL 
matter, rather it is not small, it is a 
very important matter, because it is 
right in the middle of the Indian 
Ocean—about the Seychelles.

Hon. Members may remember that 
the day this hijacking took place, the 
situation in this House and the other 
House was something to be seen to be 
believed. Every member was on his 
feet and was asking for the latest 
reports in regard to the passengers,, 
the Indian passengers on board the 
Air India aircraft. The whole day 
was spent by the Government in try-
ing to find out the whereabouts, of the 
well being of those on board, finding 
out what actually happened. No one 
knew what had happened. All these 
stories, all these details about the coup 
etc. came days later. So, on that day 
our sole preoccupation was to see how 
our compatriots, who had been dum-
ped there, could be brought back 
safely. We did not even know that it 
was to South Africa that the plane had 
been hijacked. For quite some time 
we had to go on making inquiries 
and when it came to light that it was 
South Africa, we were faced with 
another difficulty. We have no rela-
tions with South Africa. So we had 
to think of other friendly countries 
to help us out of the situation. I am 
glad they did their bit and helped us 
out. We are grateful to them. But 
our preoccupation, let me repeat, was 
the safe return of the aircraft, the 
passengers and the crew. After that 
we tried to find out the facts. As 
the facts came out, we not only have 
taken cognisance of the facts, but we 
have actually supported the version 
of the Seychelles \ representative in
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the United Nations General Assembly. 
I do not gee how else we can take a 
stand. And while taking a stand, we 
have to be absolutely sure about the 
facts, we cannot go by newspapers, 
we cannot go by unconfirmed reports. 
I have nothing against newspapers, 
but the point is \lntil we had certain 
confirmation from official quarters, 
we could not have come out official-
ly with a stand.

I now come to our relations with 
the neighbours. The President has 
just returned from Nepal this after-
noon. About a week ago I was there. 
I am glad to say that there are much 
brighter possibilities of cooperation 
with Nepal now than about a couple 
of years ago. There is a realization 
on both sides that these two countries 
are so inter-linked—their economics, 
their population and their cultural 
ties are so strong that it is not pos-
sible for them to go their own sep-
arate ways. This has been realized. 
These two countries are independent, 
sovereign countries. They Have to 
live as neighbours—independent, sov-
ereign neighbours with so much in 
common, and still independent and 
sovereign. jThis is a relationship 
which is not easy to establish; and 
even if you establish it, it is even less 
easy to work it out in day-to-day 
life. But we will have to 
do it; and I am sure that 
after my talks with the leaders 
there, I am convinced that this is the 
approach of both the countries. I am 
sure this intention has been reiterated 
and confirmed, when the President 
went there. I hope to get the details 
from him; and 1 am sure that most of 
the questions can be solved. After 
all, these questions can crop up only 
between neighbours. They cannot 
come between distant countries.
Whether it is the waters issue, or 
whatever be the other problems—we
have been approaching these problems 
constructively; and I am glad to say 
that within the last one year—in 1981 
particularly—there has been a lot of
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progress on many of these matters, 
which had somehow not progressed 
for some years. I can only say that 
the realization on both sides is 
there, and we hope to progress even 
faster in the months to come.

On water resources, for instance, my 
talks revealed that whatever lack of 
progress was there, it was because of 
very small things which could have 
been sorted out by mutual discussion. 
But no team went from here; no team 
came from there. The 'first meeting 
took place in January, 1981. It clear-
ed many things, many matters, and 
there was very quick progess. Now, 
certain matters are to be looked into. 
Once again a team is coming. After 
discussion with the officials, these 
things will be sorted out.

Again, on the industrial side, there 
are several things which could be 
done. There are many projects in 
which we are participating already. I 
had occasion to visit some of them; 
and I have found that there is full 
satisfaction on the other side in re-
gard to the efficacy, in regard to the 
promptness and the timeliness of the 
work which we have undertaken 
there. So, it is good story. It is a 
good prospect that we find in Nepal.

I had been to Bhutan some months 
back. I find that in Bhutan, the same 
spirit prevails. I don’t have to go 
into details, except to say that 
we have no problems with Bhutan. 
It is only a question of cooperation, 
of realty intensifying cooperation and 
finding more" and more areas of coop-
eration. That Is being done.

With Bangladesh, you may remem-
ber that we had this small difficulty 
with regard to the New Moore Island 
It was touch-and-go for some days. We 
had some anxious moments. And 
given the situation in that country 
after President Zia-ur-Rahman’s as-
sassination, anything could have nap- 
pened. But I am glad to say that with 
goodwill on both sides and a deter-
mination not to allow the situation to
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get out of hand. We have been able 
to defuse it, not only on the islands 
issue  ̂ but on the question of boundry 
demarcation also. Our team has gone; . 
it has come back after making some 
progress. "In fact, they could have 
made a little more progress. But they 
really wanted to do their home-work 
once again, in consultation with the 
Government of West Bengal. So, they 
have come back. There is good pro-
gress and we are hopeful that that 
question will be settled before long.

SHRI SATYASADHAN CUftKRA- 
BORTY (Calcutta South): Is it a 
fact that Bangladesh has allowed a 
small island near Chittagong for build-
ing an American military base? Has 
Government of India any information?
But this news item has appeared.. .

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO: At 
the moment, I have no information.
This is not bilateral. I am talking of 
our relations with friefeida, our neigh-
bours. We axe on a different subject.

Now coming, finally, to Pakistan, I 
made a statement in regard to the 
‘No War Pact’. There has been a 
deliberate attempt, may be out ° f noli- t 
seriousness, to show that we are not 
responding positively. This is not.. .
(Interruptions).

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: A deli-
berate attempt by whom?

AN HON. MEMBER; By Shri Vaj-
payee.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: By Shri 
Vajpayee, by Subramaniam Swamy or 
by Pakistan?

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO: It 
does not matter by whom. There na3 
been an attempt. It has not succeed-
ed. It will not succeed. This is not 
a simple matter. I shall place before 
the House two scenarios.

On. the 15th September, a ‘Non-
Aggression Pact’ is ‘ ‘offered” ■ by 
President Zia O'f Pakistani. So the 
whole matter starts on the 15th Sep-
tember, 1981. That is one scenario. 
What does India have to say? “Do 
you accept it? Don’t you accept it?
Do you accept with qualifications?" 
Immediately all the questions are
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shot at us. I can understand that 
scenario.

Take the other scenario. A ‘No War 
Pact’ is offered by IVidia in 1949. No 
one seems to talk about it for 31 
years. There has been persistent re-
fusal to accept this from the other 
side and suddenly something is sprung 
at us from the other side and again 
we are asked, “What have you got to 
aay? Do you accept? Don’t you 
accept?” Now, this is not fair. You 
cannot wish away all this history of 
3i years. I have made a detafled 
statement, telling the House, who 
said what, when, in what context, 
the whole background has been given. 
I have not given it non-seriously light-
ly. I have to tell the House. I have to 
tell my people that this is the back-
ground against which we are having 
another so-called offer now and this 
is the position in which Government 
finds itself. So, I have said, very 
simply, the Simla Agreement has 
bilaterialised the entire gamut of re-
lations between India cAid Pakistan. 
They also agree, we also agree, be-
cause they said, “in the Simla spirit” . 
Now, we had made an offer. Is it pos-
sib le  *for us to brush that offer aside, 
our own offer? Would it be right if 
w e did that, particularly when thi3 
offer has had a chequered history, 
the history of being refused time an(* 
again by the other side? Suddenly, 
if there is an offer from the other side, 
and we say, we accept it, without go-
ing into the details of the background, 
is it fair, is it right, is it in the interests 
o'f the country, is that what a res-
ponsible Government should do? 
Obviously not. That is why I placed 
the entire background before the 
House and how, I ^ id, I would like 
to know—I did not even say, I would 
like to know— I said, m y  response 
will be positive on the basis that the 
‘ o f fe r ’ n o w  m ad e fro m  P akistan  co n -
stitutes till acceptance of our offer 
which hag been  there fo r  the last 31 
years* Why did I say that?

PROF. N. G. RANGA: It has been 
repeatedly made.

19, 1903 (SAKA) of Govt, of 730
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SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:
Why did I say that? It is not lightly 
that I said it. It is not just for the 
sake Of scoring a debating point that 
I said it. I mean it because I made . 
an offer 31 years ago. Objections 
were raised to that offer. The offer
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There is ‘nothing further for us to do. 
We have said our piece, the exact 
piece. Our response, as we have 
promisedj is going to bt what we have 
promised it will be. That is all I 
would like to say.

10, 1981 of Government of 732
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was refused on seveal grounds and 
when I say that on this basis my 
response is going to be positive today 
it impinges on the entire history of 
the last 31 years, it has implications 
and these implications have to be 6°ne 
into and that is why what I have 
stated is exactly the correc^ thing to 
say. *We have not been negative. We 
have not refused it- We have drawn 
the attention of the whole world to 
the fact that this has been here for 
the last 31 years. In one ground or 
the other, it has been refused. Now, 
what happens to those grounds? I 
have not asked questions. I have 
(Ally said, this is the basis on which 
my response is going to be positive. 
There is nothing to be .said beyond 
this. It is very clear. A no-war pact 
would therefore be: (a) in amplifica-
tion of the Simla Agreement, because 
in the Simla Agreement, use of force 
or threat of use of force—these have 
been eschewed deliberately by both 
sides, by unanimity; so, a no war pact 
can only be an amplification of what 
has been said in the Simla Agreement:
(b) in the bilateral framework de-
cided upon in that agreement; and
(c) as stated earlier, on the basis that 
Pakistan’s “offer” constitutes the ac-
ceptance of India’s offer o'f the lio- 
war pact made’ in 1949.

These are the things which bave 
been very clearly stated. So, there 
is no justification. is charging the Gov-
ernment with inactivity with not hav-
ing responded or having over-reacted. 
We have said nothing about the 
F-16S we have said nothing about 
anything. We have only said that 
when this offer was made, something 
was happening in the United States 
Congress. Should we not point that 
out? Is it such a very insignificant 
coincidence? It is not. Therefore, I 
pointed out that also without com-
ment. So, this is our position t«day.

About Sri Lanka, I have only to 
report that we have thig problem of 
the remaining persons Of Indian 
origin. I am not talking of the other 
side, the other Tamils °f Sri Lanka 
who belong to Sri Lanka and are citi-
zens there. We have nothing to say 
on that account. But so 'far as per-
sons of Indian origin are concerned, 
who are stateless—today, we have to 
take some of them and they had to 
take some of them. That agreement 
has come to an end last month. Now 
we are prepared to take those who 
are registered with us. The question 
has to be resolved on that basis.

About China, we quite advisedly 
did not dwell on this subject en 
extenso  during this debate, because 
our team, our delegation, is right now 
talking to the Chinese delegation on 
several issues. So, after they come 
back, we will be able to know how 
much progress has been made. It is 
n o t proper to anticipate anything one 
way or the other. So5 I have discreet-
ly omitted saying anything about that. 
I thank the hon. members also who 
did not really raise too many questions 
era that issue.

This is all I have to say. I think I 
have covered particularly the points 
raised by the ‘ 'misguided fringe” , in 
Mr. Gupta’s terminology. I am grate-
ful to the hon. members for having 
reiterated the consensus and having 
given nie some valuable suggestions.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: Did you 
say, misguided fringe? Or lunatic 
fringe?

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO: 
Misguided only. Do you want to im-
prove on it?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Substi-
tute motions been moved, by



733 International situa- A G R A H A Y A N A  19, 1903 ( SAKA)  of Govt, o f  734
tion and Policy India (M )

Shri Ramavatar Shastri and Shri B. 
V. Desai. Shall I now put them to-
gether or One by one?

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO; if 
the House agrees, I would like to 
accept Shri B. V. Desai’s substitute 
motion. It is quite positive. It says:

‘This House, having considered 
the present international situation 
and the policy of the Government 
o’f India in relation thereto, whole-
heartedly supports the Government 
of India’s firm determination to pur-
sue the policy of ntAi-aligranent in 
dealing with present international 
situation.”

So, it will be very illogical to oppose 
it.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; Now I 
shall put the Substitute Motion moved 
by Shri Ram Avtar Shastri to vote.

Substitute Motion No. 2 was put and 
negatived.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, I 
put the Substitute Motion moved by 
Shri B. V. Desai. The question is:

“That for the original motion, the 
following be substituted, namely:--

“This House, having considered 
the present international situa-

tion and the policy of the Gov-
ernment of India in relation there-
to, whole-heartedly supports the 
'Government of India s firm deter-
mination to pursue the policy of 
non-alignment in* dealing with 
present international situation.” .” 
(3).

The motion was adopted.

18.44 hrs.

BUSINESS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

T w e n t y - t h i r d  R e p o r t

THe  MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS AND WORKS AND 
HOUSING (SHRI BHISHMA NARA- 
IN SINGH): I beg to present the 
Twenty-third Report t>f the Business 
Advisory Committee.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The
House stands adjourned till 11 A.M. 
tomorrow.

18.45 hrs. ,

The Lok Sabha then adjourned toll 
Eleven of the Clock on Friday, De-
cember 11, 1981A Agrahayana 20, 1903 
(Saka).
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