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there are some other reasons, which 
probably come in the way of the 
project coming up. What is intrigu-
ing is that no official is aDie to predict 
with certainty whether the project 
will get the go-ahead signal or would 
be pigeonholed altogether. I. there-
fore, request that the Government 
should make a statement as to whe-
ther the project would come out of 
wood:; or is totally shelved.

(ix) Need for a Railway Over-
bridge near Alwar Railway Station, 

Rajasthan

SHRI RAM SINGH YADAV 
(Alwar): There is an urgent need
for the construction of a railway 
over-bridge near the railway station 
of Alwar, in Rajasthan. The “ Matsya” 
Industrial area of Alwar is situated 
on the Eastern side 01 the railway 
track while the city of Alwar is situ-
ated on the Western side. Moreover, 
the Krishi Upaj Mandi bamiti of A l-
war has constructed the shops for 
commercial agents for foodgrains on 
the Eastern side of the railway track. 
There should be a link between the 
city, the industrial area and the 
foodgrains market.

Alwar is an industrial town and 
also a market place for mustard oil 
and foodgrains. The raw material 
for the industries is brought to the 
Industrial area and finished goods are 
transported to outside. The incom-
ing and outgoing movement of traffic 
is, therefore, heavy throughout the 
year.

The road transport from Delhi to 
Jaipur passes through Alwar and it 
has to cross the railway track. There 
is a military cantonment near Alwar 
on the eastern side of the railway 
track and military vehicles have 
to cross the railway line when they 
go to Alwar city, Jaipur and Delhi.

Alwar is an important railway 
station. The Pink City Express has 
a stoppage at this place. Frequency 
of movement of railway trains at 
Alwar obstructs the regular route 
traffic, and the passenger carriers as

well as goods carriers have to wait a 
long time near the railway crossing.

In view of all these factors, the 
construction of the railway over-bri-
dge near the railway station of 
Alwar is urgently needed. The Gov- 
arnment is therefore requested to take 
necessary steps in the matter.

12.14 hrs

The Lok Sabha adjourned for Lunch 
till twenty minutes past Fourteen of 

the Clock

The Lok Sabha re-assembled after
Lunch at twentysix minutes past 

Fourteen of the Clock.

[M r . D e p u t y -S p e a k e r  in the Chair]

DEMANDS FOR GRATsTTS 1981-82— 
—Contd.

Ministry of External Affairs—Contd.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; Mr.
Eduardo Faleiro.

SHRI EDUARDO FALEIRO (Mor- 
mugao): Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir,
for the last about one year and a 
little more, there has been a deterio-
ration in the international situation 
to a point unparalleled in recent de-
cades. Detente is dead and now the 
policy-makers of one of the super 
powers at least, are renewing the 
old slogan of “peace through stren-
gth” which, or all practical purposes, 
is a call to a renewed arms race and 
increase of tensions and conflicts 
everywhere.

We are living in a region which un-
til quite recently was fairly free of 
major conflicts but which is now turn-
ing or has already turned into one of 
the major theatres of super power 
confrontation and unless things are 
arrested before it is too late, it will 
be the main threatre of super power 
confrontation.
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During the Nixon-Kissinger era 
the strategy was to contain the Soviet 
Union with a triangular alliance of 
Japan, China and, of course, the 
United States and this was really the 
purpose of the assistance given for 
the modernisation of China; that 
was to enable that country to play 
what they call, a major defence role 
in the containment of the Soviet 
Union.

In recent times, it seems that the 
strategy has been expanded and re-
vised in view of the fact that possi-
bly China is no more considered a 
reliable ally in view of its own very 
divergent world view and Japan has 
shown that it is not at all interested 
in a larger military role. The stra-
tegy as expounded now is, as the 
Washington strategists say, to have 
an equilibrium, country to country 
equilibrium and maintain a balanced 
equilibrium throughout Asia. And 
it is in this context that the arming 
of Pakistan must be viewed.

Gen. Zia-ul-Huq in an interview 
recently to an Indian journalist, has 
made it very clear that the arming 
of Pakistan is not meant to be used 
against the Soviet Union.

Therefore, the only alternative is 
that these arms are to be usd against 
this country and I would like this 
House to be aware of this and this 
country to be aware of this, that the 
only purpose of the arms supply to 
Pakistan is that they can be used and 
they are meant as a trnreat to India 
and to India directly.

Afghanistan is the reaction of the 
Soviet Union to this strategy, to 
encircle that country and one should 
not live under the illusion that the 
Russians are going to withdraw from 
Afghanistan unless they realise, they 
feel secure, that the strategy to en-
circle the Soviet Union is not there 
anymore and security and confidence 
are restored for, the Soviet Union.

Sir, in the debate, last year, I had 
an opportunity of quoting in this 
House, the evidence, given before the 
United States Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee by top military 
strategists involved in the Diego 
Garcia base and they had stated—the 
records are their; their depositions 
are there and their statements are 
there that Diego Garcia was meant to 
prop up friendly regimes, the regimes 
which advance or support the Ameri-
can interests in this area. By ob-
vious implication, it proposed to and, 
if necessary, intervene against re-
gimes which are not friendly. India 
is one of those countries; the Congress 
regime is one of the regimes which, 
successive American Administration 
have perceived as not friendly and 
cooperative with the American in-
terests.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker, in this con-
text, in this global context, it is, not 
only we ho are saying that we are not 
secure, it is all the developing coun-
tries that are being threatened. Even 
countries which belong to either of 
the Blocs, through their leaders again 
and again have expressed their an-
xiety at this state of affairs. State-
ments have been there from the 
French Leaders. There have been 
statements of the West German lea-
ders and I should think that the up-
surge and the happenings in Eastern 
Europe cannot at all or cannot alto-
gether be disconnected or removed 
for dissatisfaction with Great power 
politics. Therefore, I submit hum- 
bly but very firmly, that to-day more 
than ever before, non-alignment 
becomes relevant and the non-align-
ment policy is very relevant; in fact, 
unless sanity prevails through the 
forces of the countries which are non- 
aligned, it appears that the nuclear 
holacaust is imminent and mankind 
cannot be saved from this brink of 
disaster.

Sir, it is one thing to say that non- 
alignment is very relevant or is more 
relevant to-day than ever before and



it is quite a different thing to say that 
the non-aligned movement is strong 
enough. The non-alignment move-
ment had lost a good deal of direc-
tion or the trust and it is compara-
tively weak movement now. The 
reason is simply because we have all 
types of movements and we have all 
types of countries in the non-aligned 
movement. We have countries like 
the Zaire, Egypt or Singapore which 
are just client States of one of the 
isuper powers.. We [have countries 
also which cannot at all be said to 
be non-aligned with the other bloc.

3 11 Demands for Grants CHAITRA 9,

Sir, the people in this country and 
everywhere still perceive the need 
for India, in this context, to play an 
increasingly more aggressive role in 
the sen§C- tliar It should play a role of 
initiative and leadership in bringing 
all these countries together, in identi-
fying their interests which are also not 
very remotely the interests of man-
kind as a whole. I must say that the 
fact that at the Delhi Conference, a 
joint declaration, a unanimous decla-
ration, was passed with all its weak-
nesses does Show the tremendous dip-
lomatic initiative and credit for that 
must go to the Foreign Minister, to 
his Ministry and to the Government 
of India for having salvaged this 
movement at a time when it was 
riddled with so many crises and in-
ner contradictions.

Of course, the non-aligned confe-
rence produced something much more 
than that. Iraq and Iran could not 
be brought to the negotiating table 
either by the United Nations or by 
the Islamic Conference for the first 
time, at the De^hi Conference both 
these countries agreed to at least sit 
together and to discuss the outstand-
ing issues between them. I shall also 
mention "here that while India should 
play its pioneering role once again 
by regaining the initiative which it 
had in the fifties in bringing these 
developing countries together, it play-
ed a stronger role than the United

Nations, in the interests of the world 
in general and all the developing 
countries in particular. But trne United 
Nations, with all its limitations is 
the only world forum which has any 
remote semblance of a World Gov-
ernment. Then again, the United 
Nations is the only forum where the 
combined strength of the developing 
countries, the combined strength of 
the non-aligned countries, can be felt 
in a very positive and constructive 
manner. At the United Nations, I 
think, India and the other developing 
countries should concentrate, to be-
gin with on two major issues which 
concern the world today—one is 
Disarmament and the other is 
Development. It was India which 
took the initiative several year ago. 
In 1.054- and as a result of its diplo-
matic initiatives at the United Na-
tions the Partial Test B^n Treaty was 
signed in 1963. We did not sign the 
1971 nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty. We did not sign it because 
it was discriminatory. We felt then 
that the danger was not in horizontal 
proliferation which was bad enough 
but it was in—vertical proliferation 
which was worse in as much as the 
super power installations would not be 
inspected under the Treaty. It was 
only the other countries’ installations 
that could be inspected. That is 
why we did not sign the Treaty. To-
day looking at the world it can be 
seen that we were right in not sign-
ing the Treaty. Sir. it has absolu-
tely failed. Proliferation has not 
come from other countries. It is 
the Super Powers who are building 
up their nuclear stocks.
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Again, Sir, Disarmament, if it is 
important to the countries of the 
world it is particularly important to 
the developing countries. A large 
part of our Budgets is spent on arma-
ment whereas this money can be 
saved and spent for development pro-
jects. If disarmament becomes effec-
tive and if the Super Powers do not 
arm the neighbours and the smaller 
countries and if the threat is removed 
then all this money can be used for



constructive and developmental pur-
poses.

Sir, an issue which is closely con-
nected with disarmament—and also 
an issue which is a major issue of 
the day—is the issue of Develop-
ment. Many of the economies of the 
developing countries, the smaller 
countries, are on the brink of colla-
pse and the major reason behind this 
is the inequity in t'ne present Interna-
tional Economic Order which is the 
result of the political system which 
evolved in the colonial days. It is 
necessary to renew and to put on rails 
the North-South dialogue and altho-
ugh the Wilsy Brandt Commission 
Report may not be a radical measure, 
I have no doubt that it does provide 
a basis for a discussion. It is the 
best available document for a dia-
logue on the North-South problems.

While speaking about the North- 
South dialogue one cannot fail to 
mention that there should be a grea-
ter South to South dialogue. There 
should be greater cooperation 
amongst developing countries them-
selves. Therefore, the need of the day 
is to pursue strongly the policies 
which were those of the Congress 
Government up to 1977, that is, for 
collective economic self-reliance. In 
developing countries we have human 
skills. India has got "O many engi-
neers and doctors who go abroad 
because of lack of opportunities here. 
The OPEC countries have got capital 
and the African countries have natu-
ral resources. The capital of the 
OPEC countries and the human skills 
of the countries like India can go to 
strengthen the economies of develop-
ing countries, however, go Westwards. 
Therefore, the need of the day is 
greater collective self-reliance. So,
T strongly plead here today for con-
tinuation of the policies which are 
those of the Government now, name-
ly, for an aggressive role and for 
taking initiatives so that the non- 
alignment movement once again 
becomes strong. Sir, it is only if the 
non-aligned forces are able to pre-
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vail that there will be sanity and 
peace. It is only if these forces 
prevail that we will have a better, 
-safer and more equitable World.

SHRI BIJU PATNA IK (Kendra- 
pqra): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir,
to begin with I must appreciate the 
manner in which our Foreign Minis-
ter has conducted himself during the 
difficult time of the last twelve 
months or so that he h-Rg been in 
office. Nevertheless, I feel, Sir, that 
it is necessary for us to re-consider 
the manner of functioning of our 
foreign policy on the basis of the 
nations contemporary history. I 
have no doubt that our able officials 
in the Foreign Office have made a 
study of it. But what I would like 
to point out to the Foreign Minister 
is this. A closer evaluation of what 
our nation had done internally (which 
is reflected from time to time in the 
framing of our foreign policy) does 
need a second look. For example, if 
I have to say that a nation was divid-
ed because of British machinations 
which has landed not only us but our 
neighbours into a whole lot of trouble 
including massacre, bloodshed, ex-
pense and God knows what, over the 
last 30 years, it is only quoting from 
the chapters of History. I have to say 
that when India was poised after vic-
tory in Poonch, the army was poised 
to move forward and reoccupy our 
own portion of Kashmir, again, some-
what or considerable. British machi-
nations made us stop there, which has 
led to the external Kashmir problem 
which has framed our foreign policy. 
The question therefore in framing 
our future foreign policy is whether 
we were right in taking these deci-
sions or we committed blunders. Our 
historians will write, I have no doubt. 
Governments will come and Govern-
ments will go, but historians wili 
make their assessments over a period 
of time. Was Pandit Nehru right 
in accepting the division of India? 
Gandhiji did not. Was Prime Minister 
Nehru correct in ordering the army 
to stop at Poonch when it could have 
walked into Rawalpindi in a matter
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[Shri Biju Patnaik]

of a couple of days? We do not know. 
When the Nepalese King offered the 
treaty of accession with India after 
the Ranas were thrown out, Pandit 
Nehru did not accept that; only he 
did not accept that, but he sponsored 
Nepal’s case to the United Nations as 
an independent nation. Was that 
right or not? Was our action right or 
not when we took over Sikkim? Only 
history would write what India’s 

policies were, and where they have 
landed us. Nevertheless one has to 
look inwards to our domestic affairs 
which really determine our foreign 
policy, which is an extension of our 
domestic needs on the one 'nand and 
the world situation on the other. Wc 
in this House, in fact, all sections of 
the House, have accepted that Russians 
have been friendly to us and in criti-
cal times especially in relation to 
Kashmir affairs and in other times 
also. But we would be naive if we 
are not to study this situation when 
Russians were divided between a 
friend and a brother. Mr. Foreign 
Minister would agree with me that 
when the Chinese began their adven-
ture against India in 1962 I remem-
ber it was preceded for nearly a 
decade by their adventurism in other 
parts o f  Indian territory, Aksai Chin, 
etc. We were applauding the Chinese 
as “Hindi-Chini Bhai Bhai” . The 
whole o f  India was roaring “Hindi- 
Chini Bhai Bhai” when they occupied 
Aksai Chin When our border police 
were murdered, we made heroes out 
o f  the Border Police. But they did 
nothing worthwhile. Now, why does 
the foreign policy need to be studied?
It is not a personal matter, it is the 
Government’s matter, it is a national 
matter. A great leader like Mr. 
Nehru must have thought of some-
thing when he made that policy. It 
would be wise for the Foreign Minis-
ter perhaps to have an internal study 
for the knowledge of Parliament or 
the nation, to make an open study of 
this subject because these are mat-
ter*) vital to the ntaion. In 1962, it was 
a weak army leadership in the North-
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West Frontier—I do not name the 
General incharge nor the Corps Com-
manders which everybody knows, it is 
a part of a little history, it is a shame-
ful part of our history which faced 
only skirmishes not even battles and 
though our Airforce was poised to 
strike them behind the lines. Why did 
the then Prime Minister, Mr. Nehru, 
back out of it? This needs a study. 
Our Air Force which was stationed 
at Tejpur, could have attacked be-
hind the lines at Leh, all down the 
lines where their columns were com-
ing through, we could have saved 
some of our prestige. But we did not 
do it and we became the laughing 
stock of the world, at least for quite 
sometime and which indeed, if I re-
member aright, destroyed pandit 
Nehru. Yet, why did the Chinese 
withdrawn? The Chinese map show-
ed a large part of India, Burma, 
Thailand going right up to Kampu-
chea as part of their territory. 
Mr. Foreign Minister j would not be 
incorrect if I stated that their brothers 
at that time, the Russians also had the 
same map in Russian language. Only 
recently they corrected it, I beliave, 
when it was pointed out to them by 
the Janata Government. But why did 
they withdraw? It was a part of their 
global strategy. If I may remind you, 
Mr. Foreign Minister, when atomic 
missiles had been planted in Cuba, 
when Mr. Khrushchev was the Prime 
Minister of the U.S.S.R. and when 
Mr. Kennedy threatened an atomic 
war, the missiles were withdrawn. 
The Chinese withdrew from India. It 
was simultaneous. The Chinese are 
known for their diplomacy. That is 
why it is called the old game of 
Chinese chequer. They wanted the 
two giants the USSR and the USA 
to fight. When the fight broke off, 
they knew that their lines were 
stretched. They could not fight for 
a long time in India and so they with-
drew. In the process, a threat was 
issued to the effect, “ if you misbe-
have, we will give it back.” I would 
not £0 through all those rhetorics. 
Now, in this background you have to 
operate as the foreign policy maker 
of this country. Of course, in the
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foreign policy of this country, like 
any other country, the Prime Minis- 
ter of the Nation has the major say. 
But collectively, the Prime Minister, 
the Foreign Minister and the Govern-
ment of India functions as far as the 
foreign policy is concerned.

I need not repeat the good feelings 
mentioned by various Members re-
garding the non-alignment etc. It is a 
part of the weak nations’ rituals be-
cause they have really no other 
option frankly without moralising the 
need for it for the world peace and so 
on.

What has been India’s role in the 
world of liberation? Under the able 
leadership of Gandhiji, India was in 
the forefront in the world’s liberation 
movement of colonies. India was held 
on a pedestal of great respect. The 
world leaders of the colonies used to 
write and address Gandhiji and
Panditji—I know it for a fact—as 
respected Gand'niji and respected
Panditji. Can we today provide that 
type of leadership when the leaders 
of the erstwhile countries would 
write respected, or perhaps dear
Comrade, or dear friend, at the best. 
My friend, Shri Faleiro, suggested 
that we produce a moral force to lead 
this kind of movement, but I would 
not agree with him because, I think, 
the time has passed. These nations, 
the erstwhile colonies, have all flexed 
their muscles and have become power-
ful and rich nations on their own. It 
will be interesting if I have to tell 
you an ancedote on this, where and 
how we lost the friendship of some 
of these erstwhile colonies which 
were not only friendly to us, but had 
great respect for us. I would give you 
an instance. In 1960, I happened to be 
in Jakarta. I was floating around 
South-East Asia attending the wed-
ding of the daughter of the Air Chief 
Marshal there; he was my old friend. 
Dr. Sukarno, the President of Indo-
nesia, was there. He called me and 
said: “You stay on for three or four 
days; I have to tell you something.”

So, I stayed on and next day went to 
him and chatted many things. I asked 
him: “Dr. Sukarno, we were ‘friends 
and we stood comrades-in-arms in 
your Jiberation movement. We have 
asked nothing from you. Why are you 
unfriendly to us?” This, and what I 
tell you now, I wish to go on record, 
because I told this to Panditji and cor-
rected it and this is a part of the
foreign office papers. He said, ‘Do
you know, Biju, in Belgrade we were 
having a conference of the 14 heads 
of States and when I was arguing a 
case, Panditji, whom I respect as my 
elder brother, treated me in a fashion 
as if I know nothing. I would not
say the words that be used.’’ Panditji
often used these kinds of words, 
when he would tell his colleagues**, 
something like that. Sir, I do not like 
that to be quoted or recorded. I 
would not like this part to be record-
ed.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I will
go through the proceedings.

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK: He said:
“From that day, I have been hostile 
to India, because of the big brother 
attitude that you project not only at 
our level, but at the official level also.'’ 
I am sorry to say that whenever our 
senior civil servants have gone to 
those countries in those days, they 
behaved as if they knew everything 
and their counterparts knew nothing. 
This indeed created bad blood in the 
whole of South-East Asia. This much 
I know for a fact. In other parts I 
do not know. Somewhere else our 
officials were exemplary and we have 
got the desired results. And I men-
tioned this to Panditji and he remem-
bered it and he immediately wrote a 
letter of apology to Dr. Sukarno, 
which corrected the situation. Now, 
why I mention this is that not deli-
berately, but even sub-consciously if 
a big country like India behaves or 
makes uttrances which smack of the 
big brother attitude, we are not going 
to make friends with any country, 
leave alone our neighbours.
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[Shri Biju Patnaik]
A closer example, Mr. Foreign 

Minister, is Bangladesh. In re-writing 
their history of Independence, they 
did not see it fit to mention the name 
of the Indian General, who signed the 
Treaty of Surrender by the Pakistan 
army. From their point of view it is 
correct, because they want to build 
their nation on their own ethos. We 
must realise that with consideration, 
understanding and sympathy. Take 
Ganga waters. We need a certain 
amount of water at Farakka for 
Hoogly; they need a certain amount 
of water which they have been get-
ting during the winter months, when 
no Farakka was built. They have 
suggested that Nepal should be in-
volved so that a combined long-term 
planning can be done for getting not 
only 44,000 cusecs of water for 
Farakka, but more than 180,000 cusecs 
even in the lean months, more than 
what India needs, more than what 
they need, more than what Calcutta 
needs. Have we not been a little 
sloppy in pursuing that so far, result-
ing in Bangladesh’s fellow-feeling not 
progressing as we want? Perhaps you 
have the best answer; I do not know 
the details.

Similarly, America says they arc 
going to arm Pakistan. Pakistan is 
a free and independent country, quite 
free and independent to pursue its 
own business. If America were to 
arm  India, and Pakistan were to 
object vehemently, we would have 
said: mind your own business. But if 
our Prime Minister says that a few 
arms, aeroplanes, tanks or missiles or 
whatever it is, are going to lead 
to war against India or are dangerous 
/or India o t  create a war psychosis, 
is it an act towards winning the 
hearts and minds 0f the Pakistanis 
for friendship towards us?

What should be our policy then? 
During the 1965 war when we had 
taken over the Hajipeer Pass, we 
withdrew from that only to win the 
friendship of Pakistan. Has it truly 
yielded any results? It is for us to
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study it closely. The Hajipeer Pass 
was occupied after great bloodshed 
by the Indian Army and that was 
done at the instance of the Russians, 
our friends. We agreed to that.

Then in the Janata Government’s 
time there was no stress or strain bet-
ween Pakistan and India and in conti-
nuation of that state of mind, Pakis-
tan rejected $400 million of military 
aid from President Carter calling it 
peanuts. Should we not have congra-
tulated the Pakistanis for their ex-
cellent understanding of the inter-
national situation? I want to know 
whether the Foreign Minister has 
done it. If he has, I am indeed thank-
ful. I am glad. Pakistan has not 
accepted the new offer of Mr. Reagon. 
That is the newspaper report. 1 do 
not know. He has not yet accepted. 
Details are being worked out. The 
offer is almost the same.

15 hrs.

But the peculiar thing is that India 
which sponsored the liberation move-
ment of the world's colonies, finds it-
self in a situation where it has to 
become equivocal to the occupation 
of a non-aligned country by foreign 
fo r c cs—in Afghanistan. I have gone 
through the policy statement of the 
Foreign Ministry carefully where it 
says, loud and clear, that India will 
not tolerate I must repeat ‘not’—the 
foreign occupation of any country. 
Then it goes on to s'iy, ‘But’. This 
‘But’ is the equivocation part of it.

Our young Gwalior, Mr. Scindia f' 
says: “We must be practical. We must 
consign Afghanistan to Finlandiza- 
tion.” I only want to tell him through 
you, Sir, that when India had noth-
ing—not even the power of a single 
gun, it fought the greatest armour of 
the earth, the greatest power on 
earth, viz. the British Empire, under 
the leadership of a naked fakir. Should 
India compromise to-day on the libe-
ration of nations, when we stand as 
an independent nation, having the 
life, teachings and sacrifices of that 
naked fakir before us? Instead of
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making us strong, it has made us 
weak—when we compromised. If we 
see our Prime Minister’s statements 
over the last six months over this 
occupation of Afghanistan, how many 
times has she changed her emphasis 
and words? The need of the time? 
Yes. Consistency, \ am told, is the 
virtue of asses. If she is inconsistent, 
she is only telling us, the asses, that 
she is the ruler, and we are the asses. 
Perhaps the morals of world libera-
tion movements, the morals of poli-
tics and the morals of world aflairs 
have vanished. That is what some of 
our -friends now lament, and they 
have been sacrificed at the altar of 
practical politics. Is it not?

There was no practical politics 
when Gandhiji led this nation against 
the greatest power on earth. We have 
lost all that moral force. We have no 
right to that moral force any more.

PROF. N. G. RANGA (Guntur): 
We certainly have.

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK: Prof. Ranga 
might have that right within himself. 
But we have no moral right to preach 
to the other people if we too, as once 
the leader of the world’s liberation 
movements, become equivocal when 
similar situations arise in different 
parts cf the world.

When we too once as the leader of 
the non-aligned movement took a side 
and others as members of the non- 
aligned movement took a different 
side, you, Mr. Foreign Minister, had 
to play a very difficult role in com-
promise and counter-compromise in 
the last Delhi meet pf the non-aligned 
nations. This will always be so. 
Therefore, what is really our foreign 
policy aiming at? Mr. Deputy Speaker, 
Sir, as I said earlier, domestic needs 
determine our foreign policy. If we go 
on buying galore from the world 
where we have no money to buy, we 
are bound to beg. Mr. Foreign Minis-
ter, could you tell us, even as late in 
the day, is there any justification for 
198 LS— 11.

India to buy aeroplanes like air buses 
worth hundreds and hundreds of 
crores of rupees to modernise the so- 
called Indian Airlines so that mostly 
Indians and a few foreigners can 
travel? I am only trying to make a 
point that where India can do with-
out these expensive pieces of foreign 
apparatus, should we not do that and 
become less dependent on the foreign 
countries?

Coming back again to Gandhiji’s 
old teaching, “what you do not pro-
duce, do not use” , if you cannot pro- ' 
duce that but borrow and buy from 
others, you are dependent on them. 
You are no longer self-reliant and 
the nation is no longer strong. Let us 
look at other countries; let us look at 
Russia; let us look at Germany; let 
us look at Japan and other countries. 
They are strong because they are self- 
reliant. So, the foreign policy in 
reverse must also dictate the internal 
policy of the nation, if I may suggest 
so. The Foreign Ministry which is 
again in direct participation with the 
Prime Minister and the Government 
must determine the internal needs o*f 
the nation where we can avoid 
dependence on foreign countries.

In 1965 battle with Pakistan, you 
know Mr. Deputy Speaker, Canada 
refused to supply us spare-parts for 
these ordinary transport planes that 
we had because America asked 
Canada to stop it. Therefore, when 
we are dependent for our hardwares, 
whether on Russia, whether on Eng-
land, whether on Germany or any 
other country, your foreign policy in 
terms of stress is not yours, but is 
dictated and determined by those sup- 
plier-countries. Will you deny this 
axiomatic truth, Mr. Foreign Minis-
ter? Î  all supplies stop, your whole 
machine will stop. If the spare-parts 
stop, your whole aircrafts will stop, 
your missiles will stop and God 
knows whatever else we get from 
them will stop.

For a long time when Mr. Krishna 
Menon was the Defence Minister, he 
said that we must produce them in
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our own country. We were not pro-
ducing even rifles. There was so 
much of lobbying from all the arma-
ment makers of the world against 
Mr. Krishna Menon and they were 
trying to malign him. He was the 
first Defence Minister who made 
India produce certain items, critical 
items. Slowly and slowly, 
we have departed from it. We make 
aeroplanes, we do not make the me-
tals. We make engines in foreign 
lands; we have not developed our 
own. So, when you tell us that India 
makes a contract with a foreign coun-
try, we are bluffing nobody excepting 
ourselves. That means that we are go-
ing to continue depending on these 
foreign producers, or foreign nationals 
—call them multinationals. All who 
deal with different nationals are 
multi-nationals.

The Trade Ministry in Russia is 
the biggest multi-national in the 
world, the single biggest multi-natio-
nal in the world. They trade with 
the whole world. They make their 
bargains. They do not give any-
thing cheap. When once I was— 
long ago—in Moscow to negotiate 
with their Planning Ministry about 
something or other, after a lot of dis-
cussions, when I told them that they 
were no better than the Americans, 
do you know what their answers 
was? Their Planning Minister said: 
“Money has no colours, rouble or 
dollar is the same.” So, we must 
know here the facts of life. Treat 
them as friends but let us not be 
anybody’s hang arounds.

Mr. Foreign Minister, India is a 
poor country. We must remember 
that all this lauding, or conveniences 
or comforts for a few like us should 
not colour our vision of reality. We 
are finding that our foreign policy is 
becoming stifling and becoming 
more and more difficult, because we 
have to depend on IMF which Is 
getting bankrupt, or the World Bank 
and the IMF. The shop will be clos-

ed immediately Amrican withdraws 
its investment ttiere. Europe is not 
agreeing to reduce the tariffs though 
beggar countries like us, Group 77 or 
whatever you may like to call us, are 
begging with the beggars bowl, tell-
ing those people in the developed 
countries where their own unemploy-
ment is rising to cut their national 
income and give it to the poor coun-
tries. If this proposal goes to Gan- 
dhiji today, he will turn in his grave. 
He would say, “What has happened 
to 60 crore hands that they cannot do 
their own jobs?” I would, therefore 
likt to tell the Foreign Minister that 
foreign policy is not merely what has 
been done by India over the years, or 
what is being done now, but it must 
involve these two simple things— 
close and friendly relations with your 
immediate neighbours and trying to 
see that Finlandisation as suggested 
by one of your colleagues is not 
extended from Afghanistan through 
Pakistan to India some day.

Let us not forget the lessons of 
history. Countries or nations which 
can divide and sub-divide other coun-
tries as spoils of wars have no morals, 
no compunction. Our moral preach-
ing ha> no effect on them whatsoever. 
Today the world is being run by 
balance of power—no, by balance of 
terror. If China were to attack India 
today with their ICBMs or IBM.*, 
India has no defence at all. We take 
much pleasure in talking about little 
Pakistan. Let us view our perspectives 
correctly. Let us deal with policies and 
not indulge in populism. We have talk-
ed about Diego Garcia. And God know, 
we cried hoarse. Has it stopped the 
Americans? We said that the Tndion 
Ocean should be left free of terror. 
Has it stopped the Americans or the 
Russians from coming to India or the 
British or the French who have sent 
a few gunboats or a few destroyers? 
There our voices do not count, when 
the total balance of terror is involved. 
Whether there would be a neutron 
bomb placement in Europe to counter 
the Soviet Power within the Warsaw 

Pact is the big problem of these na-
tions today, not our Group of 77 etc.
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So, we must be realistic about these 
things. In areas where we cannot 
help, in areas were we have no say, 
the poorest country like India that 
we are today, we should pursue our 
course ploddingly and painstakingly, 
without making too much fuss or 
without taking too much on oursel-
ves, where you may falter.

SHRI JAIDEEP SINGH (Godhra): 
Sir, I have been listening very inten-
tly to the eloquent speech made by 
Shri Biju Patnaik. He certainly pain-
ted a picture of a sort of country that 
would be ideal. I agree there. But 
the problem is not that. It is almost 
amounting to wishful thinking on 
part, because if he was intending to 
say that India should kowtow to 
other countries from where it takes 
aid, then I think it is wrong. If he 
was wishing to say that India should 
be so independent that it should de-
pend on nobody, then also I think it 
is wrong, because perhaps in this 
world there are only two countries 
that can be called truly independent, 
as independent can be. Every coun-
try in this world has to have some 
sort of dependence in one sphere or 
another and under the given circums-
tance, the step that India is taking, I 
think, is very practical, dignified and 
desirable. The previous day we 
heard the speech of Dr. Subrama- 
niam Swamy. He talked about our 
relationship with the neighbours also. 
He not only spoke of our relationship 
with our neighbours, but went on to 
say how well the Janata Party had 
done during the three years they were 
in power. I can only say one thing 
that the basic thing that we all have 
to keep In mind in India is the in-
terest of our country. If that is kept 
in view and with that in view we 
build our relationship with all coun-
tries without sacrificing our interest,
I can understand that it is desirable 
and we all want it. But like in the 
Janata regime, if we are supposed to 
bend backwards, given in to every-
thing demanded by people around us 
and thereby have good relationship, I 
am afraid that is not the right way of 
going about doing things. (Interrup-
tions). Talking about Farakka, you

said that the waters can be divided 
(between Bangladesh, Napal and 
India.

SHRI BIJU PATNAIK; I did not
say that; I am being quoted wrongly.

SHRI JAIDEEP SINGH: As far as
I understand, the Minister of Exter-
nal Affairs will certainly answer this. 
But I am saying that it is in the 
interest of India to keep its interest 
in these affairs which are bilateral, 
strictly bilateral. For example, there 
is a demand made that Nepal be in-
cluded as a third country in this mat-
ter of Farakka. This, I presume, is 
not a very desirable thing because in 
future many of our bilateral prob-
lems will have to be internationalis-
ed like this. That is not in our interest. 
After all Dr. Swamy cited the instance 
of Salal Dam. I was really sur-
prised. In fact, I had not heard about 
it. So, I have made a little study of it. 
The negotiations of it were completed 
in 1976 and the matter came up in the 
routine course of time. When the 
signatures were attested, ]t happened 
to be the Janata regime. Can a cre-
dit of this sort be taken? After all, 
in this system of ours, Government 
come and Governments go but nego-
tiations last over years and no one 
party or Government can take credit 
for such matters. But I am really 
surprised that he really tried to do it.

Talking of other neighbouring coun-
tries. I personally think that we have 
done nil that we could and we are do-
ing all that we can. But the basic 
tuning that we all have to remember is 
to have our interest first. That is 
something that we cannot sacrifice at 
all because we want to appease or 
please somebody.

Dr. Swamy talked about the non- 
aligned conference and the draft 
which had to be drafted and India 
had to be humiliated about it. It is 
not true. I am surprised how he does 
not even know the procedure. Nor-
mally in such meetings or conferences 
a certain draft is prepared as a talk-
ing point, a« a discussion matter and 
it is not expected that the draft in
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toto would be the draft that would 
be accepted. Obviously that becomes 
a matter of discussion and a consen-
sus is arrived at the end of a discus-
sion, which is finally approved by 
everybody. In fact, even the Foreign 
Minister of Singapore which is one 
of the hawkish countries in the non- 
aligned group, very recently in an 
interview said that India conducted 
itself very well and it was a very 
good thing that this draft was unani-
mously adopted by everybody. So, the 
attempt to denigrate the situation. I 
think, is rather deplorable. And it 
is not even true.

I would like to talk about Pakis-
tan getting aid from the United 
State-. I would like to ask a ques-
tion. What is the reason for provid-
ing the aid to Pakistan? Everybody 
says that India should not be worried 
nothing is going to happen to India. 
But what is the reason for giving aid 
to Pakistan of a huge cache of arms? 
If it is to fight Russia, then it is not 
sufficient. Pakistan cannot fight Rus-
sia even with the arms given to it. 
Is it to supply these arms to insur-
gents to overthrow the Government in 
Afghanistan? That is not admitted 
openly by Pakistan either. Then I 
have not understood what the pro-
blem is, because India has openly 
declared that it does not desire to 
fight with Pakistan. I remember that 
very soon after the Congress Gov-
ernment came into power the Foreign 
Scretarv was sent to Islambad. He 
declared in Islamabad that India want-
ed to maintain the friendliest rela-
tions with Pakistan. Then where was 
the question of our bona fide being 
doubted? The question of supplying 
arms to Pakistan has certainly crea-
ted a certain amount of fear in our 
mind because our past experience is 
such. In the past, it was also said 
that the arms were being supplied to 
Pakistan not to fight India but to 
fight Russia through the CENTO Pact 
of which Pakistan was a member. 
But every time we have seen that 
whenever Pakistan and India had to 
unfortunately, fight with one another.

those arms have been used. So, our 
experience is of this type. There-
fore, it is not surprising that we have 
to be wory about it, and that is why 
we are talking to them, we are tell-
ing them, we are reminding them 
that “each time you supply arms, this 
sort of thing happens” and yet 
America, at that time quite blatant-
ly said that it has no control over it, 
it does not know what to do. Last 
time during the war not only arms 
that were supplied to Pakistan, but 
the arms that were supplied to other 
countries which were in treaty with 
it, like Iran and Turkey, were also 
sent to Pakistan so that it could re-
furnish it to fight with India. At that 
time the United States did not say 
that they should not use those arms: 
it just stood as a by-stander watching 
this tamasha. Therefre, it is natural 
that we are wory of this fact that 
arms have been supplied to Pakistan.

Dr. Swamy said that the period of 
the Janata Raj in India was the 
golden period for Pakistan in its re-
lationship with India. But what I 
would like to say is this. We should 
not worry about what is the golden 
period for Pakistan vis-a-vis India 
We should worry about what is the 
golden period for India and Pakistan 
together, or the golden period for 
India in its relationship with other 
countries. Why should we worry 
about what is the golden period for 
some other countries?

Therefore, I think that this is a 
situation which does require a little 
thinking. Because, since Mr. Reagan 
has been elected, they -have taken a 
stance which is somewhat hawkish. 
At one time they even made a refe-
rence to the report of the Rand Corpo-
ration which said where they think 
there is danger of some countries 
going to harm the interests of Ame-
rica, they must arm them. Under 
that pretext also there is the possi-
bility that they will be armed.

Now with these dangers, India is 
certainly going to be careful, because 
what do we have to face, what are the 
situations that are facing us? We
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have a dictatorship in Pakistan, 
which is a little shaky. One does not 
know really what is its future. Then 
there is the problem with Afganistan 
for them and its outcome can be a des-
perate decision. There is conflagra-
tion in Afganistan itself. There is 
instability there with the possibility 
of world powers coming into clash 
with one another. Then, there is, 
unfortunately, the Iran-Iraq confla-
gration which, to my mind, is a very 
serious one. Because, just like in 
history we read of a series of wars, 
for one reason or another, I think 
this is the beginning perhaps, of a 
series of oil wars. These were old 
feelings which were pent up for years, 
and now they are opening up, and 
there is a possibility that these con-
flicts are coming to surface and if 
something is not done at the diplo-
matic level, it will soon become a 
very serious conflict in the vicinity 
of India. Th?n there is the precariou; 
position of the States in the Gulf 
region. That is also a problem that 
wo arc going to face.

Then there is the Super-Power 
presence in the Indian Ocean. It is 
ior the first time in India that now 
our coastal areas have aLo become 
sensitive. Previously we always tho-
ught that these were areas far away 
from any skirmishes, from any bor-
ders where there could be any trou-
ble. Now with the Indian Ocean 
becoming activated in a rather belli- 
gerant rnove recently, our coasts will 
have to be guarded. Therefore, we 
are going to face in the next two or 
three years a rather difficult period 
and we will have to be very cautious. 
This is a point which I would like to 
bring to the notice of the Minister 
and I would request him to say what 
we are doing in that region.

?5.29 hrs.
[S h r | S o m n a t h  Ch a t t e r  j e e  in the 

Chair]
Coming to Kampuchea, it is cons-

tantly mentioned that after we re-
cognised Kampuchea, no other nation 
-̂ as recognised it. Firstly, it is not p 
correct statement because Algeria re-
cognised Kampuchea after the recog-
nised Kampuchea. So, I would say
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that Members should arm themselves 
a little better with information. But
apart from that we had recognised 
Kampuchea after nearly two dozen 
countries already recognised Kam-
puchea. But I am not worried about 
the business of recognition. What I 
would like to put forward here is that 
as regards Kampuchea vis-a-vis India, 
what is it that we wanted? Did we 
want not to recognise this Govern-
ment and support Pol Pot) who pro-
bably in history would compare with 
Chengiz Khan? Do you want to sup-
port that man? Dr. Swamy unfor-
tunately is not sitting here. But whom 
does he want to support? The thing is 
that even the nations which are not 
supporting Heng Samrin are wanting 
to bring back Sihanouk or at least 
they want to create an atmosphere 
that Sihanouk should come back. 
Indirectly they admit that Pol Pot js 
not their horse any way. Somebody 
other than Pol Pot should be there, 
if not Heng Samrin. But the fact 
of the matter is that Heng Samrin 
is there, his Government is there 
but they are friendly with Vietnam 
That is the important point. The 
allegation that this Kampuchea is a 
stooge of Russia is not correct. Yes, 
it is friendly with USSR, and it is 
friendly with Vietnam. Vietnam has 
helped them t0 get themselves rid 
of Pol Pot. Now, this is the equation 
before us. What do we want? If 
Vietnam had not done that and if Pol 
Pot had not been got rid of, whose 
presence would have been there? It 
will be Chinese presence. Would we 
prefer China to have their presence 
and influence over all tEose areas or 
would we prefer these countries to 
remain Independent? The Govern-
ment may be a little friendly with 
Russia, but then we are friendly 
with Russia too. It is not a crime 
being friendly with Russia. If it is 
friendly with Russia, at least no 
direct intervention is possible, 
whereas in the case of China be-
cause they have been directly in-
volved in that area, they would 
occupy these areas and create diffi-
culties for us because we have not 
yet been able to normalise our re-
lations with China. That is why 
we should do one thing. The
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role that India should play is to see 
if we could bring about the Indo- 
Chinese States come closer in trade 
and economic relationship with the 
ASEAN nations, and that would in 
some way or the other make them a 
little closer to each other. In this way 
the tension in the whole area can be 
eliminated.

[Shri Jai-deep Singh J
I feel that there are two or three 

things which I must mention here. 
Eevervbody has talked about various 
parts of the world. But the main 
ining that we all want to do is to see 
that we have a good, efficient Foreign 
Service, a good and efficient External 
Affairs Ministry. Nobody has sug-
gested here that the External Affairs 
Ministry should be properly provid-
ed. Looking at the prvisions made 
for the Ministry in the Budget, I 
notice that the expenditure we incu- 
cur on the External Affairs Ministry 
annually is reduced and the expenses 
that have been incurred in all other 
countries on the Foreign Affairs Min-
istry are increasing. Now there is 
a situation. I have travelled to 
many parts of the world and I have 
seen that there is a situation where 
our diplomats are unable to match 
with the sort of work they are suppo-
sed to do in their area. Even a 
country like Pakistan spends per 
official twice as much as we do and 
therefore we are finding it very diffi-
cult, I personally think, it is neces-
sary to provide more for our missions 
abroad at such a crucial time when 
we want extreme efficiency. Unless 
funds are provided, we are not going 
to be able to meet the challenge. 
Threfore, I would request the Minis-
ter to see and luckily the Finance 
Minister is also sitting here, that the 
Ministry is provided with more 
funds. I would finally wind up by 
saying, really speaking I feel that we 
should have more political clout We 
are not having political clout. Many 
»( our embassies are run abroad 
merely because they have to be there. 
Some sort of connection and trade 
has to be maintained. I think India 
should take positive stand, should 
have more efficient service, work 
with political elout and make India’s

presence felt and establish its creden-
tials in all parts of the world especi-
ally with West Africa and South 
America where I think we are rather 
very weak.

SHRI H. K. L. BHAGAT (East 
Delhi): I had the privilege to listen 
with rapt attention the speeches 
made by many hon. Members to-day. 
I listened to the speech of hon. Shri 
Biju Patnaik. I must say that it was 
really very amusing when the hon. 
Member Shri Patnaik in the con-
cluding part of TlTs speech said: ‘you 
have been talking all along aoout 
Diego-Garcia ancT‘$T?iers, all along 
protesting against this and that. No-
body has listened to you. Therefore, 
be practical and do not bother about 
it.’ I have all respect for him. But 
I could never believe that a former 
Minister supposed to be a capable 
man, who has been fortunately or 
unfortunately with us for a long time 
could say that and at the same time 
luote Gandhiji. He was quoting 
Mahatama Gandhi at the same time 
and saying if Gandhiji was there he 
would have said this, he would have 
done that. Do we not know what 
is happening in the Indian ocean and 
he himself said that this is happen-
ing? The situation there is not as it 
was two years ago. It is not there 
which was there one year ago. It is 
not so what it was six months ago. 
Every day greater tensions are de-
veloping there and that too openly. 
Not that secret affairs are going on 
there or somebody is doing some-
thing secretly. Even nuclear arma-
ments are being taken there. My 
friend says, because nobody is listen-
ing to you, therefore, forget it. At 
the same time when he talks of 
Afganistan it is more amusing. He 
said, well this present Government 
has said that we do not like foreign 
troops in Afganistan. But he says, 
no, this is not enough and you have 
been changing positions and you 
have been inconsistent and so on and 
so forth. He said Mrs. Gandhi is 
not consistent and she has changed 
position. On the Afghan issue he 
said whatever you have said is not 
enough, be bold, be Gandhi, outright- 
ly condemn it. But on Diego Garcia 
he says please keep quiet. I do not
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know why he is blowing hot and 
col-d at the same time. I do not say 
that there are parallels. The whole 
thing cannot be seen in isolation. 
What I respectfully want to say is, 
he appears to me to be confused and 
inconsistent on the foreign policy 
issue. Now we cannot see Afghan 
issue in isolation. Similarly we 
cannot see developments on our 
borders, Pakistan borders, Pakistan- 
Afghan borders in isolation. He made 
the issue over simplified. It is very 
interesting as he said if a few tanks 
are given or if a few missiles are 
given what is going to happen? Why 
do you say this? Why do you say 
that? What is the objection to you 
if U.S.A. is giving arms to Pakistan? 
Well, if we were to be armed by the 
U.S.A. what will Pakistan do? Is it 
not arming of neighbouring country 
with whom we had wars? This is 
not my opinion. This is the opinion 
of this nation. This was not an 
opinion of one party or the other. 
This was not an opinion of Mr. Biju 
Patnaik. This was the opinion of 
the whole nation that two wars were 
foisted on India by Pakistan.

Now, Pakistan is being armed for 
whatever reasons, may be adequate-
ly armed or inadequately armed, 
whether it is 400 million dollars or 
whether it is 800 million dollars. He 
taid, “That is not of any concern to 
us. We should not say anything. 
You forget it and have friendly re-
lations with Pakistan.’ It was the 
present Government and the party 
to which I have the honour and pri-
vilege to belong which had the Simla 
Agreement. The best possible steps 
were taken to normalise relations 
with Pakistan. We want normalisa-
tion of relations with Pakistan. But 
if America is offering arms to Pak-
istan, we have a natural fear that 
these arms would be used against us 
If we express those fears and ap-
prehensions, Mr. Biju Patnaik says, 
“This is wrong, please do not do it.”

As I see the situation—I am ex-
pressing my own views—I do see, and 
I know there are some contradic-
tions, that there is some kind of a 
link existing and it is some kind of 
an axis where America comes in, 
where China comes in, where Pindi
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comes in, whatever their different 
motives may be, whatever their 
different intentions may be. There-
fore, India has to see the situation 
in a correct perspective, in a proper 
perspective.

Then, Mr. Biju Patnaik said, “Take 
stands on principles.” But he says, 
if it is a principled stand, inference 
by inference, he meant it cannot be 
a practical stand. Every day, all of 
us belonging to different parties 
which talk of principles, we say, in 
principle, we are for this, but we 
can go so far and no further. India’s 
stand, I wish to submit, both on 
Afghan issue and on the issue of 
Indian Ocean and in our relations to 
Pakistan, in our relations to Bangla-
desh, in our relations to other 
neighbours, and the world has been 
both principled and practical. This 
is what should have been done.

I take this opportunity to very
warmly congratulate the Foreign

Minister, Mr. Narasimha Rao, who 
recently had the privilege to chair 
the Non-Aligned Conference as the 
Foreign Minister of the host country 
and previously the UNIDO Conference 
where India’s role as a peace buil-
der. as a moderator, as a country
trying to strengthen non-alignment 
movement, closer cooperation, trying 
to avoid confrontation and trying to 
ease tensions, was acclaimed not 
only by these nations but by and 
large all the world over It is a 
matter of great honour for all of us 
in this House. There are leaders
sitting on this side of the House also 
who have acclaimed that. I have 
read their statements. Therefore, I 
was rather surprised to hear the hon. 
Member, Mr. Biju Patnaik, accusing 
the Government of a big-brother 
attitude towards our neighbours.

What were the instances quoted? 
He said, in regard to Bangladesh, 
Farakka waters. Don’t we need 
water for our Calcutta Port? If we 
say, we need it, does it mean we 
have a big-brother attitude? Tn re-
gard to Pakistan, he said the same 
thing. We do not want to interfere 
nor our present Government want to 
interfere in the affairs of Pakistan. 
We wish Pakistan people well. We 
all know that even Pakistan people—
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I do not know whether I should 
say or not—I wish to say very clear-
ly, today are not the masters of 
their destiny. They want complete 
peace in India as the people in India 
want complete peace in Pakistan. 
But you have a military dictator-
ship. He is having his own way. He 
is taking recourse to certain things.

That apart, what 1 wish to submit 
is that our present Government has 
been doing its best and a lot of 
behind-the-scene work was done. Our 
officers went from place to place. I 
must say, they did extremely well. 
We have some very capable officers 
in the Foreign Service who did their 
job extremely well and their job 
was appreciated. And I think India 
is playing a role which is worthy of 
this great nation. Running a country 
in foreign affairs, is not just like 
mathematics. It is like moving in 
very rough high seas particularly 
now when the world is developing 
new tensions in turbulent waters, in 
tumultuous times, people swimming 
across you, swimming against you 
in this direction, and that direction. 
Keeping the direction in view, you 
have to proceed and, I believe, that 
in conduct of foreign affairs, India 
has done extremely well and India 
could do better and nicely I am 
not going to compare this govern-
ment’s functioning in foreign affairs 
with the Janata. I just do not wish 
to compare it because I think that 
would be minimising the performance 
of this Government. I do not wish 
to compare. There is no comparison 
and the reason is obvious. Very 
rightly Shri Biju Patnaik said that 
for proper conducting of external 
affairs, you have to be internally 
strong and so on. You have to 5ive 
an image. Our worthy Prime Minis-
ter has said more than once that 
India is not interested in becoming 
a leader of the world or becoming a 
leader of Asia, leading or becoming 
leader of this or that part of the 
world. She has very rightly said it. 
India certainly believes in the funda-
mentals of the policy of non-align-
ment, co-existence and all these

principles which we have cherished 
and f°r that India has to comc for-
ward and India can come forward 
with that strength, with that courage, 
that conviction which my friends 
may not like it. Mrs. Gandhi does 
not need any certificates. (Interrup-
tions). I do not think Mrs. Gandhi 
needs those certificates. It was Dr. 
Henry Kissinger who said something. 
I do not count on a certificate. It 
was he who said, who gave his im-
pressions about the strength, self- 
respect, dignity and courage and 
clarity with which Mrs. Gandhi 
dealt with when she had a meeting 
with the President of India in Kis-
singer’s presence, (Interruptions). 
Whatever he might have written, it 
might suit you.

I am saying iT because we have a 
capable, dynamic leadership which 
is clear about the purpose, clear 
about the direction of our foreign 
policy. ,

New my friend was telling us 
about self-reliance. We are 60 million 
people. I asked: What are you doing? 
You did not answer this. What to do 
about them? And I do not want to 
remind him about what they did 
about them during three years.

Lastly, I support my friend Mr. 
Jaideep Singh who talked about the 
foreign service. I have a feeling 
that our foreign service, its recruit-
ment, its curriculum and various 
other things need a second look so 
that we have very eminent people. I 
do not wish to minimise them at all. 
But I feel that it does need a second 
look so that you have people who 
have that special training and know-
ledge. It is not just Indian Ad-
ministrative Service to take the same 
test and different papers and put one 
in the IFS and straightaway send 
them to the countries.

I feel the curriculum should be 
different. The test should be dif-
ferent and they should also be given 
some training at the base in India so 
that they are attuned to the Indian 
conditions. A foreign service consist-
ing mainly the elite only, governed 
by Western traditions, thinking in
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the old way. I do not think that they 
can wholly or even substantially de-
liver the goods. Then our staff
which goes to our Missions, they
must be adequately trained. Now
we learn here German, we learn
here French and so many other
languages. Why not learn other
languages more adequately? The
Japanese. We have a complex and 
we cannot avoid it, the super-power 
complex between them, between 
Russia and America. So, they are 
there. But there are other countries 
which have progressed, which are 
very important, countries like
France, Japan, Germany and various 
other countries. Our Government 
lias improved relations with them, 
strengthened relations with them. 
Our emphasis should shift more on 
them, more on their languages, more 
on relations with them and so on.

With regard to Africa also, we liove 
given greater attention and we need 
to give still more greater attention 
and so also to the countries of South- 
East Asia. ,

I personally feel that the foreign 
policy is under no attack, nothing 
can attack it nor does it need any 
defence. It is the correct policy. It 
is being run in the correct manner. 
It is giving strength to the country. 
It is helping the other nations to the 
extent possible. India’s image is 
going high. But we are not interest-
ed in merely our image going high, 
we are interested in the solution of 
problems. On the Afghan issue, the 
stand which we had taken helped in 
avoiding confrontation, if we had 
taken a stand which would have 
added to confrontation and tension, 
naturally the situation would have 
been worse.

With these words, I very strongly 
support the conduct of foreign 
policy by the Ministry of External 
Affairs.

* SHRI T. NAGARATNAM (Sri- 
perumbudur): Mr. Chairman, I am 
very happy to participate in the dis-
cussion on the Demands for Grants

♦The Original Speech was deliver-
ed in Tamil.

of the Ministry of External Affairs 
for the year 1981-82.

Sir, when I was going through the 
Annual Report of the Ministry for
1980-81, I got the feeling that this 
Report was just a chronicle of foreign 
visitors, dignitaries and other officials 
of foreign governments coming to 
India and in reciprocation our dig-
nitaries visiting those countries, as & 
continuation of our efforts to build 
up mutual relations. It is axioma-
tic that as a country wedded to de-
mocracy we should exchange such 
visits in the interests of our country. 
But that is not all. The success of 
a foreign policy of any country is 
not merely in enunciating the basic 
tenets and not merely in exchang-
ing such visits. The success of the 
foreign policy is judged by the con-
crete results that such a foreign 
policy yields.

On page 21 of the Annual Report 
there is reference to the continuing 
happy relations with Arab countries. 
But, the Arab countries are assidous- 
]y assisting Pakistan in making ‘Is-
lamic Bomb’. Similarly> on another 
page of the Report there is reference 
to cordial relations with Sri Lanka- 
But it has come in the newspapers 
that Sri Lanka is giving a naval base 
for American warships. When con-
fronted with this question, Sri 
Lanka is wriggling out of the situa-
tion that it is giving place for a rest 
and recreation centre for the Ameri-
can Naval fleet in the Indian Ocean. 
We are frequently talking about our 
sticking scrupulously, to thc policy 
of non-alignment. But, what is
happening in the countries belonging 
to the non-aligned Group? In Singa-
pore and Malaysia, the people of
Indian origin are being treated in a 
callous manner. The place? of
workship of Indians have become the 
victims of the vandalism of the local 
people.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR 
(Gorakhpur): Sir, on a point of
order. There is no quorum in the 
House.

MR. CHAIRMAN; Let the bell be 
rung . . . Now there is quorum:
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The hon. Member, Shri Nagaratnam, 
may continue.

SHRI T. NAGARATNAM: As I 
was saying, the places of worship of 
the Indians have been destroyed in 
a calculated manner. Just three 
days before, the Singapore Govern-
ment hanged to death a young man 
aged about 30 years hailing from 
U.P., in spite of our Government’s 
pleas for the reconsideration of 
such a punishment for a petty crime. 
The Government of Singapore did 
not pay heed to the request of the 
Government of India and the young 
boy was hanged to death for a small 
crime. The people of Indian origin 
in other countries should be assured 
of security to their life and property. 
In the beginning of Iraq-Iran con-
flict, many Indians were caught un-
awares and it was reported in the 
Press that some had died in this 
clash. But the unfortunate part of 
this sordid conflict is, that our own 
Ambassadors failed miserbly* to 
protect the lives of Tndians living 
there. There was a graphic account 
in a leading Tamil Weekly about the 
hardships undergone by four 
families hailing from Tamil Nadu 
who wanted to come away from 
Iraq on their own without any help 
from our Ambassador there. It should 
b e the primary duty of our Ambas-
sadors that they give protection and 
security to the lives of Indians liv-
ing in those countries.

I would like to refer to the Ameri- 
can-Chinese axis which poses a 
serious threat to the sovereignty of 
our country. One side Pakistan is 
being armed with sophisticated 
weaponry worth several hundreds of 
billions of dollars. On the other 
sides, it is reported that Bangla Desh 
is getting arms and war machines 
from China, which is the major trad-
ing partner. In October 1980 our 
Commerce Minister was in Dacca for 
negotiating foreign trade. We could 
not buy all the jute produced in 
Bangla Desh. But China is buying 
all the jute produced in Bangla 
Desh. When trade relations are 
strengthened, it is concomitant that

political influence gets the upper 
hand.

Probably these developments have 
compelled our Prime Minister to 
warn the country of impending 
dangers from unexpected quarters.

16 hrs.
On page 34 of the Annual Report 

a mention is made about our grow-
ing relations with Yugoslavia. But 
it is strange that Yugoslavia should 
go back on its contractual obliga-
tions and refuse to supply ships to 
India because of escalation of costs. 
This does not redound to the credit 
of the successful foreign policy of 
our country. Again on page 36 the 
visits of American dignitaries to 
India and the return visits of our 
own dignitaries to the USA as a mark 
of understanding of the mutual 
noecTs|. The visits have proved to 
be an exercise in futility because 
America is arming our neighbour 
Pakistan with modern wTeapons worth 
several billions of dollars, which 
may endanger nation’s security any 
day.

Only the other day there was a 
discussion about the pitiable plight 
of refugees from Pakistan who are 
settled in Jammu. There was a 
Calling Attention Motion about the 
sufferings of 3000 families, who con-
tinue t0 be stateless even after 33 
years. Here I would like to refer to 
the indignities and innumerable 
difficulties being faced t>y~ 5.5 lakhs 
of stateless people of Tamil origin in 
Sri Lanka. The 1964 Srimavo- 
Shastri Pact has expired on 31st 
October, 1979. The supplementary 
agreement between Mrs. Gandhi and 
Mrs. Bhandaranaike entered into in 
1974 is also expiring on 31st October, 
1981. After this day, what is going 
to happen to these 5.5 lakhs of state-
less people of Tamil origin living for 
decades in Sri Lanka?

When we are seized of the press-
ing need for recognising the new 
Kampuchean Government, we do not 
seem to be interested in this human 
problem of gigantic proportions. In 
my constituency there are refugees
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from Burma and Sri Lanka who 
have been reduced to beggary in the 
absence of alternative rehabilitation 
schemes for their livelihood. The 
hon. Minister of External Affairs 
should take personal interest not 
only in the repatriation of these 
people but also in "the rehabilitation 
of lakhs of people.

In the interest of improving our 
relations and in our large-hearted-
ness, we surrendered the sovereignty 
of Kachchathivu to Sri Lanka. Em- 
bolded by this, the Naval forces of 
Sri Lanka harass the fishermen of 
Rameshwaram who go into the sea 
for fishing. They not only take their 
boats to the shores of Sri Lanka, 
offload them of the catches but also 
give a thrashing to these poor people 
and ask them to go back. The hon. 
Minister of External Affairs should 
take it up with Sri Lanka and en-
sure the safety and honour of our 
fishermen.

We have sent about 110 Hindi 
books to Mauritius. India is a 
nation of diverse cultures and is 
known for giving to the world the 
concept of unity in diversity. We 
have the federal set up also. We
should send books in Tamil to
Mauritius and Fiji Islands where 
there are any number of peot>le of 
Tamil origin and knowing Tamil. 
Tamil is the oldest language in the 
country with a rich heritage, as has 
been acknowledged by our hon.
Prime Minister in the Tamil Con-
ference. Tamil Books should be 
sent to our Embassies in those coun-
tries where a sizeable section of the 
population knows Tamil. Similarly, 
books in Tamil about Buddha and 
Buddhism should be sent to our Em-
bassy in Sri Lanka whose official 
religion is Buddhism. The people 
of Sri Lanka know Tamil and they 
should know about Buddha born in 
India and the sacred places of
Buddhism in India. In the Embassies 
of our country aBroad, at least one 
Officer should know the language of 
the people of Indian orgin living in 
that country. It should also be their 
foremost duty to give protection

and security to the life and pro-
perty of people of Indian origin liv-
ing in those countries.

With these words I conclude my 
speech.

PROF. K. K. TEWARY (Buxar): 
Mr. Chairman, Sir, after two and a 
half years of drift, distrotion and 
some spectacular buffoonery, our 
foreign policy has been nursed back 
to vitality. It has got the position 
it occupied before the Janata aberra-
tion in our political history. It is 
rather surprising that whenever op-
position people start speaking, the 
one aim and the only aim perhaps is 
to find fault with all that has been 
done and, perhaps, they are not 
aware of the fact that our foreign 
policy is not based on ad hoc 
measures or expediency. It has em-
erged from our long struggle for In-
dependence and through our ex-
perience of struggling against colonial 
rule. Therefore, our perception 
evolved according to our overall 
security needs, needs of the poor 
struggling people in the country and 
also as our Prime Minister has righ-
tly pointed out on several occasions 
our foreign policy is inextricably, in-
evitably linked with our regional 
questions and also the global ques-
tions.

Sir, the global question, the inter-
national scenario, as we look at it, 
appears frightening. We are living 
at a time of nuclear balanc^ of 
terror. It is strange world where we 
are face to face with thermo-nuclear 
annihilation. We have heard very 
powerful leaders in the world—the 
leader of the most powerful country 
today in the world—only about fif-
teen days back he was talking about 
world security and while talking 
about another superpower he used 
words like ‘cheats’ ‘liars’ and ‘crimi-
nals’ . The threat was that this ver-
bal aggression will bp backed by, 
if necessary, tactical nuclear weapons 
and a concept has been evolved, 
namely, limited nuclear warfare. We 
live in such a situation and when we 
look at our foreign policy percep-
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tions and formulations, then we be-
come more and more convinced that 
in a world like todays our foreign 
policy stands the test of time be-
cause our foreign policy is based on 
non-alignment. Our foreign policy 
is not based on any short-term gains.

Sir, the names of Gandhiji and 
Jawahar Lai Nehru have been men-
tioned by Mr. Patnaik and other 
speakers who have preceded me. Sir, 
if you looked at our Freedom 
Struggle’s history then you will find 
our basic principles of keeping clear 
of group alignments and a desire and 
yearning for peace all round and 
greater cooperation among the people 
of the world, constituted the very 
bedrock of our policy programmes. 
With your permission I would like to 
mention a few things in this Connec-
tion.

For example. Sir, as far back as 
1922, Indian National Congress d s s s -  

e-d Resolution supporting the victory 
of Turkey on Joint-Anglo Greek in-
tervention in their affairs. In 1924 
we supported the Egyptian peoplo in 
their struggle. In 1927 Shri Jawahar 
Lai Nehru, the maker of modern 
foreign policy of India went to 
Brussels to attend an International 
Congress against Imperialism anc} if 
you read his statements—against the 
backdrop of his statements—then 
Tndia’s foreign policy in relation to 
the world as a whole and regional 
question. I think, we will be able to 
put the present questions in correct 
perspective. With your permission, 
Sir, I will read out a portion of the 
statement which Pandit Nehru made 
on this occasion. I quote:

‘India is a world problem. And, 
as in the past, so in the future, 
other countries and peoples—will 
be vitally affected by the condition 
of India. Both Egypt and Gther 
parts of Africa have suffered do-
mination because British imperia-
lism wanted to strengthen its hold 
in India and to protect its sea- 
routes to that country.’
So, the explanation that we seek 

today and the riddle that we want 
to solve, namelyf the Indian Ocean, 
will be clear from this statement of

Pandit Nehru in 1927 when he said 
about this. Indian ocean was sought 
to be made a safe zone. It was called 
a ‘Chief Zone’, ‘Chief Lane’ of Im-
perial Britain. I will come to that 
later. But there is another state-
ment of Pandit Nehru, and that too, 
on a very historic occasion. It was 
the occasion of the Congress session 
held at Lahore in 1929.

Pandit Nehru made a prophetic 
. tatement and said:—I quote;

‘India was a part of the world 
movement. We cannot in our own 
interests and in the interests oi 
the rest of the world afford to re-
main isolated from the great move-
ments and forces which are shap-
ing the future.’

‘India’s role as a non-aligned country 
has emerged from these perceptions 
of our great leaders. As the hon 
Members of the House know, non- 
alignment has got four parameters. 
The first is detente development, dis-
armament and decolonisation. On all 
these fronts we have always strug-
gled relentlessly. On de-colonisation 
I wish to say this. Mr. Patnaik is not 
here. He was saying that we have 
developed some cold-feet vis-a-vis, 
this question. Right from our inde-
pendence, and in fact even before 
that, we have been fighting against 
colonialism.

I can cite a few cases in support of 
my contention. In the matter of re-
gional good-neighbourly relations, in 
1947, Pandit Nehru called an Asian 
Relations Conference. Pandit Nehru 
was conscious of the advantages which 
would accrue and the advantages 
which India needed at that time 
through regional cooperation. In 1947 
we whole-heartedly supported the 
struggle of the Indonesian people for 
freedom. In respect of the struggle 
of the people of Indo-China. we took 
a principled stand; and we lent mus- 
rle into the fighting arms of the Indo- 
Chinese people in their fight against 
colonialism and imperial domination. 
In the crisis of Korea also we took 
a principled stand and also in the 
Suez Crisis. On all these occasions we 
always took a principled stand. We
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always took consistently principled 
stand against colonialism.

Mention has been made of our rela-
tions with our neighbours. I think it 
is proper that we go into what the 
Congress Government has done, before 
the interrugnum or deviation in our 
political history irom 1977 till 1979. It 
was under Mrs. Gandhi’s leadership 
that Congress Government reached 
agreements on some basic questions, 
regarding citizens and border issue 
with Burma. In 1972 we had an 
agreement with Sri Lanka.

Sir, with Pakistan also from time 
to time we have been trying to im-
prove our relations. With China in 
1954 we entered into good-neighbour-
ly relationship because we believed in 
the unity of the Asian people. There-
fore in 1954 we extended our hand 
of friendship on the basis of the prin-
ciple of Panchshcel. This principle of 
Panchsheel was chalked out or 
evolved, at that time. We know what 
China did subsequently. Even then. 
Sir, Mrs. Gandhi’s Government has 
always tried to have cordial relations 
with China. That is a’so a part of his-
tory.

Within the short time at my dispo-
sal I will now concentrate on our 
relation-, with Pakistan. Why our 
relation with Pakistan is proving in-
tractable? To me it seems right from 
the Fifties, to the present time, we 
are reminded of the Dullesian era, the 
era of global confrontation. Now it 
seems that in America Dulles’s ghost 
is hoverning on almost every roof-top. 
Ii was an attempt to divide people of 
the sub-continent that Pakistan was 
sought to be included as a member of 
the multi-national group, or a sort of 
Pact, which was called SENTO and 
SEATO subsequently. So, Sir, Pakis-
tan from 1950 was sought to he 
delinked from India anH Pakistan 
under pressure and brandishment was 
not allowed to have a proper percep-
tion of the reality of the defence or 
the foreign affairs policies or the eco-
nomic development of the sub-conti-
nent as a unit. Sir, they are talking 
about the question of massive aid to 
Pakistan. Dr. Subramaniam Swamy 
was talking about the golden period
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ushered in during Janata rule. I agree 
with him that Pakistan and India had 
become friendly during the Janata 
rule. Do you know the secret of it?
I believe that this speaks volumes 
about the so-called golden period. Mr. 
Moral ji Desai, the then Prime Minister 
of India, was as friendly with Mr. Zia 
as he was friendly with Mr. Carter. 
This explains that the Janata Party 
had accepted the perception of Ame-
rica vis-a-vis the subcontinent and 
they bad made our perceptions, our 
long-term programmes and policies at 
international level subservient to the 
American designs in this region.

Now, Dr. Swamy was again talking 
about Pakistan being a small country, 
a weak country. He said that during 
Janata Government nothing happened 
in Pakistan. Perhaps he forgets very 
conveniently that it was during the 
Janata Government that about 2 - 1 / 2  

billion dollars worth military aid was 
extended to Pakistan. It was during 
their regime that Pakistan acquired 
arms and ammunitions worth 2 billion 
dollars from America and other Wes-
tern countries. It was during that 
period that Pakistan developed its 
nuclear capability and from the Wes-
tern sources machines and material 
purloined. Now, in the present cir-
cumstances, arming of Pakistan is 
a dangerous game and with this is 
related the question of Persian Gulf 
which has been converted into a Pri-
vate fishing pond of America. If we 
are to look at the geography of Per-
sian Gulf, the professed objective of 
America is a containment of Soviet 
Russia. Fortunately, it is not the con-
tainment of communism but it is the 
containment of Soviet Russia only and 
in the same breath they say that they 
are there to protect the interests of 
the Western powers and I think these 
two things are synonymous. But no-
thing has been mentioned about the 
interests of the local powers. The na-
tural resources of the Gulf countries 
have been plundered by the imperia- 
lis^ountries.

Another aspect 'of this problem 
which arises to my mind is the ques-
tion of Palestine. Now, a sort of al-
liance is sought to be propped up
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among the countries of this region led 
by Saudi Arabia. So, America thinks 
that in this region with the petro- 
doller country of Saudi Arabia the 
American arms and the well trained 
armies of Pakistan, they will be able to 
prepare a surrogate as they did in Iran.
But unfortunately this is a tragic pro-
duct of a very simplistic view of world 
history, a naivity which has absolutely 
no defence, it is indefensible. What 
they did in Iran is known to all of us.
The Shah crashed. It was a Pai't of 
an interventionalist syndrome which 
led to many complications, led to 
their intervention in Vietnam where 
the longest and the most barbarous of 
war of human history was fought and 
the Americans were defeated there 
and they were thrown out of Vietnam 
and the same fate awaits them on 
this side also. They are talking about 
the defence of Persian Gulf. Tell me 
and I put the question to this House: 
what is the position of Persian Gulf 
and what is the position of Soviet 
Russia? Even from trans-caucasus 
region, if Soviet Russia tries to domi-
nate over Persian Gulf. (Interrup-
tion) . . . If the attack is air-borne, 
they will have to cross a distance of 
about a thousand miles and with sur-
veillance and espionage facilities of
America, they will be vulnerable to
air attack. If they come through Iran, 
the distance is a thousand miles again, 
with difficult terrain and insurmount-
able mountains. Only then they can 
go to oil-fields of Iran. Through 
Afghanistan, thev have the simp orob- 
lem. If you look at the scenario, it 
seems that Russia does not make any 
military sense so far as Persian Gulf
is concerned. The real intention of
America and western countries, in so 
far as Persian Gulf is concerned, is 
to further subjugate the local count-
ries. As it was done during the Kis-
singer’s time, the plan has always 
been ready: their intention is to seize 
the oil-fields ultimately. Otherwise if 
America and for that matter 0m *r 
western countries want stability in the 
Middle-East, they would first address 
themselves to the question of Pales-
tine the struggling people of Pales-
tine. Without a solution to the Pales-
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tinian question, there can be no stabi-
lity in the Gulf region and that they 
are trying to push under the carpet.

I would now say a few words about 
the Indian Ocean. As I was telling 
you, the Indian Ocean has been a bone 
of contention, and it became a bone 
of contention not only recently, as 
someone was telling that it was only 
after the oil crisis that it has become 
a bone of contention. In fact if one 
goes through the history of this re-
gion, the Indian Ocean has been a 
matter of primary concern right from 
renaissance; rgiht from the 16th cen-
tury, the Great Powers had their eyes 
on the Indian Ocean. As I mentioned, 
it was the central lake, chief lake of 
British imperialism in India and in 
order to strengthen this imperialism 
in India, many littoral countries were 
subjugated. The Indian Ocean now 
poses a problem for peace. Because 
of Diego Garcia and the militarization 
of the Indian Ocean India feels 
concerned. India is the only country 
perhaps in this region with the longest 
coastline and now we feel very much 
vulnerable from naval threat.

Then, we have developed adequate 
technology to exploit all the sea re-
sources, the resources which lie em-
bedded in the floor of the sea. The 
hon. Foreign Minister and other hon. 
Members of the House know how 
Americans and their friends have 
sabotaged the law of the sea. It was 
promised earlier that the resources of 
the sea will be treated as the heritage 
of mankind. They have sabotaged it 
and they are passing legislation in 
their individual countries to go in for 
exploitation of these resources. This 
is the world scenario.

So far as the Third World countries 
are concerned, you can very well re-
member that now the famous democ-
ratic laboratories for the western 
world are Chile, Bolivia, Argentina, 
Brazil, Pakistan, Elsalvador and 
Sloî th Korea, etc. These are 
the modern democratic laboratories 
for the western countries. They sup-
ported Sygmund Rhee of South Korea. 
Col. Batista of Guba and Yahia Khan 
of Pakistan. For them, the freedom 
means this.
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Before I conclude, 1 would quote 
one statement of Mr. Reagan. This is 
how, the free world is sought to be 
bolstered up and defended. This is 
a very famous speech about South 
Africa, the racist, apartheid regime 
which has been decimating the people 
of Namibia and Mozambique and has 
killed thousands of freedom fighters 
in South Africa. Mr. Reagan says:

“Can we abandon a country 
(South Africa) that has stood by 
us in every war we have fought, a 
country that is strategically essen-
tial to the free world.”
This is the statement of leader of 

the so-called free world. In these 
circumstances, as my friend suggested 
earlier, our strength lies in protecting 
the interest of the third world coun-
tries, wheher they are countries of 
Africa, or of Asia or Latin America. 
There should be greater cooperation, 
greater interdependence in terms of 
economic development, in terms of 
transfer of resources, in terms of 
transfer of technology etc.

Shri Patnaik just now mentioned 
that the World Bank and International 
Monetary Fund assistance is getting 
depleted. Why? Let him answer. 
Recently, America is encouraging that 
these institutions will not give assis-
tance to the developing countres and 
they are withdrawing their support 
and encouraging bilateral relationship 
so that political pressure may be put 
on developing countries.

SHRI R. L. BHATIA (Amritsar): 
Mr. Chairman, Sir, the main thrust of 
arguments of Mr. Swamy and Mr. 
Biju Patnaik was that India's foreign 
policy is no good, Janata policy was 
a golden policy and specially with re-
gard to Afghanistan and Kampuchea 
they were very critical.

Sir, with regard to Afghanistan our 
position is very clear. The Prime 
Minister has said a number of times 
that we are against all kinds of 
foreign troops in other countries. That 
is very clear. But we were als° 
against the pressures on those coun-
tries. They would have been very 
happy if we would have condemned 
the Army of Soviet Russia entering 
Afghanistan, but they do not want us

to also say about the pressures on- 
Afghanistan which had created condi-
tions because of whicn Russian forces 
have gone there.

Sir, the main question is what is in 
the interest of lnaia? Prime Minister 
Indira Gandhi has very clearly said 
we are neither pro-East, nor pro- 
West. We are pro-India. What is in 
the interest of India so far as Afgha-
nistan is concerned, jt is tne secular 
and socialist Afghanistan which is 
friendly to India, not the theocratic, 
extremist Afghanistan. This is in our 
national interest.

SHRI MADHU DANDAVATE 
(Rajapur): Sovereign Afghanistan.

SHRI R. L. BHATIA: Yes, sove-
reign, without outside interference of 
any kind. Sir, we have got tradi-
tional relations with Afghanistan. We 
want that Afghanistan should decide 
its own future in the manner that 
they want. Mr. Dost Mohammad has 
also said that the Russian forces will 
go the next day when all these pres-
sures against Afghanistan are with-
drawn.

Similarly, Sir, with regard to Kam-
puchea our position is very clear that 
we wanted stability in Kampuchea 
Pol Pot regime was killing people. 
Genocide was there and the foreign 
countries were aiding and abetting 
that situation. By recognising Kam-
puchea, now there is no massacre. The 
Government has stabilised and the 
same situation arises as that of Afgha-
nistan. Kampuchea under the present 
set up of Heng Samrin is a friend of 
India and Kampuchea under other 
regimes, would have been the exten-
sion of hegemony and extension of 
colonialism against which India has 
fought throughout.

Sir, with regard to situation in this 
region every nation has its problems 
and prospects either based on history 
or on heritage or the location in the 
globe.

The late Prime Minister Nehru’s 
dream was to break out of the limita-
tion of heritage and the colonial rule 
and create for India a situation in 
Asia as well as in 4he world where 
it could play a prominent role in the
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comity of nations. How much India 
could achieve is a matter of opinion, 
but what India could not achieve was 
significantly a factor of its environ-
ment. India had to live with aggres-
sive China with a border of 2,500 miles 
and on the other side, hostile Pakistan. 
And now a new dimension has been 
added to this situation—the Diego 
Garcia. America is building up Diego
Garcia into the biggest nuclear
naval base in the world posing a di-
rect threat to our country. Sir, this 
is a situation which is prevailing 
around us.

Now coming to China, I would like 
to say that China has always been 
mocking at our philosophy of peace 
and non-alignment. They have been 
directly or indirectly interfering in 
our affairs. They have in many ways 
interfered in our affairs in the Eastern 
direction. In 1962 they directly at-
tacked us, and they have always been 
posing a threat to our internal secu-
rity. So long as China believes in 
revolution as a way to freedom, and 
believes in aggression in the case of 
disagreemet, there is no possibility of 
having normal relations with it- China 
believes in pressurizing; and they 
have always been threatening
their neighbours. The example cf 
Vietnam is there before us, as also 
the invasion of India in 1962. and the 
threatening attitude against India in 
1965 and 1971.

The dramatic posture of threatening 
vis is the instrument of foreign policy 
of China. They have always been 
posing a threat to others, and have 
been pressurizing others. That has 
been the foreign noiicv instrument of 
China. So long as China has this kind
of a posture towards its neighbours, 
there i<~ no possibility of having any 
kind of normal relations with it what-
soever, their ping-pong diplomacy or 
sending acrobatic teams is not enough 
indication that they want friendship 
with India. If thev are sincere, and 
if they want friendship with us sin-
cerely, they must remove the impedi-
ments which stand in the way of a 
good friendship. But we don’t see 
any such indication. That is why Mr. 
Vajpayee also fell into their trap. He 
looked at the situation casually, and

he jumped to a conclusion; and the 
result was that India got a bad name. 
I think, he was also sorry for it.

Coming to Pakistan, it is unfortu-
nate that after the Simla and Delhi 
agreements under which an atmos-
phere of friendship betweetn the 
two countries developed, and normali-
zation had taken place, Pakistan has 
again started acquiring arms on a 
big scale. While a normal acquisition 
of arms needed for their requirements 
can be understood, the size of arms 
which Pakistan is acquiring is a mat-
ter of concern to us. They have been 
getting arms from China and from 
America; and getting a sizeable 
amount of money from the Middle 
East countries, to purchase those 
arms.

This acquisition of arms has to be 
seen in the context of a situation 
where Mr. Haig says that they are 
arming countries right from Pakistan 
to Egypt. So, Pakistan will be acting 
as a stooge of America. If Pakistan 
had acquired arms by its normal re-
quirement, it is a different matter; but 
its acquiring of arms exceeding its 
requirements and acting as a stooge 
of America, and as a part of America’s 
global strategy, is a point which we 
should take into consideration. It is 
a matter of concern to us.

Pakistan argues that it is acquiring 
arms for three reasons. Firstly, 
Pakistan has a responsibility in the 
Middle East. They have to act as a 
police man in case of emergency, to 
Saudi Arabia. Secondly, because 
India is acquiring arms, they are also 
acquiring them. Thirdly, they cite the 
situation in the Afghan frontier. For 
these reasons they want to have arms.

With regard to Afghanistan, it was 
discussed when Mr. Inder Jit of INFA 
went to Pakistan and had an inter-
view with Gen. Zia. The answer 
given by the later wag very clear. 
They are unable to fight Russian 
forces. Gen. Zia also mentioned 
India as the enemy of Pakistan. So, 
it is in this context that we are con-
sidering the acquisition of arms by 
Pakistan; and it is a matter of grave 
concern to us. In the past, whenever 
Pakistan got arms, they inflicted ag-
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gression on India. Every time, it was 
inflicted by Pakistan on India. There-
fore, the acquisition of arms by Pakis-
tan is a serious matter; and the Prime 
Minister is right when she expresses 
concern on this.

The role of China and Pakistan and 
the situation that has developed in 
the Indian Ocean, this regional and 
global situation is before us, and India 
has to find out a solution of the situa-
tion. I am confident that the quality 
of leadership that we have in India 
will certainly play its Jrole in the 
foreign policy because foreign policy 
is also connected with our defence 
system and is a part of the defence 
policy.

This leadership was under challenge 
during the non-aligned movement re-
cently in Delhi. I am glad to say that 
Indian leadership had proved match-
ing to the situation that was before 
us. There were 93 countries with 
divergent viewi, with diverse prob-
lems and all that. There was a fear 
and it was the desire of some big 
powers also that this Conference 
should not succeed. I congratulate 
the Foreign Minister—he was the 
Chairman of that Conference—because 
he was able to display his skill, his 
leadership and the result was that 
there was a joint declaration. I ap-
preciate that our officers who went 
from Capital to Capital to make a 
ground for that; and it was also the 
contribution of their labour which has 
resulted in the success of the Confe-
rence that was being held in Delhi.

In this complex situation and the 
global situation which is before us 
which has been explained by my 
friends earlier what India has to do? 
What are the options of India and 
what policy India should adopt to 
steer clear out of this situation? We 
are a non-aligned country and we 
have to make this movement a very 
strong movement. Among the non- 
aligned countries there should be 
a greater cooperation. In the non- 
aligned movement, we have got many 
countries which have got surplus in 
raw-material, skills in machine and 
198 LS—12. ■;

in capital. So, it is all that we must 
share with each other and try to make 
each one of us self-reliant. It is with
this spirit if India moves forward, I 
am sure, India’s geographical position 
and India’s quality of leadership is in 
a position to give a lead to this move-
ment.

Secondly, I would like to say that 
we must cooperate with the countries 
which believe in peace and in detente. 
We had seen in the past that Russia 
had been trying to bring about a situ-
ation of peace and normalcy in deal-
ing with other countries. They were 
successfully able to bring about a 
treaty of peace in Europe. They tried 
to have an agreement with America 
in SALT I; they had also an agree-
ment with SALT II which unfortu-
nately could not be satisfied by Am e-
rica.

Again Mr. Brezhnev while he was 
here in Delhi said about 5 point peace 
programmes for Gulf area. He had 
also said that they were ready to talk 
about Afghanistan. To the new 
regime in the White House, they in-
vited them and they were ready for 
talks and no conditions have been 
insisted. So, here is a situation which 
we must watch, and India with its 
great influence must assist in this co-
operation between the two Super 
Powers. They must try to bring about 
a condition and try to put their mite 
and help and see that the area of 
peace expands.

America is trying hard to bring 
tension to the world. Their intention 
is to see that the war does not take 
place in Europe; their intention is to 
see that the war does not take place 
in Pacific; they are concentrating on 
Gulf and Indian Ocean. It is this 
situation which we must watch; it is 
this situation which we must take into 
consideration and find a solution in 
cooperation with the socialist coun-
tries and other countries who want to 
have peace.

Lastly, it had been quoted by some 
of our friend$ like Mr. Biju Patnaik 
about India’s geographical position and 
others had a^o s*»id that our neigh-
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bours are afraid of India. He was 
talking about big brokerly treatment. 
But what can we do if India is huge 
in size? What can we do if we have 
a terrific population of 68 crores? It 
is a natural situation in which we are 
placed.

The idea to have cooperation with 
our neighbours is there. We are al-
ready doing it on a bilateral basis. It 
is a bilateral system which we may 
adopt with our neighbours. We must 
give them economic aid. We must 
give them confidence that we are 
friendly to them. But, I am afraid, 
they were supporting Pakistan and 
condemning India. This is what Mr. 
Swamy on the other day and our 
ex-Prime Minister were saying, that 
Pakistani tensions have been there and 
we have dealt with them for the last 
32 years satisfactorily. It is due to 
their internal compulsions that they 
are opposed to us. It is the Govern-
ment, Government after Government, 
one General after the other, they 
come, and they do not come by ballot. 
They are not elected by the people. 
The people of Pakistan like us. The 
people of Pakistan have no quarrel 
with India. It is the leaders due to 
their internal compulsions they are 
pointing towards India. They are 
enemical towards India.

Therefore, I request the hon. Minis-
ter that India must play its part in 
the non-aligned world. You should 
make this movement strong. India 
will feel stronger if the non-aligned 
movement is strong and secondly we 
must have cooperation with other 
countries, the socialist countries, and 
the countries who believe in peace 
and detente. In this regard I would 
say we need greater cooperation with 
Viet Nam, with Kampuchea, Russia 
and the socialist bloc.

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI (Bombay 
North W est): Mr. Chairman, speaking 
even on a subject as delicate as foreign 
policy, I cannot persuade myself to use 
the ambiguous and deceptive language 
of diplomacy. I must in accord with 
my nature call a spade a spade.

SHRI M. RAM GOPAL REDDY 
(Nizamabad): You can use legal lan-
guage.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE; In 
that case you will not follow.

SHRI RAM JETHAMALANI: I
woul^ like to summarise my speech 
at the outset before I dilate on what 
I am going to say- It is my firm con-
viction which I wish to share with 
this House and support it by evidence 
that our foreign policy is morally bank-
rupt. It is contrary and wholly con-
trary to international law. It js a be-
trayal of enlightened national interest 
and it is a frustration of the dreams 
o'f Gandhiji and the early prompt-
ings of Nehru’s conscience that (In-
terruptions). To talk of morality in 
the context of foreign policy is to 
act stupidly at least so far as my 
friends on the opposite side are con-
cerned. But let me recall for their 
benefit that as far back as 1924 
Mahatma Gandhi laid down his con-
ception, the dream which he had of the 
role o'f India in international affairs. 
He told us that India will be a me-
dium through which international re-
lations will be placed on a moral 
basis, India, he predicted will be the 
voice of a powerful nation seeking 
to keep under restraint all violent 
forces in the world and his spiritual 
heir Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru in 
more sense than one, the architect of 
our foreign policy. (Interruptions).

AN HON. MEMBER: He was the
political heir also.

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI; I am 
talking of Nehru when he still was 
Nehru—and before the idealist, the 
vibrant idealist in him was supplant-
ed by the realist in accordance with 
the teachings of the realist school of 
international diplomacy which came 
to be fashionable. Speaking as early 
as 1949 before the U.S. Congress, 
these are the words which he uttered:

‘The objectives of our foreign 
policy are the preservation of 
world peace and the enlargement 
of human freedom.*
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Speaking of the basis and the goal 
of our foreign policy he said: “We
do not propose to acquiesce”—and 
tfyese are words which I wish the 
Foreign Minister were here and he 
heard them, and heard them again 
and again:

“We do not propose to acquiesce 
in any challenge to man’g freedom, 
from whatever quarter it may 
come. Where freedom is menaced 
or justice is threatened, or where 
aggression takes place we cannot 
be and shall not be neutral.”

He t-old the' Americans assembled 
through their representatives in the 
US Congress:

‘ ‘Friendship and cooperation bet-
ween our two countries are, there-
fore. natural. I stand here to offer 
both in the pursuit of justice, 
liberty and peace.”
We have travelled a long way fr o m  

the time when those words were 
uttered and I wish to judge the per-
formance o f the present Government 
jn the context of what Gandhiji said 
in 1924 an,j what Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru said in 1949 Sir. there is an 
intimate relationship between the
goals of domestic policv and the 
pursuit o’f foreign policy What are 
our proclaimed domestic ideals? Our 
proclaimed domestic ideals are— if
our pronouncements have any credi-
bility and have any value or truth— 
democracy, secularism and socialism.
Writing recently in th^ latest issue of 
a publication which the External
Affairs Ministry brings out for our 
benefit, a jurist, a distinguished re-
presentative from Sri Lanka, Shri 
Shahul Hameed, says:

“In Sri Lanka, where the teach-
ings of the Buddha have profound-
ly influenced our history and cul-
ture, we have today evolved a 
political philosophy which seeks to 
build a fair and just society—a 
Dharmista Society. Our foreign 
policy is a reflection of this con-
cept.”
I'f we proclaim democracy a9 the 

goal of our domestic policy, I want to

ask the Minister, and I do not wish 
t0 have the answer because t«he ans-
wer will embarrass him, I want to 
ask, in the pursuit of our foreign 
policy, to what extent have we tried 
to cultivate democracy and to m- 
crease and extend the frontiers of 
democracy? The answer is a depres-
sing ‘No’. We have done nothing to 
cultivate the democratic countries of 
the World. W.e have never proclaim-
ed our international commitment to 
the furtherance of democracy and 
the iree way of li'fe. By constantly 
trampling upon the interest of demo-
cratic countries, we have turned all 
democratic countrie? today into at 
best lukewarm friends and at worst 
sulking rx-friends, who perhaps 
would enjoy our discomfiture

7S it, or is it not true that our best 
friends are those countries whose 
Governments are based upon religion 
and whose internal policies disclose 
nothing but religious intolerance and 
hatred? We have done nothing to 
single out those countries which 
practise the secular way of life and 
cultivate warm friendship with them. 
We proclaim historic ties of friendship 
with rising cliques which are primi-
tive and feudal in character. In fact, 
we fev 1 ill at ease in the company 
of those countries and Government:; 
which practise democratic socialism.

My friendt Shri Banatwalla, has 
tabbed a few cut motions. Mr. 
Foreign Minister, I am only anticipat-
ing. He will advise you to take some 
more despicable step3 in that direc-
tion. I hope you will do nothing to 
make your contribution to the des-
truction of civilised centres of so-
cialism and frev? voluntary socialism, 
the bibbutz and moshavs. He will 
advise you to keep company with 
petty chieftains and petty profligates, 
their prolific progeny, both legitimate 
and illegitimate and some day, if you 
follow his advice, you may end up by 
buildings harems for the chieftains of 
that area.

Sir, the Janata Government may 
not have done anything in the field 
of 'foreign policy. But I want to ask
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one question. At least the Janata 
Government ratified the UN Cove-
nants dealing with political and 
civil rights, economic and cultural 
rights—covenants which were crying 
for ratification from I960. The United 
Nations brought them into effect in 
1966. And 1966 was the tragic year 
of Mrs. Gandhi’s advent to power in 
■this country. Until the time the 
Janata Government came into power 
nobody was courageous enough to  
open up our society to international 
inspection. A free society has nothing 
to hide. And not one word has 
either Mr?. Gandhi 0r her distinguish-
ed Foreign Minister ever said by way 
of praise, by w ay of acknowledgment. 
W h atever else the Janata did or did 
not, do, at least we signed those cove-
nants and w e have made the demo-
cracy and human rights a little more 
safe or a little less unsafe than they  
w ere before the Janata Government 
cam e int0 pow er T now deal wTith 
o n " ‘fri-end^hip with the Soviets. I 
recognise the trem endous advantages 
of that, relationship. I know  that we  
have to be grateful to th e Soviets f ° r 
a few  things that they have done in  
the past. If our friendship is genuine  
and if our friendship is not that of a 
sycophant T hope, occasionally the 
Foreign Minister will pick up the 
moral courage to rem ind the Soviets 
r.f j.b 0bligations o'f the Helsinki 
Accord, of the constant breaches of 
the Helsinki A '?ord the constant per-
secution of dissenters in that area 
and the perfection of new  and subtle 
methods of psvcho-physiological tor-
ture which are developed and dcP" 
loyed behind the iron curtain. At 
least I believe that Pandit Nehru 
would be proud of the Janata perfor-
m ance if he had heard that we had 
signed the UN covenants relating to 
hum an rights. But these gentlemen 
are at liberty to praise themselves or 
w hat they have achieved. I am 
afraid, I at least, do not share that 
praise which they have for them-
selves.

Coming to Pakistan, for long years 
since 1947 Pakistan was an aligned 
country, not a non-aligned country. 
Pakistan was squarely with the Wes-
tern Bloc. Yet, only the blind and 
dishonest can deny the performance 
of the Janata Government that 
during the Janata regime Pakistan 
applied for and obtained admission 
to the non-aligned movement. For 
the first time, Pakistan saw the hor-
ror of being in the CENTO and 
SEATO. It is during the Janata’s 
cultivation of Pakistan that it saw 
the benefits of being non-aligned and 
it became a member of the non-align-
ed movement which it continues to 
be till today. W e  realised that if 
Pakistan has to be non-aligned, its 
Tears may be illegitimate, maybe 
irrational, maybe unjustified, are a 
reality which have to be taken care 
of. Y ou  cannot blam e Pakistan for 
not being as stupid as we are. If a 
super power comes and m asses its 
troops and armaments upon our bor-
ders. I think, only a fool will say that 
h-e sees no danger in massing of these 
troops across the frontier. I am not 
a great admirer of General Zia. But 
you do not have to be his admirer 
to appreciate that even Genera] Zia 
can entertain legitimate fears, “ look, 
this super power is now ensconced 
very comfortabliy only a few miles 
away 'from my border; there is dan-
ger ” Everybody says that Pakistan 
is unable militarily to cope with the 
Soviet menace. Nor is India milita-
rily capable of beating the Soviet 
menace. What then is the cause or 
the basis of this unconscious assump-
tion ihat Russia will not some day 
decide to walk through the sub-
continent? Is it or is it not true that 
to walk from Kabul to Colombo is 
much easier then to start your walk 
across the Afghan frontier? You have 
made things easy, and now thing^ 
nre easy. Whereas the dangers of 
Pakistan being armed by the United 
States cannot be overlooked, cannot 
be over-rated, yet mv grievance is, 
by our immoral conduct we have 
forfeited the moral right to complain
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about Pakistan arming itself and the 
United States arming Pakistan. If we 
had told Pakistan that “we recognise 
the legitimacy 0f your fears, and you 
and w e together will exert our moral 
influence in thi9 sub-continent and 
at least ask the Russians to with-
draw* ’ it. would have meant some-
thing. But I have never heard a 
more stinking nonsense than this that 
nobody can get Russia out of Afgha-
nistan; therefore, let us not tell 
them to get out of Afghanistan.

A  man wh0 depends upon the 
Gandhian moral force should at least 
have the moral courage to stand by 
his spine and on his two legs anc  ̂ say 
“ this is wrong” . Let the consequen-
ces be what they are. That is what 
Gandhiji taught us, and that is wliat 
Biju said; I do not consider him to 
be a great heir of Gandhiji, but at 
least in his own way he was sayjng 
exactly what Gandhiji said. We do 
not have to worry about the military 
weakness; we have to exert our moral 
and spiritual authority on the aggres-
sor and call a spade a spade and w?nt 
the to be vacated with all
the spiritual and moral vigour that 
we are capable o'f.

It is no secret that while we were 
courting Pakistan, we dinned into 
Pakistan’s ears the need for satisfy-
ing three conditions; the conditions 
were that the General must lift press 
censorship, he must legitimatise the 
political activity and hold parliament-
ary elections, even on a limited 
franchise, but hold them by next 
year. The policy which we have now 
followed is, that we have driven back 
Pakistan into her old ways. It may be 
wrong, it may be a tragic error but, 
nevertheless, it is an understandable 
behaviour on the part of Pakistan, 
and it is our stinking immorality and 
moral cowardice that are responsible 
for the action which Pakistan is either 
compelled to take, or perhaps it was 
wanting to take, and we have now 
given it a justification.

16.58 hrs.

[M r . D e p u t y - S p e a k e r  in the Chair]

The third point which I wanted to 
make is that our policy towards the 
Soviet Union is terribly short-sighted, 
it is almost suicidal. 1 have already 
mentioned it, and all that I have to 
add is: imagine a scenario in which 
the other Super-power develops a 
new Monroe Doctrine of its own and 
says “ to hell with the Asians; we arc 
not going to participate in their quar-
rels; let them be over-run; let the 
whole of Asia become Communist. 
But we will stick to our own Am eri-
can sub-continent” . At that stage, in 
that mood, when the other Super-
power retires into its own shell, if 
it is decided by Russia to walk 
through the sub-continent, what is 
there to prevent it? The only satis-
faction that Mrs. Gandhi will have is 
that she will not be on the scene any 
longer to witness that tragedy, to 
which India is being exposed.

The fourth point which I wish to 
talk about is that today the Russians 
are about to suppress the human 
freedom by moving their tanks and 
other armaments into Poland. In the 
past such things have happened. 
Hungary and Czechoslovakia are 
conspicuous illustrations of what hap-
pened in the past. And they are not 
only conspicuous illustrations of the 
Soviet aggression, but they are also 
conspicuous illustrations of the moral 
cowardice which this country has not 
yet been able to live down; the in-
famy of these incidents we have not 
yet been able to live down. Today 
thousands and thousands of workers 
in Poland have got up and they are 
trying to flex their muscles and 
achieve a little bit of autonomy and 
freedom from the heel of the aggres- 
achieve a little bit o f autonomy and 
betraying the same immoral attitude, 
which we had in 1958, and thereafter 
we had in 1968?

I hope that the Foreign Minister, if 
he calls himself a Gandhian, will pick
up at least some courage and once
again call a halt tQ this diminution
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of the frontiers of freedom, for 
Gandhiji taught us about the expan-
sion of the frontiers of freedom and
Nehru had taught commitment to 
human dignity.

Our distinguished young friend 
from Guna has told us: let us now
recapture the spirit of detente. When 
a paather, lion or tiger, or any carni-
vore us animal has enough in its 
belly, and it settles down in the cor-
ner, while it is trying to digest waat 
it has swallowed up, it always talks 
ox peace, because that is the time 
when peace is vital to the person’s 
digestion.

17 hrs

And, Sir, w e arc witnessing 
peace offensives and calls for revival 
of detente only because ihese £*re 
intervals between two acts of igno-
minious aggression and the world is 
slowly acquiescing in aggression. 
(Interruptions). Let us not forget 
the lessons of 1962. Let us not forget 
that your great architect of foreign 
policy for whom I have respect des-
pite his failures at least confessed 
publicly that his foreign policy was in 
shambles, and he confessed publicly 
that ne had been living in a world of 
illusions. The trouble is that your 
foreign policy is again in shambles, 
but there are no people as great, as 
Nehru to acknowledge that the foreign 
policy has failed. The trouble is that 
Nehru was not surrounded by too 
many ■'.ycophants, This is an age of 
cycophancy. Nobody is prepare to 
get up and speak the truth and say 
that the foreign policy is in shambles 
and if you want to know, the most 
conclusive evidence of the foreign 
policy of yours being in total shambles 
is the very event of which you 
proudly boast of and that is the re-
cent Non-aligned Conference. Is it 
or is it not true that at this Non- 
aligned Conference you wanted to 
condemn, and one-sidedly condemn, 
Diego Garcia, but you were prevented 
by lesser powers than you and you 
had to drop that allusion? Is it or is 
it not true that you were not prepared
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to speak one word about withdrawal 
of Soviet forces from Afghanistan but 
you were compelled by smaller powers 
to do so in the final Declaration that 
you issued? And, Sir, is it Or is it not 
true that today India has alienated 
itself from the two other co-founders 
of the Non-aligned movement? 
Yogoslavia, a smaller country, has the 
moral courage to stand up to the 
giant and say that ‘you have no busi-
ness to be in Afghanistan and you 
will go’, and we ..do not show even 
that much moral courage. Egypt is 
another co-founder of the Non-aligned 
movement. Today our relations with 
that one single great Arab country 
which is the seat of culture and learn-
ing and which is the most civilised 
Arab country in the world, are at the 
lowest bottom and at the lowest ebb 
and we are tied up with petty chief-
tains because we feel uncomfortable 
in better company and we feel com-
fortable only in this company about 
which 1 have described.

I say, therefore, that today our 
foreign policy is a betrayal of the 
people of Pakistan, it is a betrayal of 
the people of Afghanistan, it is a 
betrayal of all our commitments 
which are essential to our policy of 
non-alignment and, Sir, the national 
interest of India is being sacrificed, 
the long-range national interests of 
India are being sacrificed to the 
mechinations and the aggressive 
designs o-f one super power which 
somehow has ingratiated itself with 
the present Government and the 
Prime Minister.

Sir, on the occasion of Mr. Brezh-
nev’s visit, speaking on the floor of 
this Lok Sabha, Mrs. Gandhi uttered 
a sentence which I think everybody 
must sit down and ponder over. She 
told this august assembly that ‘we 
believe in the value of Indo-Soviet 
friendship and therefore, in the pur-
suit of good neighbourly relations we 
ensure that those relationships are 
never jeopardised’. Sir, this is a con-
fession, a stinking confession, a cow-
ardly confession that our friendship

9, 1903 (SAKA) 1981-82 Min. of 364
External Affairs



( « w r )  ti\x
sfr ®ffr tt t̂  ?r£f ?fk

MARCH 30, 1981 1981-82 Min. of 366
External Affairs

with our neighbouring countries is 
subject to the Soviet veto. So much 
have we travelled from the times of 
Gandhiji and Jawaharlal Nehru that 
we have today mortgaged the indepen-
dence of this large nation, this mighty 
nation of Gandhi and Jawaharlal, to 
the whims of one supreme power, the 
Soviet power. And for what? One 
has to analyse and investigate these 
causes. The short time which my 
party gets is not enough for this 
probe. It is not enough for investi-
gation and exposure. But it will be 
very interesting exposure.

q̂r xm r (fasrrqT^rc):
fetfr FTfTT'< 5«T*fr srqTT
■jfi sfr VTT'TW |5TT | ^  ?T=3®f
m^\ f«rr t ' ^  h
prr t  fa sfk sV f %
T̂.n §' I rr̂ ft* WTTT *r 1 1

fsrff srrarr T̂̂ rr̂ r f^n |
^  | mx s*r tt

firr spt rrprr
t  1 «T3r cR7 fsT̂ fi #  tff £17^ it 
W r̂crw ^  i

tt ?rTTrrfr «rrf | ?rk w  ere?
3T#' fq r IT F̂Rff Tffff 1 1

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: 
Nation is higher than the Prime 
Minister. (Interruptions).

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI: ‘Desh’
is higher than you or all of you to-
gether.

qi'o TTrr lifqfTsf t f t  : 5TTT
3T f a f e  t fe r  I ^|FT of? vff

ft m frz ctt: #5 x$. f  i f
ffrrr 'tĥ t ^  % t | I, q^r-

I 1 3ft
^  ^  srfor ^  | i
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spf cf* tt'i£ griTr ^  | 1 $ W f
TOT? ^  TTTn r I (w * !* )  I

?HTR sff̂ T r̂ T ^ R ' f̂i JT 3ff *JTO«r
f^rr, t w  ^  srgcf f w
ft: jpr vc^rr ttt ^Tfr £ Tt

«fr t t f r t t  | ^  #  sfr i
ftfjr ^ er t  îT̂ mr? fsrcr ^
ft r̂̂ r̂ fr Tirf % fVer̂ r fr ^  f  1 
■3*fr nr? ^ % ^pf |'r r̂r?»r i w
T̂FT T̂T ^X ̂ ‘Fi'TT I

m x  w  rPf r̂r
% ifi^r f  f^rr ficrr, grr̂ fr qrfr
%  ffTnT̂ : T< ^T ®FT fsPTF ffcfT eft t
ferr^: % ^rrq- ^

T7?fr r̂rfen; i

t t wsj Nt f̂ fcnfl <Trfrrcff5fcrr 
'jfr % ̂ rnr̂ T  ̂̂  ^  f
f  I #  ^TSTcTT f  f̂ (T 197 1 «Ff 5T*T
ir îrfT̂ T % fwTT: ?rk %
f^sFfnri f ^ R f  f^rerrf ^

?rnr ^  ftwff ^qfff^rrfi
?i*5FT 'FTT? #̂ iT cff «ff

if,* T fr  1 ?ht *t

F̂: r fsp r̂T vfr ^  fr ifnt
cfr *fi t t t m ^n% ?rgr f  i

rTrf'n?fr t~i ^  ?r w r  3?r
5nr #’ 5ff?r f f  f̂tr ̂ ^ t ^ t t o  p r  i

m  fRT qrf^cfr^ ^ 
pfWin̂ PT̂ TfsrTl ? w #
^ mf?r9T gi ?ff qrf^mr
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%3t\X tfXW  ^ \ X  ’Tre* X ^ \

vi\x -3^  vj> ^  \ x%$ \

% #Tftn?r^9t'i ^  s w r  n fa -  
5FT sfm  sttt ^r% fsrw r *rr?T 
fe<rr 1 T̂'T ^rrT ^t'tr'spt % 
^*n; w  r̂r?r | ?c\  ̂ *

*is£t& rn; m  w sr
^r^ff ^T%rr |

*fr ?n sfr^R q <̂:rf ^*r
^  | 1 a «fr « f m  3T #1 1 jfffrT
rr^frf^  fa-fasTr ^ff qr
frqfl  ̂ fsir |, ^  f x i t i  $  ^
?ror *rrf *r£ 11 t  ft?
^\X  r̂TRTW ¥ S*TT 41 SFTT? WTT 

fT X$J | 3TT fa  | I
t  ’T̂ r̂ Rrr g fa  ?r ^ t

^rf^q 1 £*rr? ^rr^r^ff w>i srr'faT
fTWP?T cRT'TT I  37 TT ^  ^
^  m w rr ^nf îr 1
^WSTsfr. ssrnrsfi 5dr, pTT faRTtf 
^ <T>T farT’fiT ff 3TPT ^TrT f  I
^ T  37 g-xff f  Harf^r STH «flfT
^  t  1 ?m?rT i r r ^  | fa  
JT^rf 3ff q ft TT W  jfT̂ Trf £ I

^r 50 h so ^ r r  ^  f̂Tfrrr
| I sTfcT *T sp^ff ^ rfT ^  
?rtr ^fT I  —

Young wives are doing hair-cut for 
their husbands.

^rt Hftff f̂?T w r |>m 1 ^  ^
^  1 5 % 30 w r  ĤRT f  I iT̂ r 3TX 
f^ ^ r  #  ^  frrsr $  qV,

'tk ^ # 1 2  ^  5f<? f̂r ftra* ^ ^ r  
fa  Ifft ^  ^fa* I  I t% 
^ T  fa  $  wlr^TT 5TTW 5 , 1  2 ir 
^  ?T?t ^  T̂T ^mr cTnrfl f  5TTT ^ T  

^q- 1 2 WhT "î fr |, faT vf|
^  | fa  ^ «  | I V i
*r ̂ iNrrf 1 q^t Tr^-^rrr^r

1 1 ftrcr fr fat^r f̂r f̂r
f"i<sT ^ T  f f , ^  ^TTcff <T? E^TR* f ^ r  

jfTTT ^Tf^  I rTT ^jf^TfT^T
fn; ^  ^r^r ^fi^Ti q̂ refi I  i
T f w  ^  ^  t  tfi'sRi T ^ fi t -

ji*t̂ t % rfi t̂î f̂i' r̂ î rr
I, FT̂T K rTf̂ ff |,
f̂â rr |, ^ i  ^

q'fcfr 1 1 f^rrt f e R  
?r'f«r̂  |, 51 7̂ 1, %fan sr^T

Tft?f 5fr̂ r #' t | ^
T?T ^ f f  ^  ^Tt Tf TOT< f̂r̂ RT 
^rf^cr 1 ^ 5% f f  f̂r ^  f̂r

^  xm r̂r ^ ‘dr | ,  r̂fa^r t̂t
5T̂T |, Sfr£ ^TT ^
fan; spfrf ozrq^r ?rff | 1 

ĴT r̂fT ^1 qx OTŜ f «TnT t | |, m̂ T
cr-f? f a  «PM r^r %frx ^ rrfa ^ R
% cTFf T̂f 5Tm t| I,
# ^  <rt*r ^;q^r ^ f ^  ^  I  ?fn  
f^ fr  ^ sfmer 1 1 fa^ fr ^r efr̂ r
r̂̂ rsrr ̂ r ̂  r4 ctt ‘ ‘sriqr^rzf'' r̂r̂ F

vfnff snr ^  fâ rr ^ r , ^
^ffff ^^1 n ̂  ?r t^t fâ rr ^ r  ^r fa 
sptc ^fr nT^r qr qur f ^ r  r̂r?rr 
eft e ^rfR t o  f f  ^ r
fw n  r 1 icRt ^ vfpr

1 1 ^  c f^  h ^rn: ^rr^r^fi 
f̂f ^ fcT  ? fr  |; ^?r sr ? tr

^X X^ t  I SR ^ f f  f̂?T
strt Tfi r̂ —

We are the "representatives of the 
people. iprro rft
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^  ^r^r, % s t̂ pst  sr h

r̂mr ft: 5f nr*?, ?rft^ m x

z-xx sr*5rr ^n^rr 1 ^ \ x  fa^ r
t o t  ^ ysr t t  ^  ffnc
s * r  %̂Tf r̂rf̂ fr 1 »f*r w r |,
sr r̂ 20 f j f r r ^ T r f ^ ^ r  w*z
^ r r  f̂r x%\ |, ?£r *n? *r
0. 4 0 ST ^̂ FTT 0 .2  5 TK$Z
$T *W | I q-f 5PTT f f  *FTT | ?
i*Tf f T ^  I  ft: ^  IPTTT *P*f-
^rrfwf % <r?rf % ftrcr ^ < 1
?^ *r  «m ^i^r r̂rf̂ cr, 
if 3% 7ff> ^TlTcfRT '€1 "TR'
?>rr 1

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You went 
to foreign Embassies to see how Hindi 
can be used. But it seems you went 
there to collect grievances of the 
staff.

m  ^ 0  Trrotartr ^
t̂tct I  ftr cr̂ r qx f ^ r  t j  %

faq  ^  ^  ftr̂ rr iff 1 1
gfasarq q̂-vrocT T̂|f srRfr |i

| art |, *r
^  |1% *r?rr# ^f^rr **>cfr
|  l * fw f °FT ^51^ |  rfT TT̂ T f^ \

?rk o t Iw  ^r it
^rr 1 Tf=Pd’ 1 1

jst> w  : 5 ® ?n*T <n
2TW'Trr r̂r £nrfa^ ^ t ̂  £,• ^

| 1

SHRI M. RAM GOPAL REDDY: In 
the Report, it is stated;

“A proposal to introduce a new 
legislation on emigration has reach-
ed its final stages. The Bill is likely

to be introduced in Parliament 
shortly.

Another proposal to set up a 
manpower corporation in the pub-
lic sector at the Central level to 
assist Indian job seekers in obtain-
ing jobs abroad is also under active 
consideration of the Government.”

Somebody wanted to prepare Gana- 
pathy statue. By the time he has 
finished, it has become a monkey!

ffwT ^rffp; 1 f-^ir efnf 
fTFT 5TnT ^rf t̂T I

n^b’^ ' -I c n ? ^  h

fa*fa*5f ^*^rr 1

The External Affairs Ministry, I 
like to call it as Economic Ministry. 
It is earning over Rs. 4,000 crores. 
They say it is invisible income. Why? 
In this great light, our Shri 
Venkataraman is not seeing that it is 
the money that is being sent by 
workers. It is not the agents that are 
doing this mischief. I have seen. I gut 
several people arrested. I have writ-
ten to External Affairs Ministry. I 
have written to Home Ministry, to 
the Police and to the External Affairs 
Ministry officers. They have taken 
very strong action. Immediately they 
arrested some people and one man 
was cheating from Kabul. By Inter-
pol. 1 got him arrested. But, unfor-
tunately that l'ellow had only a pass-
port O'f Britain. That fellow could 
not be brought to this country. All 
of them, the unscrupulous people, 
they are not agents. Quietly they are 
doing. All such people should be 
immediately booked and brought 
under law and kept in jail under 
National Security Bill. National Secu-
rity Bill is mainly intended for this 
purpose. I want Mr. Makwana to 
look into this aspect and see that 
justice is done. Our earnings woulcf 
go up. During the last 3 Or 4 months, 
our income has gone up tremendous-
ly. Over Rs. 300 crores we have 
touched, in this short period. He
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has got all these figures in this 
book. 1 want that those should go 
up. Our Finance Minister is assured 
of Rs. 4,000 or Rs. 5,000 crores. If it 
is properly implemented, \ am sure 
this amount will go up to Rs. 6,000 
crores and we should have very few 
restrictions. There are so many res-
trictions. That is why the people 
are going to such unscrupulous peo-
ple. The External Affairs Minister 
has stated in his statement that he is 
going to simplify, he has already 
simplified many cases, but it has fur-
ther to be simplified so that people 
can easily go there and our Ambas-
sadors and other staff should be 
kept informed.

Regarding functioning of our 
ambassadors, I cite only one example.
In Kuwait, the war started. Our am-
bassador stood there and he arranged 
food for all the refugees that were 
coming to Iran and Iraq. Not only he 
had given food to our people but also 
he has arranged food even to Bangla-
desh and Pakistan people also. They 
are all grateful to us. In several coun-
tries like Bangladesh and Pakistan, 
people think they are Indian, they 
take pride that they are Indians. Our 
people have earned respect and pres-
tige for our country and that is why I 
congratulate our External Affairs 
Minister. He has done brilliant work.

In hi? school days, I know that he 
had never thought of his examina-
tions. He never studied his text-
book. But he always stood first in 
his district. I was wondering at that 
time how he passed and mastered so 
many languages. By the time this 
Parliament is over, i am sure that he 
will learn all the languages of the 
world and will be helpfull to this 
country.

I congratulate him and also congra-
tulate Mrs. Gandhi for having select-
ed such an eminent person for this 
job.

SHRI YESHWANTRAO CHAV AN 
(Satara): Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, I 
am speaking at the end of the day
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but there is one advantage that I am 
speaking after many people placed
their points of view before this hon.
House and 1 will have my share of 
putting my point of view.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: All 
is well that ends well.

SHRi YESHWANTRAO CHAV AN: 
As far as the day is concerned, what 
Mr Dandavate says is correct, all is 
well that ends well. That apart, I 
think that when we discussed this 
demand last year and when we are 
discussing this demand today, my 
mind goes back to the last one year, 
to what has happened in the world, 
in the neighbouring countries and in 
India itself. And there we see a 
considerable change of situation, in 
the world situation, in the regional 
situation and in the Indian neigh-
bourhood. Things are getting trouble-
some. I would like to use some 
stronger terms for it, but I am using 
rather very soft term. It is a danger-
ous situation that we are facing to-
day. Therefore, Mr. Foreign Minister, 
you have got a very tough job, and 
I must say at the beginning that it is 
the duty of this House and every one 
of us to support you and sustain you 
in this troublesome and difficult job. 
I am sorry, my friend, Mr. Ram 
Jethmalani, is not here. When I was 
hearing his speech, I left that I was 
hearing a speech of the Republican 
Senator of the USA. We have always 
considered the foreign policy of India 
to be a sort of policy of national 
consensus, and it has been so. I think, 
the House, last year, by and large, 
supported this point of view—when 
I also spoke on this and the House 
welcomed this. Now, what has hap-
pened in one year that the situation 
has so changed? Let us go into the 
whole matter.

Let us take the question of Afgha-
nistan. I am not going to pay any 
compliments to an individual; I am 
trying to pay compliments to the 
country as a whole, as a national 
policy. Have we departed from our 
basic approach on non-alignment In
this particular matter? No. we have
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not justified the Soviet armed inter-
vention in Afghanistan. My Party 
has asked for its early withdrawal. 1 
was seeing the Annual Report of this 
Ministry; as far as Afghanistan is con-
cerned, he has said the same thing 
there. We do» not want the interven-
tion of any country in any other 
country. We want a sovereign 
Afghanistan, a Socialist Afghanistan, 
a friendly Afghanistan. Mark the 
word ‘friendly’ also. When we want 
a friendly Afghanistan, naturally the 
Soviet Russia also would expect that 
they should have a friendly Afghanis-
tan. That is a different matter. We 
have not justified the Russian inter-
vention. We have not also created a 
row, a meaningless row, about it. That 
is where the skill of running tha 
foreign policy of a country comes in. 
Had we just merely joined the chorus 
of ‘withdraw the Army’ of some oi 
the Western countries who, for the 
sake of formality, go on saying but 
who in private agree with what we 
are doing; this is my impression; the 
Foreign Minister may, perhaps, con-
firm it. Some of the Western coun-
tries except the U.S.A. and perhaps 
the U.K. also—I really do not know— 
understand this position. Our posi-

tion is that, as there should not be 
the intervention of the Soviet Army, 
there should not be the intervention 
of other political powers also in 
Afghanistan, so that it can give a 
reason for provocation to Soviet 
Russia. I think, the credit goes to 
India that they initiated this proposi-
tion, Giat the Afghanistan problem 
can be only solved by political 
methods and no other method. The 
initiative was taken by India—‘India’ 
as a country, I am saying; i do not 
want to say ‘Government*; I am talk-
ing in the name of India; they have 
taken the initiative in this matter, 
and this has been generally accented 
by all; even in the Non-Aligned Con-
ference, they have accepted that 
There is no military solution to this 
problem. If anybody tries to find a 
military solution to this, there will be
a regional war, if not World War. 
This is the reality of the situation
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that we are facing today. It is no 
use using very brave words and tak-
ing very brave positions. You have 
to live through a very dangerous 
period, and every second has to be 
lived through very carefully, very 
cautiously, at the same time keeping 
our principles in tact. 1 do not say, 
‘Compromise with your principles’. 
Never compromise with your princi-
ples. The Non-Aligned Foreign 
Ministers’ Conference was held after 
many years, perhaps for the first 
time, in India; and I can say this 
from my personal experience. I was 
rather a little worried about the posi-
tion India had taken; I had a fear 
that there would be some sort of a 
pressure on India in this Conference. 
Well, I am glad that this Non-Align-
ed Conference was held in India; it 
was held in India and that is the only 
reason why we could keep the unity 
of the non-aligned countries. This is 
the greatest achievement. Because I 
feel personally that non-alignment 
has been for quite some time—I have 
got experience during my time— 
under some sort of a pressure for the 
dilution of the principles of non- 
alignment, if not division in the 
movement of non-alignment. There-
fore, there was a great danger of 
disunity at this non-aligned Confer-
ence, but 1 must say that some how 
India’s efforts succeeded.

Some Members mentioned about the 
draft. The Foreign Minister was good 
enough to send his original draft to 
some of the Members who were the 
Members of the Consultative Com-
mittee. I had seen that draft. No-
body had felt that this draft was go-
ing to be accepted as a whole. Not 
only in this Conference but in all 
conferences, the host country always 
prepares the draft. The only thing is 
that it prepares a draft according to 
its own inclinations and it tries to 
persuade the other countries to accept 
it. But it does not mean that they 
are always accepted. More than a 
couple of dozens of amendments are 
always made. I remember the pre-
vious Foreign Ministers’ Conference
held in South America . . .
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AN HON. MEMBER: In Havana.

SHRI YESHWANTRAO CHAVAN:
It was held in one of the South 
American countries. I forget the 
name of the country at the present 
moment. There also we saw that 
amendments had to be accepted. We 
did move certain amendments and 
they had to be accepted by the other 
people. So it always happens 
this way. Only because some 
amendments are passed, there-
fore, we cam^pt say that India hag lost 
any ground Or India was isolated. I 
do not consider that sort of thing. 
Even if we are isolated on certain 
principles, we should prefer isolation 
also if it comes to that. But there was 
no isolation. You did not allow our-
selves to be isolated. That was a good 
thing.

Only one point rather troubles me 
which I must mention. We had men-
tioned Diego Garcia in the original 
draft and ultimately in the negotia-
tions you had to drop that. I know 
the reason for it. Possibly Sri Lanka 
/pleaded, ‘If you mentioned Diego 
Garcia, the Conference which was go-
ing to be held. America may not 
attend'. I think ihis is diplomatic 
wisdom. Sometimes you agree to that. 
But for those who had the two drafts 
compared. India dropping the refer-
ence to Diego Garcia was rather dis-
turbing. It was disturbing to me. I 
must confess this thing and this was 
one point which we noted -in the final 
draft.

Ultimately, what are the principles 
on which the foreign policy of a coun-
try is to depend? According to me, 
there are two criteria. One is the en-
lightened national interests. Second 
is the geo-political realities. If any 
country is not consistent with these 
two principles, if they do not keep the 
national interests in mind and if they 
forget the geo-political realities, it 
cannot survive in the present world. 
This is a very cruel and compficated 
world. It is not a so easy and simple 
world to be explained away in simple 
moral terms.
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We inherit Gandhiji’s principles, we 
respect Gandhiji and we still call our-
selves the children of Gandhiji. But 
Gandhiji was a wise man and a very 
practical man. He was against the 
use of arms. He was the most peace-
ful man. But when army had to be 
sent for the protection of Kashmir, he 
said, ‘Go and send army.’ He was a 
practical man who knew how the 
nation was t0 be led.

If there are any moral issues in the 
world to-day, there are two issues. 
One is the peace and war issue and 
the second is the issue of poverty in 
the world. These two issues are moral 
issues. Ultimately, what we do for 
our internal policies and what we do 
for international policies, on these two 
moral issues, I think Gandhiji would 
come and certainly bless us if we try 
for these two moral >3sues. And I 
think, through our non-alignment 
movement, we are doing that, through 
our non-alignment movement, we are 
serving the cause of peace and, 
through our new economic order, we 
are trying to meet the other ones.

As far as the factual situation is 
concerned, one must sny tlmt. it is 
no use merely talking that had 
Gandhiji been here, what he would 
have done? It is very difficult for 
anyone to tell. So, if Gandhiji had 
been here, perhaps, the world would 
not be in that bad condition as it is 
to-day. Possibly, that would have hap-
pened. W e cannot say about ]t. 
Gandhiji was a very practical man. 
He never said that India should not 
have army. He was against any vio-
lence. But he never said that we 
should not have army for India. He 
said that independent India should 
have the army to protect its borders.

Khan Abdul Ghaffar Khan was tell-
ing some of us when we met privately 
and personally that Gandhiji had pro-
mised him that if there was any trou-
ble or any persecution against the 
Pakhtoon people, he would advise the 
Government of India to send army 
across Pakistan, not that he had lived 
to do that. Nor are we going to do 
that. We would never have done it. His 
complaint was that we did not do 
what Gandhiji wanted us to do. This
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was the complaint of Khan Abdul 
Ghaffar Khan which he publicly made 
in thig country. That is not the issue.
If at all you have to judge the foreign 
policy, it has to be judged on the basic 
two moral issues. These are the two 
issues on which you can judge our 
foreign policy. If our foreign policy 
serves the interests on these two moral 
issues very perfectly and vei'y legiti-
mately and within the limitation of 
the country in one’s power, it is well 
and good. This can work wonders. 
That is very true.

Last year 1 ,iaid that the decade of 
detente had disappeared and an era 
of coldwar was round the corner. 
Now, I find things are still bad—rather 
worse to-day. Not only the detente 
has disappeared completely but con-
frontation has nlso started. The im-
portant thing that has happened in 
between the last debate and this de-
bate w as tlie election of President 
Tleagon. 1 have nothing against an y-
body or against America or the A m e -
rican people as such. We want 
friendly relations with United States 
also as we want friendly relations wilh 
U.S.S.R. The position is that the man-
ner in which they are talking is not in 
thp interest of world noace One must 
accept this because w hat they are do-
ing in our region is what frightens 
me. In the last two days, more dis-
turbing news hat appeared in the 
new spapers. First of all. we were 
told that Pakistan was not willing to 
accept the arms from the United States 
of America as a conduit to Afghanis-
tan. W e have seen the news; since 
yesterday we are reading news that 
Pakistan is saying that ‘we will not 
do that until we are given enough’. So, 
it is a bargaining point. It was not a 
moral standard that they had taken 
that they would not accept arms to 
be sent through Pakistan to A fg h a n i-
stan to fight the resistance there. They 
say that ‘we will not do that until we 
are given enough’. This is a s°rt of 
bargaining. Mr. Foreign Minister, you 
should take note of one thing—there 
is an arms base in Diego Garcia, un-
fortunately, there ig going to be an 
arms base in Pakistan. Th^ is a 
dangerous position that we are facing

to-day. I am not panicky about it. 
We want friendship with Pakistan, I 
think we should take^all possible ini-
tiatives to develop friendship with 
Pakistan but the reality also s^oul:! 
not be forgotten. Our own experience 
about the last ten or twenty years 
must not be forgotten. In the garb of 
these friendly talks, preparations 
on and when preparations go on and 
when there is enough arms, these have 
a bad tendency of tempting the per-
sons to act agressively.

I remember in 19G5 when we met 
in Tashkant, wc were talking socially 
with some of the Pakistani fr i^ d s  
there. Naturally, the people were 
rather free after taking two or three 
pegs. I am a tea-totaller. One man 
rather made a v °ry interesting joke.
1 could not forget it. I asked him: 
‘how, then you miscalculated and start-
ed this war.’ He said: ‘the difficulty 
with the Army Commanders is that 
sometimes they act first and think 
afterwards.’ Well, you please keep 
this in mind tint such miscalculations 
will not take place, again these mis-
calculations must not take place m 
an international situation, in military 
matters, in starting of wars—maybe 
phoney short wars, small wars, local 
wars. There is not going to be a big 
war, nuclear war, because both the 
Super Power are wise enough. They 
know that it is not possible for any-
one of them to win the war. If any-
body goes for the nuclear war the 
whole humanity is going to perish. 
So, they are w.ise and will never do 
that. They may talk about it. Thay 
are conscious of the nuclear power 
but at the same time afraid of the 
nuclear power. They want to make 
use of the other smaller countries in 
the world and use them as tool? to 
have their own strength and power 
safe in their own sphere of interest. 
This is what they are trying to do.

Sir. there is one psychological weak-
ness in America’s position. America 
has fought wars. They have foucrht 
war in Vietnam and lost it. They hava 
fought war in Korea and learned their 
bad lesson there. During the Second
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World War they fought wars on the 
Continent of Europe and, 0f course, 
got the credit.

It is good that they tried to save 
Democracy at that time and defeated 
Fascism. We are grateful to them. 
But it was not only Americans. It was 
Britons, French and Russians who 
had their major share. Sir, there is 
a weak point aoout American position, 
they have not fought war on their own 
land for the last 200 years. The only 
war they fought was a civil war and 
that too 200 years ago when there 
were conventional weapons. What wa: 
means is understood by the nations on 
the Continent. We know what war 
means. Let us go to Punjab and ask 
people what war means Do they want 
war or peace? Soviet Russia has 
seen. Therefore, one is inclined to be-
lieve if they say that they believe in 
world peace. I have got all thc res-
pect for Mr. Brezhnev when he res-
ponded to the hawkish language of 
the United States by the offer of fur-
ther talk of detente. That was a 
Statesmanlike, wise, thing. Certainly 
we also want that some solution of 
Afghanistan should be found out but 
what about El Salvador. What Ame-
ricans are doing there? What is the 
theory of Carter doctrine? For the 
sake of their security of America they 
must be there in Indian ocean; vested 
interests must be protected in the 
Indian Ocean and Gulf countries. This 
is t^p thousand miles away. If they 
are justifiable in doing this what 
about any other country being careful 
to see that their neighbourhood is 
safe from them. We want to be care-
ful about our safety and peaceful 
situation in all th  ̂ neighbourhood, not 
only in Pakistan.

Sir, some discussion took place 
about the relationship with our neigh-
bouring countries. Some people tried 
tQ take credit for what was done by 
the previous Government. I am will-
ing to give it. I am not against it. 
I have always said that with one or 
two exceptions Janata Party tried to 
carry on b^ and large the foreign 
policy of friendship with Soviet Rus-
sia. But i must say their approach to

neighbouring countries was wrong, I 
have said it before on the Floor of the 
House as the Leader of the Opposition 
that there was some sort of feeling 
that neighbouring countries had to be 
over-pleased and India had taken a 
position of a sychophant to them. Be 
friendly with them Be just to them. 
Try to be careful about the mutuality 
of interests. Respect them, which we 
have been doing all along, but don't 
get yourself in a position where you 
have to be all the while attending on 
them as to what they wish and like 
and do not like and fear about. This 
is not consistent with the standing oi 
India. How can you justify the agree-
ment on Farrakka in view of the 
dangers to Calcutta? We were a party 
to negotiations and discussions. I 
know the position that Bangladesh 
takes. We have got all the goodwill 
for Bangladesh. And in future also 
we will have it. Mr. Minister, but I 
would like you also to be very care-
ful about our mutual national in-
terests. It has been mentioned that 
there is going to be some sort of a 
Regional Conference of the Secretaries 
of the neighbouring countries in Sri 
Lanka or some other place. Well and 
good. Such efforts are always wel-
come. We shall always welcome those 
efforts. Go and meet them; talk to 
them; find out if they have got any 
legitimate grievances; and accommo-
date them. It is not that I am against 
these. But I must tell you that there 
is one danger in this thing. They have 
so much tried to internationalise bila-
teral issues. This is the game behind 
these small neighbours; they have 
this psychology that India is a big 
country, a big nation. Now we cannot 
help it. Can we? In order to olease 
some of the neighbouring countries, 
can we become another small country ? 
We cannot do it. (Interruptions) We 
are a big country. We are a fertile 
country both intellectually and in 
terms of manpower, in terms of po-
pulation, as well. This is all right. But 
there has always been an effort by 
some of these neighbours—I don't 
want to mention nations,—who have 
always wanted to internationalise 
some issues. Whenever they found
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that they could not succeeed in inter-
nationalising them, they wanted to 
regionalise them. This is another way 
of doing the same thing J So, be care-
ful about these things. Go and giye 
them help. If you want to have the 
next conference in Delhi, you have it 
by all means. But about this one 
thing you have to be careful because 
some of these countries play this 
game against India. The long-term 
interests of India sometimes are in 
danger as far as these issues are con-
cerned. Therefore, I would like you 
to be careful about these things.

The other issue that we will have to 
think morG particularly is the North- 
South dialouge. This is a very im-
portant issue. If you do not find any 
answer to problem of poverty I do 
not think the internal policies that we 
are declaring also are likely to succe-
ed. We are talking that we are fight-
ing against this problem of poverty 
in India; we are committed as a nation 
for this; but how can we do it, unless, 
those who had the advantage of having 
empires in the world, and who had the 
advantage of having a technological 
revolution 200 years ahead of us, try 
to share and transfer the resources to 
us?

Now, we read news about the World 
Bank’s troubles. The Retiring Presi-
dent of the World Bank was in India 
just a couple of days ago and he has 
very liberally said something about 
aid. I am not inclined to believe com-
pletely in that. It is a polite way of 
saying it.. There is a polite way of 
listening to it! I have one fear and 
somebody mentioned that in his 
speech—I think it was Prof. Tewary 
who mentioned it. Now the American 
policy is to try to bilateralise financial 
cooperation and not do these things 
through multilateral organisations 
like the IMF and the World Bank. 
These are the new trends there. 
Therefore we will have to remain 
very alert. Naturally we have got 
our own limitations. We are one of 
those who want to ‘receive’. We are 
not in a position to ‘give’. Therefore, 
naturally, people are likely to mis-
understand. But at the same time we 
must create a favourable atmosphere

in the countries,—particularly some 
western countries,—who seem to be 
in some sort of a reasonable mood 
nowadays. But please move them 
from their political position to the 
economic field. I have found this, 
because, I have attended some confer-
ences wherein these talks had their 
early beginning about the New 

Economic Order and I found that two 
countries were rather difficult for us 
to manage: One was West Germany.
The other was U.S.A. Regarding West 
Germany, I find, there can be some 
hope because Mr. Brandt himself, as 
Chairman of a Commission, has pro-
duced a useful Report. Even if it is 
accepted as a minimum, it will mean 
some progress for the future. But I 
am very much doubtful whether the 
present USA administration will be 
willing to accept any part of it.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE: 
Also England.

SHRI YESHWANTRAO CHAV AN: 
Well, England is not a first rank coun-
try from that point of view; it has its 
own economic limitations. So, we 
have to think jbout these things.

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT (Sitamarhi): 
It is good if the US President attends 
the Mexico Conference.

SHRI YESHWANTRAO CHAV AN: 
Quite right; but merely attending the 
Mexico Conference is not quite 
enough. Possibly by mere attending, 
they may create more troubles.

SHRI B. R. BHAGAT; Are they 
not willing to attend the Conference?

SHRI YESHWANTRAO CHAVAN: 
They are not willing to attend it na-
turally. Because they do not want to 
commit them'jelves directly or in-
directly about this to the third world. 
This is the basic trouble so far as this 
matter is concerned. Therefore, Mr. 
Foreign Minister, there is another way 
of doing it. The Non-aligned Con-
ference had accepted this position 
long time ago. And if the North does 
not want to come forward and share 
their advantages with us, shall we not 
at least, the Third World countries, 
collectively try to work for coopera-
tion and set ourselves for self-reli-
ance. And certainly we can tf we



383 Demands for Grants CHAITRA 9, 1903 (SAKA) 1981-82 Min. of 384
External Affairs

begin that. I think the Northern in-
dustrialised countries, rich countries, 
w ill have to think twice about it if we 
show our strength. But unfortunately 
I am afraid that we are at the beginn-
ing of a period wherein there is go-
ing to be a ruthless pressure on the 
Third World countries and the non- 
aligned countries. I am afraid that 
tx.ere w ill be further attempts at di-
lution of the non-aligned movement. 
And these are the dangers I am mainly 
mentioning. I do not say that they 
are likely to happen tomorrow. But 
these dangers are there. 1 think if 
vve have to retain our leadership of 
the non-aligned movement, whatever 
happens we must take a strong posi-
tion ; oven if w e are isolated, it does 
not matter. We should stand by the 
principles of ^on-alignm ent and this 
is the basic position that we have to 
+ nke care of.

W ell, Mi'. Foreign M i’ iister, I wish 
you w ell. I do not w ant to flatter you  
because I have nothing to get from  
you. Y ou  have done well, the G o v -
ernm ent of India has done w ell in the 
field of foreign policy and our basic 
position should be m aintained in these 
difficult tim es. I think w hat the Prim e  
M inister said in one sentence, sums 
up the Indian foreign policy. W e  are 
not pro-Soviet Russia, w e are not p ro- 
U nited States but w e are pro-India. 
That is a compact sort of a little thing  
that she has said and that rcallv  spea-
king, sums up both our internal policy  
and the international policy. Let us
stand by i t .

t t c  ) :
tffsPTTT rfr t  STT'HFt 

-jp^nr* p fir sfrq-̂ r ^
Tnj far*  r\' srrofi

tffar fe*rr 1 q*^r <Ti t
•Inn ^°T fq'T3? q"5' sff̂ vT % f'i^

r̂r. fa^ ; fVfrerV %

*r srrf t  fa  f  *fr f s
f^TTT W  WZn % SiPTh W  I

smr ^rn: %jpKrr
1̂1 STT ,̂ "d̂ FT T̂̂ T7!

fR^rsrff ^TTf^f^Pr, ^rfa^^r 
% q ^ r < f ? ^  *r w r ~
ifi'SfT TP? ÎT, ^Tfan if f  T̂T1̂ ,

p r  fa  ^?r *r
f  i f r  T T ^ :T  T T  ^  ^ T * R T  5 T T 3 5T  < f f
tn̂ TSTrTrfrt STFn 11
^  fa  3r ̂ f^T-’T T f^  qr
s r ^ r  f r  T f r  a f t ,  ? f r  f i r  t o t  s r T s m r  § * t t
fa qT % 3T§
f r r  h ^ i ^ T  %  €  §  f t r  |  ^ f k

sr t ,— r̂r̂ nT $ ?Tr

^ ; {  Tft t  fa  *Pf fa^ %
f i w  f e r r  i i w  1 i t ^ t t
p r r̂rr4i^ p n  1 ^  37 ^
s n r s n r  f ^ r r — s n f i  « f r f r  ^  
r n r  r ^ r r f r  i f r  '<  m .  q s r  - r * i n  r
T̂T fa  q^ fRTT VTRn % ql% nfi 

«T. . . (o^ T ^ R  ) . .
o ^ T i  ^  f a  i r S T J T ^ r f n  \ t T l f  '4  I c j ‘| 'r T
SffT rfPT ^Tfan n*fr

X̂\ % qr?T n*oT r4 .

fq'^T ir fr I R̂T̂ - 5̂T % ^rt
q^ffvrfr^r wrfi t̂t ^  | i

^RTT VTIXrf =Pf Tq I*
I, | i r̂*r=rnr
VH7 ST5T ^^TT^T" STTqT̂ r n f[ ^  

*F|“PT 5R7T *r< fsrw  
?ft" % q qmf
spr — t̂’^5T ^  -vinr r̂r'r, 
■-rr«r°T ^f^rr^r ^r, *̂r ?r^
q^ r ri£T "^Tn RT q'l̂ Ti
T '<  f e T  I q ? t  ^ r+ f *  r* f i  ^

Tqi1— r4 ;  r-rrrn ^n^i'
SWVn Traf ^ I STJcT ?7Tlf-

fTT-̂ n q-rfa^rn Tm* Tm\ %fan fa~< 
qTfa^fTn k ?rr^^r facn i ̂ TTa k
^  3 c r r ^ r q -  » f a ^ r r  ? t k  p i  f t
^ rm f ^ qifa^TR ir t o
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[*V Tjinrfff*rr fffff]

ftffr I % f f f  ff^TT fffffff f  ft? srrff 
fw ir - V lf  (Tfff ^ f f f f ^ t | sfffatfl *?f 

ffff fff ffffrff^ ft?^  fff ffTff ste? t  ft? 
ff<K fff ffffffn ffff Tfff, eft *Tff«fi
f f s i T f f t f  f f f t  x̂ f f * ? ^  1 t  f f f f
ffC fff ffi *Ff %n7 ffTfcff g ft? ffff?
«Tf ffr£ ffff fffff<*?r ffff 5? ffi
ffft ffT fTff-ffT ff if  3?T fff ^ f  ff R  fa

f f f  s m  * r f t  vzv f f f f  f f f f  f f f f r f f f f  i 
fff^'Tf^rfffn* reff ffff ^fffacrffffrffr 
f f r ,  f a f f f f  f f f  s p r f f  f f f f  ^ r  f f f * ? T ff  
f f f f  I f f  f  i ^ f f  f f f f  F f f T f f  %  f f f f f T f f  %  
f a q  f f f t  f f f f r f f r f f f f r  ^ r  i 
f f  t  o ff?  s n f f  f f f  f f  f f f f f f f R T  f f T f f f r  f  
f a  f f * r f t :* ? r  f f  f f f  f f r f f ? T  f a f f r  f f r  f t ?  
f f r < ^ f f f f f f  f f f f r i r f f r ,  f f f f  ^  f f f  f f f  w a r  
ff  ̂ fff?^r fffaff srpr ^ r  f f  Tfr | 1 
f f f K  f f f r j f f  f f f f f f f * ?  ^  ' T r f t ^ n R  * * E f f  
f f f f  * R r  T f  r |  s h t  f f f f  * ?r  ^ r  f f f  w f f r

%  f a < r  f f i t f o r ? T  f f f fT  g * r  |  1

fff ffff faff % fff q ^Tffrff faffr ffnjffT 1 
ffffirtffftfffff|, fffW fff fTff<TT ffff 

XS WTX ff 5 ffHT ? STffT fff fff qffff
f f f t  *r ff  ?rr q r f f r f f  f f f f  f f f f  
ffffr% | ,  ffr fffr* 3? f̂ f(T w jx \ 
ff? ffr^ffr 1 fffrff ff'spftf ffffr 

ffffff f t  ff«?fff |  ffff f a  f f f  *ffff f f s r f ’T 

f t  1 % bf^r ^Tl f f f  faff^ff | ft? f  ffT̂  
ffft % fff ffrsfe^ ff |, ffff =ri fir 
ffrs ffrffq sfhr ^ r  ^r srfw ff 
ft r̂r ffT?fT ^rrffrr Frrft: t  rtf,* ffR  
* m  f f f t  ff*T f f £  1 ? m  f i r  ^  
^  qT% I, ?fr Iff f<TT̂ f ĤTTnT 
fpfi ?ftr ^  ^  q'ffjrr f'# |

i t  T r f t . T c f R  TT^q- «p t  ^ n %
r̂r t^t |, faff ff fffrr %9t sffr *fl 

^ t t  t  1 | f f  tT c r r ^  f t ? ^ r  | ^ r r  
I  u tx  f ff  f^TT ff iff ^fa- ?mT | ft? 
fff ft?fff f̂r 'tw w n̂ r ^  ^fir ffff 
#tf iftr ff fr ft?fff ^r ?̂r ^Tff ^f
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tn* ^ fffff% -ff€ 'ff I ^ i^ ffff ^fetr 
ft? fffr* iff ff tT̂ ; fvwT f̂ t , 
<fff 1 ^ffff f f f  v x  fffffr ft?ffr | srk 
ff rft??n rff ff m wr< f f f  fff^ r ft?ff r 1 
i f f  T i ^*r ffifff |, fff f f f  ff faffr 
| 1 ff sffff ff^? fffr^ ff<ii* t<  f f  1 1 
ff^-fr^r fFfn f ff  ff ^  ?ff | 1 
3ff ^f fffa fff t  fa fff ft?** ?̂f 3fr 
fffrffcfr %crr |, fff ^rr | ft? 
fff ff ff:rff<r i *fr
f f f  fffrffn r r | v ftx  ^  ^f fff^ffr 
sfff fff fffff N t  t  1 «fi fffm
ff 3ff ffln’ ^Tff, fff Z'f̂ F? fffn f f  | ft?
sff fff ffs: gffr |, fff ffffP<̂ ?r ^i fffff
ffT ffft fffr t  fftr Fff ^f fffff ff*< ff^ 
g ? r r  |  1 f f f  f f f  q ;  ¥ f f  f f r f f t  f f  
spf fffffr^r fffffr ffi* ^ r  | ?fr< ^ iff  
^rrff mfffi ffTfff | 1

ff? f ff 'T^ff ^ fffff fffff ffifffffff 

f f ^ f f  q f a - f f t f f  f f R  f f € f  f f f f r f f  f f T  v f f  
frqfft ffTff *r?f^ ? |  t  1 t  ffrfff r f  ft?
f  f f f  f f c f f f  f f f f  5Ff f fT ff  S F f  f f  I

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; There 
are 22 Members from your Party. You 
are wasting thair time.

Jfff TTfffffffffT fff«T : fffff fff ffff t
f f 'T f f f  f f f f  f fT ff  ^  f f f  W* f f f t  ^Ff |  | 
t  ?̂ff ^?^f^  ^?Tff I

?
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; You can 

conclude within £ O’clock. I can give 
you two or three minutes. There are 
many Hon. Members from your Party.

« f f  T T f f f f f f f f fT  f f f^ f f  : f f f f  f f  f f ^ f f
f fT ff  # f f  f f f f f  ffft ^?ff |  \

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER; Every 
hon. Member :10m a Party need not 
touch all points. One advantage to 
the ruling Party is if certain points 
are left out by your own colleagues, 
you can say that point and some other
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point you must leave for other Mem-
bers also. Why do you touch all the 
points and take the time of other 
Members also. I am onl> helping 
you. It is left to you.

ftr«r : *fr *rnr

srrcf cfi ^  | fa *Tf ITSKfqj ^nr
t , t  «TT Hi «(TcT r̂ftf

| ^rfa* gft *ft*J-*rr£ 5fi*r
I, v5T5T ^cff *Rcff <ff fc*Tr*I & 

STTcf ^  vffiff |
5ffnr| I

t  zr̂  ^  £  fa q  ^ m x g fa  srnsr 
*fi *T£-far^nr tfffa t , t o  ^Vj N
w  tffirsrrff'R ^
tt^  airisR fflnc *rrprr j  *ftr ^  ^
| fa? *p-fartocfr SFI ?frfa *ff ?>*T 5̂Tr
t | |, t o  3r «fifr *rr < r f ^
5FT«rr 1 *rr*w , ^  ?tt ^ -r f  
tfr«w «r?r fflT t o *  * * m  f w  
5 f r f  ? * T  s p f  f a  S T fn

srsm f  tftr stf t  *rr ^ frrr  
^  | irfa^ ^  tfr

^rf^r fa? ^  f̂r *jt |, t o  ^r 
^ r ^ r r  *pt* €  faq  ^  srfai ffcfr 

1 faf(T ^rq1 wf^er srfcfrr
r̂fiiTT 1 iT3fr ^RT q=h: ^

^foT fj far srh; *fr 
*<nc srn cfrat, <n prrctfw  
r̂fa ? *frf stpt  *t t  s nt  ?r̂ r ^rr,

*r? im  farf?^  w  | 1 sm rsw rrfr-
^fTR^f STcf «ff I SRT
w * r j f  $ fa jp r f f  <nc<nlTOrPT 
3r fir r̂ v r  ^f4t frm j artff g f  f ?
fqr ?Tf anar | far qrfar̂ f ^
Tf fTT3f T̂i’n
Tfr t  • sT̂ pT̂ rr r̂ Or̂ r

t  1 ^ W fv J r fr ^ r
f̂tT ^  fT ^  f̂i JTf T̂a ^

t  far w  ?rfrq wrrfa^cfH #  frrr j

srnr^ j [ t  ^  1 ^r^rfwr rfh: <>n #  

ssr<r̂  ^rff wfan “<̂ Tr 
■ T O n  TO  | I T O  T51T ^  

f a r c r  ^ f r  i r ?  w f T c r r  |  f ^
^  «fi T f 1 SKfaq

ĴTTTi 5T«TR ?T î tff 27? 5TTn 
I  fa r  q ^ t  ^  s r i r f ? * r r  vn ^  
^rr ^"1 I

^RrT ^ ;i qrfar^fi |
fa r  ^ r  fa r ^ fr  ^ ? r  ^ 1 5T rfr  q ^ r  * r f r r  
%n*T ^TT^ I  ^  *  far̂ fi «fi 
w r f  ^ T | %  f  I p r  far^Tf ^  ^  
« n ? n  f t a r  T n ^ f  *r  ^  « f r  ^
|  I vrfar?i- ^ T T T  Z fg r  3 R -  v fr  ^ f r f  
§T^T ^mr I  rfi n m  *

qTfâ riTJT *f *nw\?l ^5 f̂r t  I 
^ ^ O T m r r i r ^ g -  t |  t ' f a r ^ ' w i ^ r  
If r i t ^ w f  ^  mgrrn 
5fT t |  I  I zrff ^Trf qrfarfnT?T ^r *ft 
t  1 f  TT̂ r & f^ t^ r 

fa r  t ^ s f t f s r ^ n i  ^  ^ t t t  5 f f  ^ f r n
^ f^f^Trf ^  |

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You
have to conclude. You have said many 
points. You have said many good 
points.

*rr TTJRifr̂ n- f*r«r : t
^ l ^ T T  g  fa r  ^T fq r#  q , - 5 R  
t ^ r  1

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now Mr. 
Barot.
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