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and etc. etc.
(Amdt.) Bill

Then, Sir, it was said that the
- tribunals generally have the tendency
to take a long time and there are in-
ordinate delays. It is precisely to pre-
vent this possibility that the same
Judge has been requested to head the
tribunal. Therefore, I hope that the
apprehensions  that  were voiced
would be found to be unfounded. I
take the suggestions made by my
hon.. friend, Mr. Venkataraman as
well as other hon, Members in the
light in which they have been made,
and I am sure that their suggestions
will be borne in mind for the quick
disposal of the matter that has been
referred to the tribunal

I do not want to take more time
of the House. 1 will, therefore,
appeal to the House to approve the
Bln. iy

MR, DEPUTY-SPEAKER:
question is:

The

“That the Bill further to amend
the Working Journalists and other
Newspaper Employees
of Service) and Miscellaneous Pro-
visions Act, 1955, be taken into con-
sideration.”

The motion was adopted,
168 hrs.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER:
question is:

The
“That Clauses 2 to 7 stand part
of the Bill.”
The motion was adopted.
Clauses 2 tg 7 were added to the Bill.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER:
question js:

The

“That Clause 1 stand part of the
Bill.”

The maotion was adopted.

Clause 1 was added to' the Bill.
4076 L8-—10rs,
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MR. DEPUTY.SPEAKER:
question is:

“That the Enacting Formula, the
Preamble and the Title stand part
of the BIill.”

The motion was adopted.

The

The Enacting Formaula, other Pream~.
ble and the Title were added to the
Bill,

SHRI RAVINDRA VARMA: I beg
to move:

“That the Bill be passed.”

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER:
question is:

“That the Bill be passed.’
+ The motion was adopted. °

The

16.02 hrs.

DISCUSSION RE. CHINESE INVA-
SION OF VIETNAM AND THE -
CONSEQUENT THREAT TO

FREEDOM OF NATIONS IN ASIA

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: We now
take up the discussion on Chinese
invasion of Vietnam and the con-
sequent threat to the freedom of
nationg in Asia.

SHRI BEDABRATA BARUA
(Kaliabor);: We are meeting under the
shadow of a great threat to national

liberty and freedom on an occa-
sion which affects India vitally, and
Asia ang the world as whole

an aggression
a freedom-

This is a matter of
by a big Power against
loving and brave people on the
worst pretext. It is a typical
Chinese act, which is an act of in-
vasion without parallel of a few hun-
dred thousand men of the so-called
Chinese Liberation Army against
the liberty of the people of Viet-
nam. This gct again exposes the ar-
rogance of the powers that be in

T -
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the so-called new China. It iz a conti-
nuation of the arrogance of the mid-
dle kingdom and the celestial Em-
pire. It is an attack perpetrated
by a country which is not only a
member of the United Nations, but
has been a member of the Security
Council as well, and it is an attack
without all pretensions.

It has been clearly stated by
Kyodo, quoting unknown Chinese sour-
ces saying that China has not dec-
lared war on Vietnam. It says:
“The Chinese Party Bulletin issued
today said: ‘China has decided to
battle Vietnam to punish the Viet-
namese for violence against Chinese
border residents” So, this s a
teaching-a-lesson type of adventure,

We in India had experience of
Chinese aggression 16 or 17 years
ago, and this lesson that they are
trying to teach the Vietnamese to-
day is a lesson that they coulg try
to teach the whole of Asia. In fact,
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judging by the muteq reactions of the

other nations in Asia. I do not see
how this nation, this great nation can
let this matter pass by with muted
protests and civi] registration of notes
with the Chinese Government.

I do not want to mince matters.
What has happened today is that the
people of Southeast Asia have not the
courage even to protest against this.
They have seen how the Chinese at-
tacked India, they know how they
have attacked the Vietnamese now,
Even countries like Burma which
have to deal with their own insurgen-
cies have not the courage even to
take assistance from friendly powers
to wipe out the insurgency because
they are afraid of the Chinese. It
appears that the whole of Asia is

treated a new to remind them
tl;;t the celestial Empire will not to-
lecate any questioning of its authority
over any of the Asian nations,
This hegemonistic policy has been
there and this policy has not changed.
It has not changed even a bit. In fact,
“it has worsened. This hegemony has
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now been sought to be enforced by
using blackmailing ag an open exer- -
cise. Of course, this offence has .
further been muitiplied by the world .
situation. The Chinese and it pains
me to say that our Government has .
also found new friends in the United
States of America. When the Chi-
nese Vice-Premier, Mr. Deng Xiaop-
ing visited the United States, no less.
a person than the Presicent of the
United States said that China has a
peace keeping role in thig part of the
world. It is a very dangerous state-
ment to make, But we expected that
this type of statement would be made
and it shows that what China is do-
ing today has direct or indirect sup-
port of the United States. It is a
sort of global attempt to teach_an
independent nation a lesson. 1t
would be relevant to ask from our
Government side the United States
whether they had asked China to abi-
de by the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty. While they were trying to
twist our arms taking advantage of
the weaknesses of the Janata Govern-
ment, they have not mentioned a sin-
gle word to Mr, Deng during his
visit and gave him the role of a peace
keeper in this side of the world. We
have bheen told about the bilateral
problems and that China would like
to solve their bilateral problems with
Vietnam. They solved it in fact.
Parcel Islands, which was in Viet-
nam's territory, was seized at the
moment of Vietnam’s freedom by the
Chinese. There was no discussion,
there were no talks. If there are
problems in Kampuchea, I can under-
stand that these problems could have
been possibly taken tb UN or other
bodies, could have been brought be-
fore our visiting Foreign Minister.
India has some sort of leverage over
Vietnam, some sort of an understand-
ing thh Vietnam. They could have
asked for our intervention. But no-
thing of that sort happened. It is
a direct affront to India, irrespective
of whatever the Foreign Minister
might be saying. It is not an affront
to the Foreign Minister as mch, but
it 18 an affront to the country and, it
is possibly an exposure of the wrong
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policies that we. have been follow-
mg. 'If we were insulted. I could
have taken it i the stride because it
would be an insult to a country which
is respected. But what really hap-
pened was much more than an insult.
It was just ignoring a country. From
the specimen statements that have
peen reportedly published in Chinese

papers about the Foreign Minister's’

visit and Indo-Chinese relations it :s
clear that it did not occur to them to
take India’s feelings into considera-
tion in such a matter, when the Indian
Foreign Minister was very much on

the goil of China, that this was
an aspect which shoulg have
been taken into consideration. I do
not know where Mr. Subramaniam

Swamy is now. For a long time we
were fed with a lot of propaganda, a

lot of news coming from across the-

border. We were told that the Cong-
ress Government was remiss in not
making up with the Chinese, that the
Chinese were keen to have a settle-
ment on the border dispute with us
and that Chou En Lai was the only
obstacle in coming to an understand.
ing between the twgo countries or ar-
riving at a settlement on the border
dispute. The Congress was accused
of being a puppet of the Soviet Union.
1 wil] be fair to the Foreign Minister,
he did not say that. But this accusa-
tion was made by a section of the
Janata Party. It is difficult to find
out which section of the Janata Parly
is speaking and in what light. We
were accuseq of being under the irtiu-
ence of Soviet Union.

ot aft o woft (aqa) ;e W
Raaw s ey ?

SHRI  BEDABRATA  BARUA
(Ghatakwad): 1 think, you know it.
r Wl'ien it was announced that the

Oreign Minister would visit the peo-
ple’s Republic of China, we legitima-

tely expecteq that something was go<'

ing on, that there was some under-
standing and that there would be
Some ‘sort of an agreement on basic

issues. "The Foreign Minister made a

statement ‘tolay about his * visit to.

China, T apprectate his embarrassment
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on what has ‘happened.. But to say

things to the country which are unei-

ther realigtic nor relevant would not

be doing justice to this nation at the -
time when a freedom-loving nation is

faced with an aggression which was

similay to the one which was perpet~

rated against us. He should have re-

acted more boldly even if it meant

teaching the Chinese also a lesson.

If we really have any bilateral pro-
blem with China, even the Foreign
Minister has not been able to spell
out any bilateral problem. He has
mentioned three bilateral issues. One
is about our pilgrims going to Kailash
and Mansarovar. [ do not know whe-
ther that point has been discussed or
whether something has been achieved.
in regard to that point. Are we going
to be kidded like this that our bilateral
issue was Mansarova®™ I did not know
it was a bilateral issue.

Tibet is important. We had certain
relations with Tibet from times im-
memorial and this was also a part of
the dispute that we had with China.
It boils down to sending some pilgrims
to Mansarovar. That is what was be-
ing discussed.

The second issue was about Naga
hostiles. Without Chinese assistance,
we have been able to solve this pro- -
blem. There might be some hostiles
coming but they were intercepted.
We do not want their mercy to stop
this eventually. Of course, we are
grateful to- the Foreign Minister that.
he has extracted some sort of a state-.
ment that they are no longer training.
and sending them even without his
going there.

. Whatever  transpired shows the
Chinese inability, the Chinese unwil-
lingness, to discuss the border issue
and to discuss the aggression against
our country, This is the only bilateral
issue with the Chinese, the question
of a settlement of our border which"
could always be a pretext for lsunch-
ing another aggression ' against us.
They have kept up this pretext; they
have not abandoneq this prefext,” =
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‘Whatever transpired, whatever
speeches were made by our Foreign
Minister and their Ministers and their
leaders has made it very clear that
while .our Foreign Minister did duti-
fully try to raise this issue, they have
always by passed it, the way Mr.
Chou En Lai bypassed the isue, say-
ing, “This could be discussed across
the table. But not now"”

I think, the pos.tion has not impro-
ved a bit. They have totally disre-
garded our sentiments on this issue. I
am sorry to say that the Foreign Mini-
ster’s visit was not only unproductive
but it was totally counter productive.
It could not be salvaged. It has put us
into a position where our Government
Yeels even reluctant to register the
strongest possible *protest against the
aggression on a freedom-loving coun-
try when the aggression has taken
place on a very wide scale,

It is symptomatic of the total failure
of his visit that when the Foreign Mi-
nister was in China, a high level Pa-
kistan delegation was there negotiat-
ing the purchase of arms. Against
whom? Pakistan has declared that
they have only one enemy; and they
were collecting arms against us at
the very moment when the Indian
Foreign Minister was there. It is in
that context, although he does not
mean it, that the Foreign Minister’s
statement carries a lot of irony. 1
however give him credit for not
meaning it.. He has said that there Is
better understanding: I think we
have had a better understanding of
our position since 1962. Vietnam is
the best understanding of our posi-
tion that we have had since 1982>
Then, mutual respect, cordiality and
vespect for the so-called genuine
non-alignment whicah our Govern-
ment is practising since the begin-
ning of the Janata rule—this is what
ig included in the statement. I do not
understand = this type of statement
coming . in the wake of a visit which

was terminated because of an aggres- .
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sion against a friend of India, an
Asian people and a, people who have
fought for their freedocm for decades.
He has of course regreted that the
Chinese did not tell him about this
agression. It will not do now to say
that their territory should be vacat-
ed. What is important is not that
the Vietnamese territory shoulgd be
vacated—] have no doubt they will
withdraw after making an impression,
as they wanted to do and after ‘teach-
ing a lesson’ if they could. That lesson
is not intendeq for them alone; it is in-
tended for us also and it is intended
for other nations, In case somebody
has forgotten the 1lesson. they are
trying to remind them again.

This blackmail must be objected to
and must be fought. I call upon the
Government not to soft-pedal this ag-
gression or to couch this violence
against the people of Vietnam in soft
terms, It will not help.

SHRI ASOKE KRISHNA DUTT
(Dum Dum): What should Govern-
ment do? '

SHRI BEDABRATA BARUA: It is
not for me to say what the Govern-
ment should do, but I know what the
Government should not do. The Gov-
ernment should not have, in the first
instance, taken us for a ride: it
should not have given us the impres-
sion that we are finding a new fri-
end on the Chinese Government, that
there has been a big transformation
in China and we are now making up
with the Chinese, that we are finding
new friends—and possibly giving up
old friends!

SHRI ASOKE KRISHNA DUTT:
You can give us your suggestions.

SHRI BEDABRATA BARUA: I have
already given my suggestions, if you
have ears {o hear.

I am not against exploring an un-
derstanding with the Chinese, but I
would like to add that this is not the
way to explore. This ig a total flop.
To run away from realities is not



297  Chine.c Invasion PHALGUNA 2, 1900 (SAKA) of Vietnam (Dis.)

exploration of relations between two
independent countries. This country
has given up its nuclear optionsz. This
country has prattically given up nu-
clear explosions. Because of pressure
by U.S. we have refused to have ex-
plosions and we are refusing to have
even the technology, although it is
necessary for peaceful purposes and
it could be useful to us to stand up
against an aggression of this type.

SHRI ASOKE KRISHNA DUTT:
Whatever you say, say it boldly.

SYRI BEDABRATA BARUA: 1
will be as bold as necessary under the
circumstances.

1 hope the Government will take
into consideration all the people in
Asia and call, immediately, a Confer-
ence of the people of Asia and see
that not only this aggressioa stops—
it will possibly stop since they have
achieved their purpose in some way—
but that this type of thing is condem-
ned sufficiently and that there is
enough security in Asia for all free-
dom loving people.

Y wre o wer (et waR) o SATERd
Y, STy v ® A & A fr & ot g
smvr 4 #, @ o T Tk woer § DA
A ATy Jwr W AT HATT, S AL 6w
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SHRI R. VENKATARAMAN {(Mad-
ras South): Mr. Deputy-Spesker,
Sir. at the outset, I would like to-
express on behalf of our side and, I
believe, on behalf of the entire Hous¢,
the feelings of soliderity with the
people of Vietnam and express our
support and sympathy to the country
which is now in distress. I am quite
sure that when the hon, Minster rep-
les, he would repeat and reinforce
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the feelings of this House and express
the solidarity of the people of this
country to the people of that country
and Governmens of Vietnam.

With a swift stroke of brush, I
would like to draw the picture of
how Vietnam grew into this pnsition
of being able to fight for its self-
preservation. As you are aware, im-
perialism never dies; imperialism
only shreds its trappings. After the
Second World War, a new imperial-
ism came into vogue and the United
States of America propounded a
theory that after the fall -f the Bri-
tish and the French empire, there is
a power vacuum in reveral parts of
the country—one in South East Asia
and one in the Middle-East—and they
tried to fill this power vacuum by
supporting the puppet regime in the
Indo-China region. It supported the
puppet regime of Baodai, Sigman,
Rhee and the like, who werz cppres-
sing the people and who were acting
contrary to the national interests.
The brave and valiant people of Viet-
nam struggled against this kind of
oppression ang they were able to
throw not only the French tut also
subsequently the United States’ hege-
mony over them.

We find to-day that as a free na-
tion, they are exposed to attack by
another power which has been criti-
cising the super-powers in the world
in no uncertain terms.

Sir. 1 happened to be in the United
States when Teng Hsian Ping visited
a few days back. A red carpet was
rolley for him wherever he went. He
Spoke against the super-powers
meaning thereby tha Soviet Union
and the United States. He also spoke
of their hegemony over the world.
And what do you find now? Affer
having attacked the two super-pow-
ers China, as 3 superpower has now
started attacking her neighbours in
this area, thereby showing what a
split personality it has. It ig not the
first time that it has done that. They
have been talking of panchsheel, of

peaceful co-existence between count-
ries on the one side and then, at the
same time, committing acts of aggres-
sion against others. It happened in
1962 =0 far as our country is cone
cerned and the same thing has hap-
pened now in Vietnam. It is not the
first aggression by them. Actually
during the last 3 years China has
been attacking the border areas of
Vietnam, through the Cambodian re-
gime, which was supported by the
Chinese. The Pol Pot regime support-
ed by the Chinese attacked the Viet-
nam border areas several times dur-
ing the last 3 years. There had heen
growing tension in this area during
that period. When they found that
the Pol Pot regime was thrown out
by the people of Cambodia, then the
Chinese got angry and they said that
they wanted to teach a lesson to the
Vietnamese people. When"Teng Hsiao
Ping was in America, he made a hlis-
tering attack against the Soviet Union
and he alsp said Vietnam should be
taught a lesson, .

Now, I want to ask the Foreign Mi-
nister whether he has been able to
divine from his sources whether the
USA had any pre-knowledge of the
action which the Chinese were about
to take on Vietnam even before
TENG left the shores of the United
States. There was considerable pub-
lic criticism in America that the
Carter Administration did not protest
against the blistering attack that was
made by the visiting Chinese Vice-
Premier when the relationship bet-
ween the USA and the Soviet Union
was good.

1 was told. Sir, that in one of the
dinner meetings which our Foreign
Minister had with his counterpart in
China, a similar attack was made on
the Soviet Union, Now, I would like
to know whether our Foreign Minis-
ter registered any protest since it is
not within the cannons of proprietsy for
a foreign State or a host country
or a foreign dignitary to criticise
or attack a country which is in
friendly terms with the visitor.
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Now, Sir, you are well aware that
Vietnam has a population of 5) mil-
lions whereas China has a population
of 900 millions. There couid be no
question of Vietnam ever having pro-
voked the Chinese. It reminds us of
the old story of ‘Lamb and the Wolf'.
It was said that the lamb was ruddy-
ing the water of the wolf which was
on the upper part of the river. This
story has been repeated in this case.
It is surprising that without eny pro-
vocation, the Chinese should have re-
sorted to an act of aggression. Though
I know the Government will not com-
mit itself in those terms, I would like
to say that the Parliament considers
this as an act of aggression on the
people of Vietnam and the world also
considers this as an act of aggression.

Sir, years ago, I used to represent
India in the General Assembly of
the United Nations, In those days we
were pleading for the admission of
China as a Member of the United
Nations and we used to say and Pan-
dit Nehru used to say very often that
by keeping a country outside the
United Nations we cannot enforce its
discipline on it and it is only by mak-
jng it a member of the United Na-
tions that you can expect her to ob-
serve the principles of the United
Nations Charter. Later on China has
been admitted as a member of the
United Natlons. I now want to ask
thig question. Has China observed the

" principles of the United Nations
Charter when it committed aggression
on Vietnam? Therefore, Sir, it is high
‘time that we tried tc reasscsses our
relationship with China, I am not
saying nor do I intend to say that we
shoulg cut off all our relationship
with that country. That -would be
childish. On the other hand, it would
be very necessary for India to make
realistic appraisals angd find out how
far it is advisable to rely on the words,
assurances agreements,  statements,
joint statements and so forth issued
from time to time between the two
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countries in so far ag China is con-
cerned. 'That is a matter which the
Government will certainly take into
consideration and I hope by the time
when we discuss the External Affairs
Ministry Demands the Minister will
come forward with a clearer state-
ment of the picture.

Now, what do we do is the ncxt
question. Merely shedding tears does
not help anybody. Some hon. Mem-
bers have said that we may remiest
a meeting of the Security Council of the
United Nations. Hon’ble Members
know that no countiry has even re-
quested the convening of the Security
Council meeting so far. If g "esolu-
tion not to thetasteofoneof tha five
permanent Members of the Security
Council is brought, it is likely to re-
ceive a negative vote and thereby the
whole resolution will tail. In this
case I think the Soviet Union or
China may veto the resolution and
therefore many countries are reluc-
tant or hesitant to come up with a
request for a meeting of the Security
Council. Unfortunately, we ceased to
be a member of the Security Council
this year. I wish we had continued
this year because even if a resolution
is vetoed, is negatived in the Security
Council, a discussion in the Security
Council on the merits of this issue
and the focusing of the world opinion
on that issue, in my opinion, will do
a great deal to bringing about a sclu-
tion to this problem.

My other suggestion may appear
somewhat strange, but I will still make
it. During the Korean crisis when the
Security Council was deadlocked, the
subject matter was taken to the (xen-
eral Assembly under the resolution
known as Uniting for Peace. We were
against that resolution at that t.ume
We thought the General Assembly did
not have the power of discussion on
matters which are within the jurisdie-
tion of the Security Council. Yet con-

sidering the importance of the lssue
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and considering also the precedent
that had been created when the Reso-
lution of the General Assembly relat-
ing to Uniting for Peace was adopted,
I wonder whether India could not bring
this matter straight to the General
.Assembly, known as the Little Assem-
bly, so that a!i the other countries
which are not membcrs of the Securi-
ty Council, but who are really interest-
ed in the problem and who wculd like
to express themselves, particularly
the non-aligned countrics may have
an opportiunity to express themselves
on this problem. The Security Council
today is composeq of a very small
number in which the representation of
the non-aligned countries is very gmall,
This is a problem which really con-
fronts the non-aligned countries. This
is 3 problem which really touches the
safety and security of smal} nations.
Therefore, it would be worthwhile
-considering whethter we shoulq not
‘bring it to the General Assembly it-
self and have the matter debated.
Merely stating or passing a resclution
in the General Assembly or in Secu-
rity Council that aggression should be
vacated has very little meaning. What
has happened %o the resolution calling
upon Israel to vacate the aggression
in the Sina Peninsula in 1967. Still
nothing has happenazd, Therefore, it
-is not merely a question of passing a
resolution; it is really a question of
trying to formulate world opinion to
show that the world opinion 18 against a
‘country which commits aggression and,
therefore, try to influence them in that
way I would, therefore, appeal to the
Minister to consider a suggestion whe-
ther this matter cannot pe brought o
the General Assembly itself and whe-
‘ther India  should not take the
lead so that we may give an opportu-
nity  to the small and non-aligned
‘countries of the world to exoress them-
selves on this problem.

The foreign policy of our country
should be bipartisan. There is no ques-
tion of gecuring debating points. This
is a matter in which all sides of the
House are-vitally interested and, there-

fore, whatever the Minister tries o do
to uphold the dignity, to uphold the
freedom of Vietnam, this sid> of the
House will lend its fullest support.
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w ¥ gy Naw R s ag wr en2-
12 gewi gy egAr weEr yuTAr wigar §
g &8, dwmfaw & 5@ I 2fam
£TAT  WEAT ) IWY WA W w7
wiger &1 Ow f wxr qx g4 Aar A
fir wrr graq 2 qfom ® W & fgom
agt & auT A, o afdz ez ¥9F 6y
aft awar § fe @ wreww fear §
i mafedwa ww wey §e ofigs duyg
g I3 N R W AT g, ag e
&7 yvgd %Y feafa & a5l £, S WY fgoma
aft g3 Y &1 Aer feafq & wiea i fadia
faederY & Y+ W@ gAR H  wewer &,

e & agr o wy F o ocfom § ww
sater famald & @ & gray Qe
wifzd 1 cEw v el B F arg fag s

& a0 A ¢ afgw gTam % fem adtad
aEAl 7 72 Fiad g # fon go w3
a8 # o1 A39% 41941 Wfg@ « gAR
TA AW ¥ g 920F T Aafzo 0 e
gn-grr Wi ¥ werA s wfgd fw
trreart o0 87 g a7 A E9 A a9
¥m W aziva agl wom | e fag Wy
g %77 1 wngea §, 37 37 9 afe
wiva 5 g 9 sifgs, werwr gw ofmm
® @12 AW & wa warm &I 9 IR
g ¢ siAr ®Fq Ty fAw oAy
aurr 3 fw ofwar § sdfer gl
Tarqt wvR % fAm wror W s
gfez ¥ fagre sTAarfed o g9 ©) 3w
fom & afex smw o afigd )

17 brs.

o% A gga wAenE  § WY d anwan
(e gl woere suw A wAaw
qQuze %) fadw salt @ ot aersw  foan,
IR Wt ez oA famamr ¥ fw
vTT FgA  wusT ¥ | &R g9
wi ot g% & o qudwr € g3 agh
Az §1 wre gz agrd ey gureA A
&N g o fravar g fsag favmga «
qftwer §Y wrd | @9 3g WAL @AW
Ty wawify & @gmA 1 W @ q
qEY g £ R SR gwdw d gt
IO HAA 24 6T A MY § 1 Wi WY
SANET wTARGT g &1 AR awdmr
sTag N Fur TEgq AAT §, I9N T wO%
A wifgy gfen wrTy W T
W S s wifgy, fred gw dwifew
frvr g3 Y zrwe® ) ag aga @t fasderd
witg 9T § )

Y ok A ¥ wdwr e B T
Warfadiier fawaam & gft & soa) Aar
®) ag Fad | & gw qdr sqEedr €Y
wiwr s g, famy A A fee fed
AWM AT ATAAW FTA &7 GrEgw AL AR |

SHRI GEV M. AVARI (Nagpur): I
think the aggression of China in Viet-
nam is one of the most disgusting
things that the people of Indis could
have ever experienced. 1 spzcially use-
the word ‘disgusting’, Many people
used the word ‘shocking’, hut India
having suffered an attack from China
which was also a betraying attack, I
think our peonle are not shocked; they
are disgusted. They are more angry
because they know the nature of that
country since 1962. The atiack came
when our Foreign Minister was visit-
ing that country, thus adding insult
to injury. I must say that our Foreign
Minister’s visiling that country was
a radical mistake. In the first place
we were hearing reports that the
Foreign Minister was preparing a
climate. So many reports were com-
ing in, now and then, saying ‘hat the
climate between India and China has
improved. In the meantime the visit
was cancelled because he fell sick.
Again there were rumours, whether
this was political sickness or real
sickness. We suspect there was defi-
nitely wrong something somewhere, It
never came out from the words of
the Foreign Minister. Till it comes
out we can only suspect. We feel
that when the Chinese attacked when
our Foreign Minister was there, they
tried to bring an element of superio-
rity over India by that act. Why do
I say so? Because by launching attack
when the Indian Foreign Minister
was visiting that country, they have
broken the credibility of the whole
visit, the credibility of the talk of
China-India friendship. That is ore-
cisely the reason why the people

"of India are against the action of

the Chinese. More so because Indla
is always thinking of co-existence: in
Southeast Asia India and China must
co-exist peacefully. We all know that
China wants to be superior in position
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- in Southeast Asia. China fears that
India would one day become super
_power and therefore China always
wants to see India is kept down, just
:the game played by the imperialist
powers all these years; that is going
to be played by China. I feel that this
is the background, Launching of the
attack when our Foreign Minister
. was there would break down our cre-
. dibility as I said earlier. It shows
that China does not count India at
all in its manouvres. It is precisely
these things we are against. We feel
that the foreign ministry should have
. collected proper intelligence or its
intelligence wing should have heen
so powerful that it should at least
have anticipated that something was
going to happen, This reflects the
weakness of our embassy abroad.
- This reflects the weakness of our
intelligence wing that it could not
foresee any trouble that China was
going to do. Therefore, the Foreign
Minister must see this point.

There were speeches made before.
{ think we have all said that it was
all wrong. But what are we going to
do? The people of India are definitely
angry. We have always supported Viet-
namese in their brave fight all these
years. in their fight against America.
We have supported them for their
struggle against the French, Our heart
go out to them as a token of solidarity
with the Vietnamese. I feel that the
Indian Government must c2l! back
the Ambassador of India in China.
This would be a major step to show
anger.

We, 1 know, would have 4emanced
resignation of the Foreign Minister
itself, This is a great failure cf the
foreign policy. But we would not do
so0. We know Shri Vajpayee very mush,
But at least we must call back our for-
eign Ambassdor in China. ‘This thing
we can do.

While speaking Shri Kanwar Lal
Cupta said that this rormalization of
‘relations between India and China
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was not taken up now, but it was since
Mrs. Gandhi was the Prime Minister.
I must tell one thingg When Mrs.
Gandhi was Prime Minister, she went
about this business of normalisation
very gradually. She did not suddenly
send the Foreign Minister. She did not
go to China herself. First there were
negotiations going on, Then Consul
was set up between the two countries.
Then an Embassy was set up. It was
a gradual process. But here, instead
of adhering to the famous tents of
diplomacy. of going step bv step, and
anticipating what the cther country is
going to do we did not do so. 1t is a
war of nerves. Diplomacy is a jungle.
You do not know what is going 0
happen. In that sphere, I think, you
should have gone step by step. I was
feeling that the Foreign Minister was
perturbed by what the young Member
of the Janata Party Dr. Subramaniam
Swamy was all the time rambling
about and I think to show him, per-
haps, the Foreign Minister undertook
the whole thing. It was a sort of an
outcome of the psychological warfare
between Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee
and Dr, Subramaniam Swamy and from
that factionalism this thing has come
about. I think our Foreign Minister
has lost.

SYRI M. SATYANARAYAN RAO
(Karimnagar): Why do you insult
him?

SHR] GEV M. AVARI: I am nct
saying with the feeling of insulting
him. But this is what I feel.

At the end I must say that this
aggression is one of the greatest iet-
rayal, It is a shocking news for us
and we must raise this matter with
all the international agencies and if it
comes to in the Security Council. To
start with, we must rsise the matter.

The Prime Minister has com= out
with the statement that we must ask
them to first withdraw the forces. I
know there are some arguments, why¥
should Vietnam have attacked Cam-
bodia? I do not believe that they have
done so. But for the sake of argu-
ments, let us believe that thev have
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done so. Would {t mean that a big
power like Chida should do what a

small country has done or does? Is
it a necessity, if Vietnamese have
attacked they should also atfack? I
think a country of Chinese dimension
should not have donea so. It did 1t only
in the context of an ambition of China
to be a superior boss in South East
Asia. I think it is high time that cur
Foreign Minister, the Janata Party
Government should sit down and think
again what they have to do with China.

One aspect of the Janata Party is
already there, The Prime Minister has
been taiking that we will not go about
doing nuclear explosion and that we
should use nuclear science for peace,
I think very shrewd Chinese people
have construed this .0 mean that now
India will be slowly getting weaken-
ed. Now India will not be abie to uti-
lise nuclear arms for defemce and be-
cause of this psychology, this is the
symbol or the result, That is why they
have dared to attack. Vietnam when
our Foreign Minister was there,

A Member said that it was a slap
on the face of the Foreign Minister.
I too think so. It is not wrong. Out-
wardly_ it was like that and much more,
From this point of view, again I repeat
that firstly our Ambassador to China
should be recalled to show our fcel-
ing of intense shock and anger over
their action. Secondly, our foreign po-
licy must be re-assessed with particu-
lar mention towards China so that
India does not lese its dominance in
south-east Asia and does not lose the
already high stature we enjoy. This pro-
cess of securing prestige for India in
External Affairs was started during
the last decade, which the Janata Party
calls a bad decade. But from the point
of view of our country the last de-
tade was definitely a very good decade
&8s far as India's foreign policy was
concerned, '

With these words, I conclude,

® Qe wedar s g A1 faen fedl e
# gy & " wga f fe S W gg AT
gaar av, ag ok wrez-wed Ag) w—-fedi
e % ...

SHRI O. V. ALAGESAN (Arko-
nam): He is using so many English.
words!

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You'
should be happy about it!

st ow oemw ¢ gErd fil @
qfefy gady aft § fis og av) wrerel & e
mE #t R AA &

SHRI A, BALA PAJANOR (Pondi-
cherry): Let him use some Chinese
words also!

Wt oW avemw ¥ gdlam g d—
§ wrm g A A g--fadw
sy ot ar sam @ f ¥—fw w7 Y
a1¢ gfenfrd &, wr fadwl 7 ger Ak
et A KT WY WAL 2T €Y AT W EwA
ot dqr oft arairf o R wrA R ary g€ ?
T8 gR WY &urdy agw ogd ¥, oY modady
o &1 g7 & wAH O wifgd o, afe
;ﬂﬁfu"ragfﬁvﬁmwfwm

§t wnoee i (3qATa) g At

famgm wifge 2
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& AT B FF ——orw o ayaddy oY
IR /F G A gATC ST T AQE 4T AAZA
G} ATCQUA MEN, AT WF TART ATH
fasgfaarg & F-—3510 aragd Y )
AT 91 WY g FE 97 fE ANy WIT wI
W17 A3 AN A4 e, @ fAu W
T wd gy fadq g A @ 9

------

st wto o wwew (wdAgw ) awfeT
a9 } TN g Faaref aff v Frar?

off aw omw ¢ ug gfe g fAe
fasdvady garm uﬁﬂm‘i-—tﬁﬂ’ =g
Y Ty wmer 0w 6 qg T Y
fe st off W Y q P
LA
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T | STAEQET TE W 8, TE 1A ¥ 5N F g

|TQaT | g A 7 o a7 Wik & 77 fear @r
o\ & wrgan § fr g wu # avfae qoe
¥ A Y qga gFf & guw F fE e axw
ot §, 78 WHT WA A 8, quddr ®
&g § of ¥ w1 we §, A qrdd) o oAy
WA WS AT ® Ay 4 7 fe AT ® )

® g A g arer @ w9 7 sufoa §

“forswe sk e v Ay fed @ fedad
oYWy ¥ Frdt oR, A fw ot &g g @
£F €Y ¥uT T ) gF A ARG N £ g qAE
€t & fix oo wlR sgraw, W w9 AT,
o el W agy gyt A sgn ot AR ST A
s igg e, fmer g § Wit Wi
. ¥ g wwrerT v fron § fe aeaR wrer o
ifow, W wed Thfon §, 3 ww cwhfew
¢, = § qwier ot dnwd oft &
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www W i fegn, s w8 afed Re
s fe AR W 8 g | @ aww
waray i ¥, frad ga oW wawy @ aff
ged |

@ el Raw § fdw wA & @
aR A frer wan § WX i W 9T faey
v § 1 PR arserE wfeRl g
frar ¢ fagaam a1 gan faadt WY faen
rad af g

SHRI DINEN BHATTACHARYA
(Serampore): At the very outset 1
want to state that our party has ex-
plicitly stated our stand regarding the
issue of aggression throughout the
border of Vietnam by the Chinese
Army. As soon as the information
reacheq us, our party expressed its
great concern and demanded immediate
withdrawal of the Chinese Army from
the soil of the Socialist Republic of
Vietnam. We are totally against this
kind of aggression and we are for de-
escalation of the tension that has
mounteq in that area. Whatever may
be the reason for the strained relations
between the two countries, China and
Vietnam which couid not be settled
bilaterally and amicably, the disoutes
pertaining to the border issues ar pol-~
tical or any other difference in no way
justifies the sending of armed troops
on the border of a sovereign country
like Vietnam,

In this context, we are more concern-
ed with the attack that has taken place
against Vietnam which fought so he-
roically and valiantly for decades
against foreign imperialism, French,
Jananese and American and thereby
drawn the admiration of all the c.amo-
cratic and freedom loving peoples of
the world including India. This is one
of the factors as to why the pjeop.e of
the whole world have reacted so
sharply in favour of the Socialist Re-
public of Vietnam. In this connection,
we wholébeartedly welcome the strong
demand for withdrawal of Chinese

FEBRUARY 21, 1979

of Vietnam (Dis.) 32

froops from Vietnam by our Prime
Minister. I also welcome the way in
which our Foreign Minister has been
trying to deal with our relations with
China.

I may emphatically state that there
is no point in mixing up the issue of
our relations with China with this.
Steps should be taken, whatever may
be the situation, to improve our rela-
tions with China. We are demanding
that China should realise the feelings
that nhave been createg throughout the
world, especially the freedom loving
people and the democratic and socia-
list countries and they should vacate
the areas that are still under their occu-
pation. It they do that, it will show
that their foreign policy is being chang-
ed after the assumption of power by
the present leaders of China. Their
influence and their prestige will be
rather in a high position. (Interrup-
tions) You may not agree with my
or our party's stand. We stand for
better relations with China, whicn is
the biggest country in the world. Aine
hundreq million people are ‘here and
it India and China unite, the situation
in the world will change.

SHRI K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN: What
about Vietnam?

SHRI DINEN BHATTACHARYA: So
far as Vietnam is concerned, we want
that China should immediately vacate.
Our party has given a statement be-
fore your party came out with 1 state-
ment, We are against the attack wnd
we demand the immediate withdrawal
of Chinese troops from Vietnam. This
i our stand. We want that we snould
not mix up this issue with our rela-
tions with China. Somebody was tell~
ing  worw ATy fawr ) aery o i

On the other hand, Shri Atal Bihart
Vajpayee, our Foreign Minister has
done well. When he learnt that such
an incident has taken place, he cut
short his visit and came back.
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ST WERS f §e @ ag wrdy s
wigw f fe wdfoer & afre s ag
aToeg qrEy Arfe ot waar g § o el
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- Sqe gEwar g

'* SHRI DINEN BHATTACHARYA:
., Sir, how long will this continue?

" 'MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 1 don't

N
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know: there are so many speaiie;-s.

SHRI DINEN BHATTACHARYZ
The Minister can reply iomorrow.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I think i
is better to take this up again tomor
row ailer five O'clock.
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SHR] A. BALA PAJANOR (Pondi
cherry): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, on
behalf of my Party, 1 join the other
hon, Members who have expressed in
unequivocal terms condemnation of the
aggression committed by China on the
peace-loving people of Vietnam., I do
not want to lighten the subject wilh
humour, as some of the Members tried
to in the course of the discussion, bea
cause | understand that waen Mr.
Bedabrata Barua moved this matier, il
referred only to discussion on invasion
by China over Vietnam so as o make
it clear to the world that we are on¢
with the Government in oxpressing
our sentiments and feelings ngminst
{hese atrocities, In that respect, I am
thankful to the Member trom the
Communijst Party (Marxist)....

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr. Paja-
nor, pleage sit down for g minute.
There is some confusion with regard
to continuing this discussion temor<
row. 1 am told that there is a__ﬁhnrli
Duration Discussion already scheduled
for tomorrow which would  requir¢
1-1/2 hours from 4.30 pm. which
meang we go on till 6.00 pun. tomor-
row. So, the only alternative would
be to have it next week. . : . ;
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SHRI M. N. GOVINDAN NAIR

rivandrum): Then Why should we
‘have this gdiscussion af all? You wind
up this House. (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Or, we
can sit late tomorrow after 6.00 till
it is finished.

SHRI K. GOPAL (Karur): What
about today? Today we can finish.

SARI K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN:
We can sit late foday and finish it.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Either
woe finish it today or. . .
SHRI K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN:

W, can finish it today.

SHRI A. BALA PAJANOR: Some
Mcmbers had suggested that th> Ex-
tornal Affairs Minister must give his
1i“: for thig cause. This was his feel-
in: 't is prover that we it late today,
exoress nur fealings and finish ihis
dointe today,

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS (SHRI ATAL BIHARI
VAJPAYEE): May I make a submis-
s'on? If the debate ic to be concluded
today, we will have to sit after 6.00
p.m,

SHP1 K. GOPAL: Yes, we will

SHRI M. SATYANARAYAN RAO
(Karimnagar): Have you got any
Prosramme? .

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
A Parliamentary Delegation has come,
and I wou'd like to meet them, They
are leaving tonight. The whole day I
Was busy...

SHRT K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN:
Tomorrow ‘thiy should get:the priority
over everything else,

1
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Instead
of sitting beyond 6.00 p.m. today, . we
may sit beyond 6.00 p.m, tomorrow
and finish it

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISHNAN
{Coimbatore): What is the Short
Duration Discussion about?

SHRI K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN:
The Short Duration Discussion can be
taken up later.

SHRIMATI PARVATHI KRISH-
NAN: No other business can take
precedence over this. You can have
the short Duraticn Discussion later.
The House can <ecide to have the
Short Duration Discussion later. It
can be postponed to the next week.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Let me
find out what is the subject.

SHRI A, BALA PAJANOR (Pondi-
cherry): Ag 1 <iid carlier, it is a
happy thing that ail of us have joined
together without any reservation, in
“ademning the aggression committed
;v China over the Vietnamese people.
AY the same tim- I do not want to
take this opportunity to have a criti-
cal discussion of the foreign policy of
our government, There are other
occasions and I am sure, at that time,
if we have some persona] animosity
towards the External Affairs Minister
or difference of opinion on the foreign
policy of our government as to whe-
ther it is genuine non-alignment or
whether it is the non-alignment of
*h. past or of the future, that we can
have later. That is my humble sub-
mission because v'hen somebody at-
tacked us, as a nation we rose together
and defend our borders. So far that
point has not been ranired So J want
to bring it to the notice of this august
House and we were very cleverly
ronverting it into a question of
Chinese nationalism and the Viet-
namese nationalism now taking a war
front. If we go a bit deeper, it is not
a question of frontier trouble there,
it is a question of safeguarding cer-

tain Chinese people in Vietnam. Thet ..

gre the roots there.
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I do not know whether the External
Affairs Minister had the information.
-Some members are blaming that he is
not getting gufficient and advance in-
frontiers fir internal troubles. So I
cannot blame him nor our Embussy
on this score because in our own
" . country, -when certain turmoil takes

place, we are not able to get that

advance jnformation even within our

frontiers for internal troubles. So I

cannot expect the External Affairs

Minister to get advance information

about something that takes place be-

yond our frontiers. go I will not in-
dulge in such subjects but I will
restrict myself to the many elements
that have come up for discussion in
the comity of nations and in our ex-
ternal relations with other countries.

When Napoleon was going towards

Russia, he said wubout China, ‘Here

sleeps a giant and if it awakes, the

world will be sorry for it’, I thought

Napoleon was poetic at that time and

that he was not that pragmatic those

days- when he commented centuries

ago. But to-day not only after 1962

but in 1979, we feel that we are yet to

understand the mysteries of the

Chinese .philosophy or the Chinese

people Dbecause 1 have noticed and
1 have also seen Chinese people talk

less. I do not mean that we talk too
much. .. (Interruptions) We talk too
much not only in this House but out-
side thig forum also that really com-
plicates the issues. As a student of

politics in my college days, we had a

discussion on the foreign policy of our

great beloved Jawaharlal Nehru even
in those days. We said, Panditji talks
too much; Chou-en-Lai talks less.'

Panditji standing on the banks of the

great Indus said, “These are the tem-
~ ples T worship, these are ‘the temples

for which I am going to work for my
.people and I believe in the theory of
materialism.’ and we were shocked to
‘seep ~ Chou-en-Lai repeating ‘Panch-
. shiel, Panchsheel'. That is the techni-
qué they adopteq those days angd the
‘very simg technique they are adopt-
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I gaid it is not a question of fron-
tier trouble between Vietnam and
China because this is the first time
in thig country, that iz affer 1917, a
conflict has come up between twoO
Communist countries. There is no
difference in their philosophy or the
ideology towards which they were
fighting, viz. the goal of solving the
problems of their people, In 1962 I
remember some of our friends—I do
not want to mention it—when China
attacked us, tried to justify it within
the four walls of their discussion
groups, that it is a question of idgo-
Jogical fights because they are coming
to save the poor people who are sup-
pressed by the imperialists or any
other kind of terms that were used
those days. Now it cannot be 5o
because the fight is between two Crru-
munist nations.

So, Sir, 1 want to go one step fur-
ther and analyse it in a deeper man-
ner. We have informations or re-
ports that some Chinese people were
afuent or, in other words, they are
plundering the Vietnamese people and
it was they who were punished by

them.

18 hrs.

To take action on them, the
Chinese nationalism rose to the top.
That is the reason when Borde also
referred to the report that let them
be given a lesson. The lesson was
that they supported Kampuchea be-
cause the other people never came
to the support of Kampuchea. I
think that is because of the na-
tionalist spirit that wag very domi-
nant than the ideology itself. This
is an awakening for the world, So,
at this critical juncture, we must re-
member once again the Napoleon's
saying ‘Here sleeps the giamt; if It
awakes, the world will be sorry for
it'. 'The world is really sorry for it
on that score.  Thig great nation
which has great faith in' Gandhiss
and in all isms which . we believe,  we -
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want to rise up with one voice to
condemn the aggression in whatever
form it may be. We may say that
the world is sorry for it. I am not
the one who suggests that you
immediately withdraw our Ambassa-
dor from China. That won't be the
correct policy; that may be the policy
of the defeatists who are Tunning
away from the problems.  For 19
long years, from 1962 to 1979, we
followed that policy for the reasons
best known to our Foreign Depart-
ment.

But, to-day, Sir, we want to create
a better relation. What for? We
have raised the problem when China
wag recognised by the United States.
But, even that was not told to our
Foreign Ambassador at Peking; he
was not gware of it. And our Ex-
ternal Affairs Minister was taken
aback because U.S. recognised China.
We were given an impression that
teis ping pong diplomacy was going
on for a number of years. But the
ping pong diplomacy has gone to
sickness. It is a diplomatic sickness.
Some people took advantage of the
sickness of our foreign minister.
And so let us postpone it. But that
has not been the case here, because
we are yet to understand the Chinese
philosophy in the international
relations.

It we go back to the history from
the very beginning, I am happy to
say that we had an occasion to see
the temples. The temples have now
become templeg of the past. In
future we have g big plan, a plan for
dominating over something else.
That is the reason why I am very
much worried. I join with the senti-
ments expressed by some Members
here when they said that they have
Punished ug with their lesson by
making’ ug to learn. This is some-
thing very baq at the time when our
Foreign Minister was at that place.
T do not warit to call it a slap on his
face.  Perhaps they lacked that
amount of | dddemdg’ or they lacked

that amount of courtesy in the
comity of nations or international
relations that we want to maintain.
But, Sir, we may have to ask our-
selves once again whether we will
get back the territories that have
been lost or are still under the
Chinese occupation along the Mec-
Mahon Line or on the borders. I do
sympathise and go in line with that
thinking. But, when you recognised
their suzerainty on the question of
Tibet, what did you do? May be,
that is not the thing that we discuss
at present. We say this that the
world joins with us in condemning
China over the aggression on Viet-
nam. If we repeatedly say that let
them go back to the old position and
surrender everything back to Viet-
nam, then the same thing will apply
to India also.

Therefore, I strongly believe that
if we say to-day with all the wvehe-
mence and with all the authority at
our command and with all sincerity
in our statement and if we come out
openly as Gandhiji said non-violence
and non-alignment can never be a
weapon of the weak: it can be the
weapon of only the brave and bold
people. So, if we have that convic-
tion on that issue, then, I am sure
that by solving the Vietnam’s pro-
blem, we will also solve our own
problems.

So, I will not join the others in
stating that we must withdraw our
Ambassador or we must call China
as something else, we must cut off our
relations with China for ever and
that we should not think of reopen-
ing the negotiations in a Dbilateral
manner. That will be the defeatist
policy. We have to condemn that in
the strongest possible terms. But, I
am afraid the statement that was
given by the Foreign Minister ig not
at will strong. Perhaps he left that he
had been the recent guest of China.-
I am afraid that if something is
wrong and if we are convinced om .
that score, then, we must come out .-
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openly and say once and for all that
we cannot be a party to it.

In that connection. I feel that our
Foreign Minister—may be, is not
permitted to do otherwise;—I admire
this diplomacy very much which
has prompted him to come forward
with the statement in a melodious
line. Tomorrow the other countries
may turn against us and tell us that
to-day we are blaming Mr. Carter
and otherg because they are not in
unequivocal terms condemning China
against the aggression. We are
blaming some of the foreign coun-
tries, some of the western countries,
for not coming out in terms of open
condemnation; but we also may be
told that we too follow a hypocriti-
cal policy in respect of our foreign
relations. ¥ we feel that we are
right, T am sure, there is no neces-
sity for any hesitation at all, to
condemn in such terms that will
make them realise for ever that we
wil} not be a people who will be
cowed down. Because, as a policy,
Sir, we are not going to take to
nuclear weapons. We have a policy
under which we are going to heve
civilised weapong in our warfare.
We are going to have things of our
own making and I think that our
policy will be based on our correct
thinking. 1t can be the correct
thinking of courageous people who
will stand by these principles and,
if necessary, we will die for our
country,—not ag suggested by Mr.
Raj Narain. fo leave our Foreign
Minister there in China, to die for that
cause. 1 wish my Foreign Minister to
be with us and we will be with him,
so long as the policies are reflecting the
aspiry‘ions and the wishes of our own
people.” In that respect, Sir I am
_ grateful to the Mover of the Resolu-
tion because it gives 'a sentiment anJ
we are one and
that ‘with one voice we gpeak in
_ this world eome what may. And we
- ‘stand ‘heére and say to the friendly
B people of - Vietnam that they have
- zmht fos decades together to get their
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independence. And, in all those days,
many people were against it, but we
were one with them and ‘oday also we
are one with them and with this stand
we will fight. We are not only fight-
ing for their cause alone, but we are
also fighting for our own cause. And
with this approach I do feel, we will
not only get back the borders of Viet-
nam, but we will also get back our
own borders. And I am sure of this.
However long may be the time, let us
not get into a defeatist men.
tality and say that we will
not be able to get them.
because, I find today a division within
themselves. I believe they might have
had a discussion about the foreign poli-
¢v. Today they come and ventilate
their personal grievances in this august
House in a discussion of this type. I
am really sorry for this. Because, this
is not the occasion wherein we can ex-
press our own internal fight and so on
or exuress our own personal animosi-
ties towards certain people. Represent-
ing a partly which expresses its own
individual thinking 1 also say tuday
that this is not the time for it. And

.t0lay we are one with you, with the

Government, we are with the people
of the country and there are no two
opinions on this score.

Finally I would say that we strongly
condemn the Chinese aggression against
the peace-loving people of Vietnam.
With these words 1 conclude.

AN HON. MEMBER: Let it be token
up tomorrow.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: About the
precedence, I think, there is the one-
and-half hour discussion on Jammu
and Kashmir listed for tomorrow.

SHRI K. P. UNNIKRISHNAN: We
could finish it now

MR. . DEPUT‘I-SPEAKm Perhans".
we could have this at 4.30.

AN. 'HON MEMBER At 0’ c!o!.'k
MR. - DEPUTY*SPF&KER! NO. m

other business is already there,:
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THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS AND LABOUR (SHRI
RAVINDRA: VARMA): Sir, if you make
inroads intn the time set for other
business, then the schedule of business
gets disturbed. Therefore other hours
would have to be found.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That 1s
why I suggest that we take this up at
4-30 and at 6-00 P.M. we take up the
other one that is the discussion on
Jammuy and Kashmir for which 13
hours have been allotted.

Now, Presentation of Report—Shri
Ravindra Varma,
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18.09 hrs.
,BUSINESS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

TWENTY-NINTy REPORT

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS AND LABOUR (SHRI
RAVINDRA VARMA): Sir, I 2eg to
present the Twenty-ninth Report of the
Business Advisory Committee,

18.10 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till
Eleven of the Clock on Thursday,
Febryary 22, 1979/Phalgyung 3,
1900 (Saka).



