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vatdy owned id n b ,  v k  Ifcrquhar,
Desroches «nd Aldabra In the Seyche
lles group and the Chagot Archipelago

IMS Ilia.
CAUSING ATTENTION' TO MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Auaacs proposal ros nncsAu or 

islands in Indian Occam by U.K. for 
Mxutart babes

•ft »n f  •tffrnf (w*ri <ftm )
r̂rtfr

% P lH filfc K I fiWJT tftT
TT W R  fSWPTT ^rr^TT g i ft r  

Jn^T TlflT {j fa «f$ *T
w w  % —

“ fips » r ? T w p r T * H p r % t f t a c a * *  
ifir v%r atft si^nft iftx 
P w ti finj vh«M
w *rrW t w f  45fi% firfew 
h tvr  % f?rwni % m m rr"

The Minister of External Affairs 
(Shri M. C. Chagla): Sir, this subject 
was discussed in the Rajya Sabha on 
November 18 and in the Lok Sabha 
on November 23, IMS. The Deputy 
Minister made a statement in the 
Rajya Sabha while the then Foreign 
Minister made a statement in the L<ok 
Sabha. We stand by the attitude 
taken by the Government of India 
on this question in those statements.

With reference to recent reports os 
this question Government have made 
further enquiries. According to the 
British what is being done now is 
nothing more than what was contem
plated before. According to them, 
there is no idea of setting up military 
bases or stationing of foreign troops 
on these islands. They claim that the 
present proposal is no different from 
their previous proposal and the idea is 
to give only transit, staging and re
fuelling facilities to British and Ame
rican military plane* going to the Far 
East. They further claim that this Is 
necessary in view of British commit
ments to Malaysia, Australia and Hong 
Kong and American commitments fa 
the Far East. What the British Gov
ernment are propoaiatf to do now is to 
negotiate the purchase of three pri-

which belonged to Mauritius, for tfea 
provision of transit and refuelliag- 
eum-coRununication facilities.

Government of India’s position hat 
been made clear in the past and there 
is no change in our stand. We have 
subscribed to the Bandung Declaration 
of 1985. We have also signed the 
Cairo Declaration of 1984 on the sub
ject of establishment of bases in the 
Indian Ocean and we stand by them.

We have alto subscribed to resolu
tion No. 1514 of 14th December, I960 
and No. 2066 of 4th Jaunary, 1966, 
adopted by the United Nations Gene
ral Assembly dealing with this subject, 
Resolution No. 2066 "notes with deep 
concern that any step by the adminis
tering power to detach certain islands 
from the territory of Mauritius for 
the purpose of establishment of mili
tary bases would be in contravention 
of resolution No. 1514”. It further 
“invites the administering power to 
take no action which would dis-mem- 
ber the territory of Mauritius and 
violate its territorial integrity."

We are opposed to the establishment 
of mi'itary bases in the Indian Ocean 
area as it might lead to an increase 
in tensions in this region. We hope 
that, in the larger interest of peacc, 
the British authorities will bear In 
mind our feelings and the feelings of 
other countries in this region and de
sist from setting up any military bases 
in this area.

artf wfHtm : ft ifcrr
w*tt fls tfWWI* % ^
W rtr  % n r r  frtr **  flwr t p  
I  «

www «nfwr, srw ^  t  fw 
n r jftsff nw r vr <wr mfcr tftr inrfhA

rfta % wit 5f t fa  Wtf ** 
awft If 3f fimrr |

ix  *ir X
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« m  ft w  *  t?* tit fw tm n a  ftps ft 

ft gmniT jj ftr f*r *rrwf ^  ^s?ttb
^St WTWT m flR T f t 1 f T » T  ^ l*F T
Pi^i SWf 41 VPT 5WW Îhi

WT V R f H T T  J T ^ a r r s W T ^ ^ T ^
f v  w t f N m r H i - Y f l X v r c  < r t x « n n c t v r  

¥t wtvix jit ««*rO  %■ qm vtf 
f W *  w p « r  f r ^  t i  w » r  H r^ n  

r t v r r  *  f t w r  ft * f t r  * r w  «narer 
* r^ r , w t w  *ra% *t wf«r- 
th ? Jr, jPwr «m «a *r, v l f  
»ft srnfangt vr htvtc vr ft^rt
ft ? « m  «J5 fw *tt»t̂
•JT <anmin vt ^I'l 15t S?1T «T
?f flft TjftraT % *psrf if wrcr tftx «rc,
« f t t  | P W T  %■ ^ « a p f  * f  «TT*T ! f t t  T C ,  y ®  

W*Rf H*lfel if 1 T̂TVTT
%  W P T %  * t f  » f t  V T $ * T $ t  f t  ?

Shrl M. C. Chagla: Yes, Sir; apart 
from making inquiries, we have made 
representations.

8hr! Georic Fernandes: Not repre
sentations, protesta.

Shri M. C. Cka|h: Representation* 
which amount to protests.

Shrl Vasndevaa Nalr (Peermade): 
What does that mean?

Shrl M. c. Chagla: That means, we 
have pointed out to the High Commis
sioner for United Kingdom in Delhi 
that what they are trying to do is 
opposed to the United Nations resolu
tions. The explanation given by the 
High Commissioner is what we have 
stated, namely, that their intention is 
not to set up any base. Bran ao, we 
pointed out that it was opposed to the 
United Nations resolution because the 
resolution comes to this. If a country 
is independent, it can do what it likaa 
with any part of its territory—it can 
dismember Itself; it cam transfer its 
sovereignty or a put of ft to other 
countries—but when a eomtry la aot

independent, to dismember that 
country is (gainst our stand for anti- 
colonialism. Today Mauritius is still 
not independent. Seychelles is still 
a British colony. Therefore, any 
attempt on the part of the British 
Government to dismember either 
Mauritius territory or Seychelles 
Islands would really amount to a vio
lation of the United Nations resolu
tion. We have pointed this out ia 
unmistakable terms to the High Com
missioner here and I am sure he will 
convey our views to his Government.

imt qtfftw : ^  *wra
t t  awnr PmT 1 «rrftr wr

TT  ̂ if W  W W  d rt1 W 
s « k  m  *rmr ft %ft* apR?r wvw 
tnrfoer *rr w n  ft ?

Shrl M. C. Chagla: Certainly, we 
will take up this matter in the United 
Nations because it is the violation of 
the Resolution and we will do what 
we can to mobilise public opinion 
against what is h«pp<.'nmg.

Shri R. Barua (Jorhat): Recently, 
there was a Defence Seminar in which 
18 experts from European countries 
participated. May I know whether 
the counterparts of India used this 
opportunity to project our feelings in 
regard to the security r:sks that the 
Asian countries may have as a tesult 
of this new transit base?

Shrl M. C. Chaffla: l am sorry I am 
not in a position to say whether tUs 
specific question was discussed at this 
Seminar

Shrl Chlntamanl raoigtahl (Bhu
baneshwar) : May I know whether the 
Government of India proposes to 
launch a joint protest against this 
move of the British Government with 
all the Asian powers concerned? The 
Minister said that they are not pur
chasing the islands for the purpose of 
having a foreign base. Are they pur
chasing these islands for cultiva<&» 
thart
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8kri M. C. Cht|b: As I told the 
House, they claim that the idea is to 
give only transit, staging and refuel
ling facilities. They have categori
cally told us that they do not intend 
to use them as military bases.

Shri Chintamani Panigrahl: Is there 
any joint protest by Burma and other 
countries and, if ,<o, is our Govern
ment joining in that protest.

Shri M. C. Chaff la: At present, we 
do not know it because this has just 
come to our light. We have taken 
action and. it necessary, we will work 
together with other countries which 
are interested in the Indian Ocean

»re ft t T f t a r  %  a ft  « r n w  <t j t  t  

7!? *f fin̂ r ^ito :

“What the British Government 
are proposing to do now is to 
negotiate the purchase from some 
Bjritish planters of three priva
tely-owned islands... ”

$  ^I'Mi T̂̂ fTT g ft> fjpT
*r fw  t  f»R 

fMtft ^ <r*irefsftq
*T  T O T  £  I T O T  JJJ[
W i ’ R t f T T ?  f i r s t  I
w s r  w T t ?  7J ' U  j  « r j
f i m s t T  '♦><*! 1 u t  s r « w * a r  f t r a v t  

P n n v T  ? ,  wrr w f i  * H d i  |  a t  
f l r s m i  %  W n K f r f f l g  * P J » T  i r  T O T  

f w f i f  f t » f t  I T O T  W  i t
WFi< ^ f w t  fipm ^ Sr 
* f t r  i t  t o t  « t f  ??rrsr | ® t  fc ’

Shri M. C. Chatf a: The position is 
clear. What the Government can buy 
is the free-hold righn. Let us taka an 
example. If my hon.fripnd has got 
a land in Delhi which is free-hold, he 
cannot sell it to Pakistan but he can 
sell it to an individual. He cannot 
transfer the sovereignty of that land 
That land belongs to India and it must 
belong to India. All that can be told 
or purchased is the land tenure, free

hold or lease-hold. But we are told 
by the British Government that there 
is already an agreement between thara 
and the Governments of Seychelles 
and Mauritius by which they have 
agreed to pay certain compensation. 
This is what we are objecting to. 
You caitiot transfer sovereignty of 
the colonial country by paying com
pensation because you are dismem
bering the colonial country. But as 
regards the private transactions that 
is a different matter.

: ir* jpr- troif 
n ^ t  j f  1 i t  j  f V  m M s 'tO
w fc * w u M 'if l  * t  t o t  |  1 w * r -  
Tfŝ far +(*h  sftr vt
%  =T7 ^ ? ¥ t  TOT fcfiprcT Sfeft &  1

»jo « o  wmm • frftnr?r n? | 
P F  5TT i f  h i i W  f ir a ft
1̂ *4* « s Ft o  V t  *T ^ t I r f t

f t  ?w c t t  fc ?n*fts€ t a t
T IT  v ^ t  ^ t  tft W f f f t  1

« f t  w ;  f i r q d  t o t  w  w v t
ft ?

Shri M. C. Chagla: They can only 
sell the free-hold rights under the 
international law, as I have under
stood. They cannot possibly sell the 
sovereignty

»T« T1*T ***&$* (fTOta )
v a r a  * 15^1  o t i  P f t  j * n r  1
m r  t c m r  iriTT g  P f  « h f t  * i j h F T

s ft * r  « r *  # * r  *? f 
j r t  * r * ? t  $  ¥ t  fcrcr ti< $  t f
inft i s  fen  51PH.

I WlfigT Vt IWi

* w r  3 v r c  ^ r t  f t  1 1
t f t  I t  w r t  v i w r  P n m r  j  t f t r  

^ n r  {| f t r  flp ?  i t
3B*TT M t  RlhW I %
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W W  If T O  5|ff |W, M w  w  fW t 
i>t,— aft ift ^  *  «mrr fcrc 

y® *ft— 7 *  tfhff *r 
| ^ t f  u? pftr? ^ Rtfsreta, 
sftfWRrfNr 4*1 <5 3*1% *t *)k<t 
« w k  w t irfvnT % fir̂ t *w*ft *mr 
^•t ftw fir  flT O  ; n ^  I *TT% ^?TT 
Jf fa  HR HIW T O R  % «TTff W  «T̂ t
$  f t  v t f  t f t  * r « s r r  f r d u  v r  

^ftnr *rnt ^st vt% h^p^t afar 
f a  i t s  %  f a *  e r P R P r t  f a r t a  w n r
S R  3r»T5 ^  3TFTT f»P *1? jft'T
f% < ft  »>■ h t c t  > r g i4 n < K  %  w i f r
v t  vrp R T  spt f t *  a rr 1 
f c * f t  i r f w  jp t  * f t  1 w i f f r r r  * 1%  ^ « r

ST 3TPT V jJT K3TT «FT?t t  
wt% flar% *r ?r*t 5^ f[ 1 •Tcftarr 

f t  T f T  I  f t  5 *TTTT *(T T
« w r  fte r r  arr t ^ t  |  1 ^  f w v f ^ T  h t o  
*tht ^rf^t f t  fttft *ft tc ?  vt «Ptf
1TR 5 T  * T £ r « l < K  %  S T T fT  ’ T f t  ^  S T f t f t  
?ffars ^firfaetT, tfyrfvfir wfafaitar 
*tf^tar 1

#  *TTT(t *  ?  TfT jj I 3?T If
T T  arreft I  W tfT ^  ^ t ,  % f% !T  ^ r  W l? «ft 
%■ T t e t f  m  « r *  f t * *  ^  * r ? t t  
|r

Start M. C. Chagla: I did not say 
that we have agreed to the measure* 
taken by the British. I was only 
giving information to the House as to 
what the British attitude is. I am not 
saying that we have accepted this 
attitude. Our position is clear and I 
have stated it. I do not know why 
my hon. friend must always start his 
question with a certain vituperative 
expression. What is it I have said 
which is not correct?

« ? •  x m  « r t> 5T  r f t ^ P I T  :

f t  WTT *TW W t*M I 'jW  * 1 *  f  I * f t r  
H W  h ^ l ^  I

8hri M. C. Chagla: I think the hon. 
Member has forgotten to be courte
ous and polite.

*fo Trar Wtf|WT : ft
% mw ft»fr utrttt

Jfijt xm T O T  I

Shri M. C. Chagla: I object. Sir. It 
is most unparliamentary. I would 
request you to expunge these re
marks. Is thi« a parliamentary ex
pression9

Mr. Speaker: Which one?

Shri M C Chagla: BS Wl?*ft I

•To T,»T arr̂  aft

g:ft S TlfsPTP^ l»fe%S 
¥t 1 gifsrr sw?jr *?. {►

Mr. Speaker: Whether it is parlia
mentary or not, I wish to say that an 
hon. Membci should not use such a 
language against another hon. Mem
ber. It is not proper. After all, we 
have to respect

Tjo Tin *TT|£T tfHiflTT • «ftr 
iTR ir* f^TZFt ?

Mr. Speaker: After all, we have to 
honour and respect each other.

•To Ti*l . ft^VZHt
w r  ^  % 1 TTspftfif *r

W  glj WpT Tt WrTT  ̂ I

Mr. Speaker: It Ls not proper to use 
such a language against another hon. 
Member. I regret veiy much. I 
hope the members will not use such 
a language Whether parliamentary 
or unparliamentary, they should cer
tainly not use such a language 
against another hon Member.

Shri H. N. Mnkerjee (Calcutta North 
last): What about certain thing* 
in regard to tke Minister to which be 
took objection and which happen to
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[Shri H. N. Mukerjee] 
be on record? Are you going to per
mit those things to be on record?

Mr. Speaker: My paint is this. Even 
presuming that it is not unparlia
mentary, we should not use such a 
language. That is whaf I have said.
It is not a question of going into the 
technicalities—legal, technical and all 
that. We should avoid using such a 
language.

Shri 0 . N. Mukerjee: Certain words 
were used which should not have been 
used. It was said that the hon. Minis
ter always tells an untruth. If that is 
on the record, the record should be 
corrected.

Mr. Speaker; His protest and my 
remarks will also be on record.

Ito  TiH WifjWT . firfsRTT
aTf* «T f^TT

'tyrr* ?

•ft w es anrirft (a^TPrpc) •
*  aft an rfc | St
y s  aTficaa ^  it f[ i arftaa 
inft to  Hiifl'i •rjfr | i fiffirvr t o t t  
arftaa wirifrwr fsnrffca fafa
*IT*f *T T# $ I a? aM ai

g fV WT UTOT (IWU aia§T 
VHTiTtw it

♦sv if asrihft ? aw  
am  fipa a*ram  if aft *a p* | 
a*HT«r *  ftn? «rer |, aaf 

w r  f t  fcff fr ^  f a  ara% *  art *f 
a m r  ^ rw  t  ^  ftw *k 
fiiffcir arvrx % ara% ata ^  
wiWt ?

Sbrl M. C. Chagta: With regard to 
the Independence of Mauritius, the 
position is this. The British Govern
ment have agreed that independence 
would be granted six months after 
the elections are held. The date at 
election has been postponed from time 
to time. But as far as I know alec-

I, LM7 of fstands by VJL to 3316 
fndtan Octan (CJL)

tion is going to be held this y u r  
some time in June or July, and six 
months after that, the United King
dom is committed to grant independ
ence to Mauritius. As regards the 
Seychelles, it is still a colony of the 
United Kingdom, and no further pro
gress has been made.

With regard to the latter part of 
my hon. friend’s question, we shall 
certainly try to mobilise public opi
nion of like-minded countries to see 
that these islands do not in any way 
prejudice the security of the countr
ies bordering on the Indian Ocean or 
even lead to friction or tension in the 
Indian Ocean which we do not want,

Shri P. K. Deo (Kalahandi): In 
view  of the continued Chinese atomic 
blackmail against India and in view 
of the fact that no progress is being 
made in the Disarmament Committee 
regarding non-proliferation of nuclear 
weapons, especially so far as the 
mutual obligations between the 
nuclear and non-nuclear countries 
are concerned, and in view of our 
stand that we are not going in for the 
manufacture of nuclear weapons, is it 
not proper that the Government of 
(ndia and the Government of the 
United Kingdom and the Mauritius 
sit together and try to find out a 
common atomic shield against this 
country whose security is being con
stantly threatened by the Chinese 
blackmail?

Shri M. C. Chagla: This is a ques
tion regarding policy. I have already 
placed before the House a statement 
on our nuclear policy. I do not 
think that I can usefully add anything 
more to what our policy is with re
gard to proliferation of nuclear 
weapons.

Shri P. K. Deo: All the three could 
sit together and try to find out a 
common defence arrangement.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Minister has 
already said that he cannot «dd to 
what he has already atirted.
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Start M. C. Chagla: We shall take 

all steps to sac that our security is 
safeguarded against China. This is 
a suggestion tor action and we shall 
certainly consider it.

Shrl M. R. Maaanl (Rajkot): Thank 
you.

Shrl Swell (Autonomous Districts): 
In his book, Gandhiji's Emissary, the 
late Mr. Sudhir Uhosh reiterated 
what he had stated on the floor of the 
other House, namely that during the 
most agonising phase of the Chinese 
aggression on our territory, the late 
Prime Minister Shri Jawaharlal Nehru 
wrote to President Kennedy and re
quested for 16 squadrons of fighter 
bombers. As far as I know, Govern
ment have not denied this assertion 
of the late Mr. Sudhir Ghosh. In 
view of this, what we were led to do 
during the mortal hour of our nation, 
in view of the growing detente bet
ween the USA and Russia and in 
view of the continuing aggressiveness 
of China which now possesses nuclear 
weaponry, I would like to know what 
good it does to our national interest 
to raise this hullabaloo about these 
bases in the high oceans about which 
we cannot do anything in any case, 
and whether it would not serve our 
interests better to keep silent about 
it and get the assurance of protection 
of our country against nuclear black
mail by China.

Mr Speaker: Shri P. K. Deo also 
asked the same question. The Minis
ter has replied to it.

Shri Vssudevan Nair: An irrelevant 
question.

Shri M. B. Masani: A relevant
question.

Shri M. C. Cbagla: India has not 
been ia the habit in the past, it is not 
in the habit now and it will, I hope, 
never be in the habit in future, of 
not raising its protest when injustice 
is done or something is done which 
is ceposad to our policy. Our policy 
is the policy of non-alignment; our

policy has been the policy of anti- 
colonialism. What la being done to
day affects our policy of anti-colonia
lism. This, according to us, is a 
perpetuation of colonialism. Since the 
days of Bandung, we have subscribed 
to certain principles. We must stand 
by them and if somebody violates 
those principles, it is the bounden duty 
of India to raise a protest.

Shri Swell: My question is not
about the policy. I asked: what good 
does it do to the national interest to 
raise this protest? He has evaded 
that question

Mr, Speaker: Exactly the same
question was asked by Shri Deo. The 
Minister has given the same answer.

5**» * *  (awfa) :
s ?  w t  t  v n f c

if 4  armr j  ftr w t
5TTR Tt ^  fTCTt if

Tp grcrcrr 
$ lit 35T JTsff wft WPT if Writ p i  «RT 
T O R  * t f  u r f * r t  v W t  ?

Shri M. C. Chagla: The purchase Is 
not by America; it is by Britain. 
America does not come in. All that 
the British say is that they will give 
facilities both to their planes and also 
to American planes. In the past we 
have had experience of this that 
British professions have not come up 
to their performance. All that we 
can do for the tune being is to ac
cept their statement that they do not 
propose to use these islands as mili
tary bases.

Shri Haaumanthalya (Bangalore):
Does the hon. Minister . .

Mr. Speaker: No. only those who 
have given notice can ask questions.

• f t  w w m  f a g  ( f c p w )  :  W T V T T  
% ^  w  m i f r  ftwr (  ftr TOrtft 
t c  m r f t  v d t  f t *
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[« t  «w «rm fir^]
t  ^  tore sj$f | i *nr 

wre wrr-^rnpiSte ^  Trfatft «Ft *rwfr 
$ ?rt P r  tm vr arr ^tt i ittt *  
»^5W m v  ftrr Pnsmr fc fa  «ro  
•FT* W *  'K  fairf TTR- 
W T TT TOiR >Pt VI ^5  dot'll
*<*f (  i war aw s i t  % <jo w r» 
i f t r  t h e f h r  v t  t t ^ t ¥ 9  l i t  v t f w  
*i(f ^t 11 s[{«t % w i *nft | < ^jpr 
*flf» <W5 W s  5R i m  wre fatft 
* f a S * T  * n f f  I  a t  ^  w r r  %  w t  

fW  I «FTT «tW % tfTCT $ fa  HTOT 
f a #  *t *ro  ̂ y rfrsi fr *r ^  *ftr *m f 
t « i  % ^nw ^  ?

Shri M. C. Chafla: I strongly repu
diate thii suggestion that we aie 
neutral. We are not neutral; we are 
non-aligned, and there is all the 
difference in the world between being 
neutral and being non-aligned I hope 
my hon. friend will realise the dis
tinction.

Shri Vasudevan Nair: The hon.
Minister has just conveyed some in
formation that he received from the 
British Government as far as the 
nature of the military bases they wish 
to establish in these islands is con
cerned. I should like to know whe
ther he has some independent infor
mation about the type of military 
bases they are going to establish in 
these islands, and if so, what is that?

Mr. Speaker: I think he explained 
in answer to the first question itself. 
Anyway, he may repeat it

Shri M. C. Chagla: Our information 
so far is no different from what has 
been conveyed to us by the High 
Commission here, that they propose 
to use these islands for the purpose of 
transit facilities. They are giving a 
categorical assurance that they do not 
want to convert theae islands into 
military ham.

Shri ZeditiH Gavta rote—

Shri D. C. Skanaa (Gurdaapur):
Yesterday in the Punjab Assembly.. . .

Mr. Speaker: We are on the call
attention notice now.

Shri Chlatanani Panlgrahl: The
Punjab Assembly has been adjourned
sine dte . . .

Shri Indrajtt Gupta (Alipore): He 
is an old member. I do not know 
what is the matter with him.

Mr. Speaker: He did not know that 
we are on the call attention notice. 
He may ask his question.

Shri Indrajlt Gupta: The statement 
refers to British commitments in 
Malaysia, Australia and Hong Kong 
and American commitments in the 
Far East. 1 think this is only a polite 
way of saying SEATO commitments. 
May I know from the hon. Minister 
whether, in the course of these diplo
matic exchanges with the High Com
missioner of the United Kingdom, it 
was pointed out by oui side that if 
transit staging and refuelling facili
ties to planes are to be given on these 
islands, it will obviously necessitate 
the sotting up of air fields, because 
servicing facilities cannot be given 
without air fields being constructed’  
Was it pointed out that once these 
aii fields are constructed, they can at 
any time be utilised as full-fledged air 
bases? Also, did they ask how it is 
that, apart from violating the United 
Nations resolutions, this matter was 
never communicated or discussed with 
that happy family known as the Com
monwealth of Nations, ol which we 
are such an enthusiastic member?

Shri M. C. Chagla: We have pointed 
out that even the uses to which they 
want to put these islands would vio
late and infringe the resolution of the 
United Nations. The British Govern
ment did communicate to ui their deci
sion as a member of the Common
wealth and a* soon aa the decision wis



communicated to os, we protested; we 
said that even these limited facilities 
might toed to something TOore, and 
even as it is it constitutes a violation 
They have no right, we have pointed 
out to them, to purchase islands and 
try to dismember Mauritius and 
Seychelles which are still not indepen
dent countries.

Shri indrajit Gupta: I asked a
specific question. He can say yes 01 
no. Was it pointed out that provid
ing these facilities to the United 
Kingdom and United States planes 
would require construction of military 
air fields, which can be employed as 
air bases at any time. Was this point
ed out? What reply did they give’

Shri M. C. Chagla: I do not know 
whether this specific thing was point
ed out, tut we did point out that it 
may ultimately lead to something 
more.

Shri Hem Barua (Mangaladai): The 
urea in which three islands exist that 
U.K. proposes to purchase, is known 
as the British Indian Ocean Territory 
That is an anachronism, and that 
shows how the Indian Ocean has been 
membered. Whatever that might be, 
may I know, except raising this issue 
of the purchase of these islands in the 
United Nations organisation platform, 
what else our Government can do? 
We raise this in the United Nations 
because it threatens peace. Besides 
that, what can the Government do, 
because it is their own territory, 
Britain's own territory, and they are 
purchasing these islands from their 
own people?

Shri M. C. Chagla: I wish my hon. 
friend will tell me what « «  can do. 
I agree we can raise it in the United 
Nations.

Rhri Hem Barua: He is bringing
this to the United Nations where there 
will be endless talk only, end nothing 
fruitful Will emerge out of it. ifce 
United Nations is a platform tar end* 
ten talks, and Hie hon. Minister has
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become a specialist now in evasive 
answers

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): 
After these bases are established and 
we have taken note of it, 1 want to 
know whether any correspondence has 
been addressed to them by the Gov
ernment of U K ’

Shri M. C. Chagla: Yes, Sir. We 
have received a note, 1 said so, tell
ing us that they are purchasing these 
islands and they have told us the pur
pose for which they nre purchasing.

Shrimati Tarfceshwarl sinha (Barh): 
Is this kind of agreement to allow the 
freehold of these islands to the British 
Government, on the plea that these 
settlements were made before India 
achieved full sovereignty, compatible 
with the position of India and Indian 
interests? If it conflicts with the 
national interests of India, is there 
any via media by which it can be 
-esolved?

Shri M. C. Chagla: I think the hon. 
Member is under some misapprehen
sion. This proposal to purchase these 
islands was entered into after India 
became independent. The position is 
that Mauritius and Seychelles are not 
independent. We are independent, 
and our attitude is that unless a coun
try is independent and deliberately 
wants to dismember itself, it should 
not be done. If we want to give a part 
of our country to somebody, it is our 
business. Our attitude is that Mauritius 
is not independent, Seychelles is not 
independent; it -cannot exercise a 
right—which it does not possess- -of 
dismembering itself, that is why we 
are objecting and we are saying you 
cannot purchase these islands.

•ft wf*TT wm (¥ter) : 
#jfr u flw  *r | 1% ^  wr 

thpur xi*5 ^  #  If w W i Wfct 
w  ^  w  fh r  "wlfcn f t
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ITT ^fT T^t fa r  if

I W  ^  % TO  TO f t  *itf «fWTl 
*wft %, sflr vrrfrc % 

v t  * s %  « m f  %  « f r  f f i w w i  

5T f f « n r |  i  e f t  w r e  * <  w *  % *  i f r  
T^t iff £ M t  if q i  |  i $  m  ^Tsm1 
^Tftrt j  ftr w r ***?»  *f * t f  

fafae *rW t ftr 5*r snpr if 
W  v t  <|hhi tfi*ii $*r qftf 

w N if l  VK *  3*f % Ujt f t  
* * l

Shri M. C. Chagla: Well, Sir, we 
will certainly press upon the U.N. to 
take strong action. U.K. is a member 
of the U.N. and I am sure that the 
U.K. will isten to any directive given 
by the U.N.

■ f t w t e i T  u r n  < t * t  :  w a r  * n r

W I K  ? w r ipi^r ^ n v  3** ?

<t i v < h * v  ( < f t a i ^ )  :  f « r r  * r ? f t  

JWlM ft> WT T5T *rnr% v t

«rc zrjirf % f<ht% & «n^r st Jf 
a*pw tt«5 *nr if % arr#»r ?

Shri M. C. Chagla: According to the 
note, already agreement haa been en
tered into and compensation haa been 
fixed. One is already held as free
hold by the Crown; with regard to 
two they are still negotiating. We 
will send the necessary note to the 
U.N. and point this out and if some
thing can be done we will do it.

tffan: : Twftsa»ft
| ?

Shri Jyotlnaoy Basa (Diamond 
Harbour): I want to know whether 
the Government is inclined to grant 
facilities for recruiting Gurkhas for 
the British Army. Are there not 
many recruiting camps and transit 
camps ia a nd around India!. . . .  (In
terruption*).

Mr. Speaker: We are «*♦—»” <«g 
about the islands in Indian Ocean but 
you are talking about Gurkhas. If 
the Minister can reply he may hot 
this is not relevant.

Shri M. C. Cbagla: If the hon. Mem
ber puts down a separate question, I 
will answer it. I have not the 
figures now, apart from the fact that 
it does not arise out of this question.

12.3S hr*.
RE. SITUATION IN PUNJAB

Mr. Speaker: Papers laid.

(Tt$?T*) : WBW 
«< *R  % OTTTT

f> ftr UT3T 'hlTW Jf ftPB'

% ftr 'K  ws'Nh*
firfite ftm ^ i 

jppfsfe fw fiw  ftniT i

Mr. Speaker: You cannot raise any 
question like this. Please give notice 
and I will consider it.

Shri Ram Kiahen Gupta (Hissar): 
The Assembly has been adjourned 
stne die this morning.

Mr. Speaker: Every day you will 
have dozens of questions raised like 
this I am telling you this. It is 
dangerous. I do not want to allow it 
now.

Shri Triguna Sen.
Shrl Ram Kiahen Gupta: Sir, a 

situation has arisen in Punjab where 
t h e  A s s e m b ly  has adjourned sine die.

Shri Bata Singh (Rupar): There ia 
no government in Punjab.

Several ben. Members rose—
S u l Bnta Singh: The constitutional 

machinery has failed in Punjab.
Mr. Speaker: Order, order. Whet 

ia this indiscipline? I do not allow 
thia.


