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ending on the 30th April, 1972, in the
vacancy caused by the resignation of Shri
Niranjan Varma from the Committee and
do communicate to this House the name of
the member so nominatcd by Rajya
Sabha.”

MR. SPEAKER: The question is:

“That this House do recommend to
Rajya Sabha that Rajya Sabha do agree
to nominate a mzmber from Rajya Sabha
to associate with the Committee on Public
Accounts of this House for the unexpired
portion of the term of the Committee
ending on the 30th April, 1972, in the
vacancy caused by the resignation of Shri
Niranjan Varma from the Committee
and do communicate to this House the
nams of the mzmber so nominated by
Rajya Sabha.”

The motion was adopted.

12.18 hrs.

MOTION RE: STATEMENTS BY MINIS-
TER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS ON SHIP-
MENT OF AMERICAN ARMS TO PAKIS-
TAN AND HIS RECENT VISIT ABROAD

MR. SPEAKER: We shall now take up
the discussion under item 4. There is an al-
ternative motion by Mr. Jyotirmoy Bosu,
which I have allowed to be circulated. How
much time will the minister need for his
reply ?

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AF-
FAIRS (SHRI SWARAN SINGH): About
# hour.

MR. SPEAKER:
the mover need?

How much time would

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD (Bhagal-
pur): I require half an hour for initiating
the debate. At the end, I may require 10
or 15 minutes. It will depend on what the
minister says.

MR. SPEAKER: I will call on the minis-
ter at 5 o’clock. After he finishes, Mr. Azad
will reply.
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This is a very important subject. I would
request hon. members to observe patience
and restraint and avoid acrimony.

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD: Mr.
Speaker, 1 beg to move:

“That the statements made by the
Minister of External Affairs on the 24th
and 25th June, 1971 regarding (i) the ship-
ment of American arms to Pakistan and
(ii) his recent visit to certain foreign coun-
tries, be taken into consideration.”

1 am very sorry to move this motion, specially
part (i) about American shipment of arms to
Pakistan. 1t is to express our grave concern
and resentment against the US Government,
which has been sending arms to Pakistan
since long, and now at this critical juncture
too.

I am moving my motion on four grounds.
My first ground is the betrayal of the US
Government of the lovers of democracy in
this part of the sub-continent. My second
ground is that I hold and firmly belicve that
these arms arc not intended or meant to
refuel the guillotining and the genociding of
the military machine of Pakistan but it is
also meant to arm Pakistan against aggres-
sion on India. Thirdly, 1 want to speak to
the American people and to the world at
large about the indecent, unscemly political
and diplomatic bchaviour of USA. When
our Focign Minister was being entertained
with lunch and dinner and showers of sym-
pathy were being poured for Bangla Desh,
Padma and Sunderbans were sailing on the
high seas with lethal weapons for murder
and butchery of the people of Bangla Desh,
who refused to be a colony of West Pakistan.
My fourth ground for moving this motion
is that it is a definite calculated move by
America to upset the balance of power in
this part of the sub-continent against India,
which it is doing long since 1950-51, to which
I will come to later on. On these important
grounds, and other grounds too, I move
that the shipmcnt of American arms to
Pakistan may be taken serious notice of.

When 1 say this 1 would like to inake it
clear that I am not speaking against the
American people, nor against thc American
press which is being led by the New York
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Times which has opposed the shipment of
arms since 1969. The US Administration has
been following this policy for a very long
time. When the then US Vice-President
Nixon returned after a tour of India and
Pakistan he publicly urged the President
that aid must be given to Pakistan becausc
neutralist India is behaving in an entirely
different fashion. 1 am tempted to quotc
what Mr. Nixon, who is now President of
USA, said then. He said:

“To withhold American aid because
of the protest of neutralise India would be
discouraging to those nations willing to
stand up and be counted on the side of the
free world.”

—as if, we are not part of the free world and
only America and its allies are part of the
frec woild—

“These nations”
—mcaning Pakistan and her allies—

“might then think that it was better
to play the game of Indian neutralism than
to throw in their lot with the frce nations.”

This is what the present American President,
Mr. Nixon, who was then Vice-President,
said after a tour of Pakistan and India, when
he pleaded with the President thataid must be
given immediately to Pakistan. I must say in
all fairness that even then there were many
influential American lcaders like Mr. Normal
Cousins, Mr. Lewis Mumford, Mr. Chester
Bowles, Mrs. Roosevelt, Mrs. Dorothy
Normal, Sznator Fullbright and Republican
Emanucl Celler who opposed Amcrican aid
to Pakistan. Yet, the American Government
is continuing this policy.

At this stage, when it is known that these
arms arc meant to butcher the people of
Bangla desh, it is surprising, it is shocking,
when our Foreign Minister was telling his
country that there is so much of goodwill
forus in the world, news flashed round the
world that Padma and Sunderbans are on the
high seas carrying arms from American port.
We do not know the details . of the arms
these two ships carry but according to New
Yark Times, which published the picture as
well, they are carrying .items of military
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equipment including parts of armoured
personnel carriers, eight aircraft, 113 para-
chutes and partsand auto-parts weighing
14.1331bs. This is what the dock side delivery
listing for Padma indicates. But a check list
of the bills of cirgo on Sunderbans showed
that the licence covered an item indicating
28 skids. What is this skid? 1 tried to find
the meaning of this word from the dictionary.
It does not concern with any military item.
Possibly wisdom is the monopoly of Pentagon
or military gunta and skid also .meansa
military item. These are being carried. Let
us not wonder about the contents of the ship.
Itis known that they are carrying arms—
arms against the Bangla Desh people who
refuse to be a colony of West Pakistan. They
are carrying arms against India which is
trying to help democracy in this part of
sub-continent.

What pains us most is that the American
Government did not think itfit to tell our
Foreign Minister while being given lunch ard
sweet talk that their ships have already left
their harbours. They are sorry. They did not
say a word. At the nick of the time when the
Foreign Minister was to tell us that USA
Government has shown sympathy, out of
fear for Pakistan these things were leaked.
Is it the diplomatic behaviour ? Just contrary
is being done to what they say. New York
Times contacted the State Department and
they said they did not know anything. But
under thc mounting pressure of evidence
and exposurc by New York Times the State
Department spokesman, Mr. Charles Bray,
on 24th admitted that two licences for expor-
ting military cquipment to Pakistan have
been issued—on 31st March and 6th April—
after the pronounced ban on these licences
on 25th March.

No details are given about the contents
but it is astounding that Asstt. Secrctary of
Statc of State Department, Mr. David
Abshire, assured the sub-committee of the
Foreign Relations Committee on north-
eastern and South Asian Affairs that “‘nothing
is in the Pipeline to Pakistan.” Then Senator
Swingto who is the Chairman of this Com-
mittee said that the shipment indicated “the
State Departnient cither did not know what
was going on or dcliberately misled the
Committee.” State Department’s spokesman,
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Mr. Charles Bray refused to answer questions
that two planes given to the Pakistan inter-
national airlines to carry passecngers were
carrying troops to East Pakistan. He refused
to answer this question. These planes meant
for carrying passengers were carrying napalm
bombs to throw on Bangla Desh people.
Men invented the planes and the apes got
hold of it to bombard the people of Vietnam
and Bangla Desh. We want the Pentagon
under the force of public opinion to realise
that butter and bread are equally necessary
for the brothers and sisters all over the world
as for their own sons and daughters.

The former Consul‘ General of USA in
Dacca, Mr. Archer K. Blood before the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee behind
closed door called the Bangla refugee pro-
blem in India is worse than the Palestine
refugee issue. But Mr. Blood’s controversial
report was too difficult to be digested by the
American Government and they tried to
suppress it.

Mr. Blood is not alone in this truthful
assessment of what is going on in Bangla
Dash. The American press, like the New
York Times and the Washington Post, is
exposing this black deed of the Pentagon of
sending arms to Pakistan and is opposing it.
There are conscientious Senators on the
Capitol Hill who are protesting against this
shipment and they have done this in the
past too.

Senator Republican leader, Mr. Hugh
Scott and Senator Fullbright, Chairman of
the Foreign Relations Committee, along with
24 Sznators, are supporting the Saxby Church
Amendment that the whole aid to Pakistan
should be cut off, military and economic,
till refugzes are able to return with assurance
of safety and pride in their own hearth and
home.

The eloquent voice of the Kennedys is still
heard. S:znator Kennedy charcterised the
shipment, to quote him, *“as dobule talk,
incompetense or both.” But the worst and the
greatest comment of Sesnator Kannedy is:—

*US was more efficient in moving mili-
tary hardware than in arranging humani-
tarian relief.”
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This is not what we Indians say, who are
supposed to be against Amcrica; this is what
Senator Kenncdy says, namely, that the
Nixon Administration, his own Govern-
ment, is more cfficicnt in moving military
hardware than humanitarian relicf needed
so badly for Bangla De¢sh people.

We must appreciate fully that thcre are
Scnator Kennedys, High Scotts and Ful-
brights, still there who in that pact of tke New
World are seeing the misfortunte, the but-
chery, the genocide, the plunder, loot, murder
and rape by West Pakistan on Bangla Desh
people. We appreciate them for this.

According to a Statc Department spokes-
man, American military sales of these wea-
pons to Pakistan are about $10 million every
year and that also at subsidised rates. What
are the subsidised rates ? 1 would not say
that myself. Rpublican Scnator Mr. William
Saxby nas exposcd the mystery of these sur-
plus sales. He has said that the pricing policy
of the Pentagon allows Pakistan to purchase
the surplus arms at throw-away prices. Even
at those subsidised rates they are worth $10
million every year! ’

All this shows that the American Govern-
ment, which professes to show sympathy,
has not got even a fraction of what we strong-
ly feel in this part of the world. Why is it
so ? What is the reason ? The answer is
not for to seek. America’'s Pentagon and
State Department have scen enough mass-
acres and have done enough massacres in
Vietnam. My Lai is a constant prick and
weighs heavily on the conscience of the
civilised world.

By this Resolution I am appealing to the
American people to ask thc Pentagon to hold
its hand in support of Pakistan, which is
staging every day one ‘My Lai' in Bangla
Desh. My motion is not at all sponsored
with any illwill. What we have seen every
day happening in that New World in the
name of saving democracy somewhere and
in the name of saving the countries from
Communism somewhere else, is a great dis-
regard of human values and democracy,
that life is worth living. Therefore 1 would
say that it is essential that we should speak
to the American people to stop this massacre,
mass killing and My Lai in Bangla Desh.
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Now, I come to the second and fourth
reasons which are very important. We have
seen or this sub-continent has seen recently
elections, elections in East Bengal, elections
in India and elections in Ceylon. This sub-
continent and thcir people have given a mis-
sive mandate to their Governments, to the
Awami League Bangabandhu Mujibur Rah-
man in East Bengal, to Shrimati Indira
Gandhi in India and to Shrimati Bandranaike
in Ceylon, for a socialistic society which can
be free of hunger and free of fear. These
important incidents. these important happen-
ings in this part of the world are an eye-
sore to those people who think that they are
a big brother. America is a big brother and
others are dwarfs to paly and sing to the
tune of the big brother.

I say that this is a calculated move to frus-
trate the Bangla Desh people from sctting
up a secular Government. They have falsi-
fied the two-nation theory by their elections.
Those Hindus are being pushed out, Muslims
are being pushed out for, they have voted
for Bangabandhu Mujibur Rahman whose
six-point programmc is, “We want a secular
Government and a secular society. No two-
nation theory. Islam, Hindusm and Chris-
tianity will all live together.” It is to frustrate
this that Pakistani junta is being helped by
the so-called free world by shipment of arms
and ammunition.

One of my important reasons is that this
is to upset the whole balance of power in
this part of the world. About 7 million
refugees have already poured into India.
That is more than a territorial threat to our
country. Our priorities are being changed.
We have to spend a large amount of
resources in feeding the Pak citizens. Let
not the world feel, when I speak of economic
difficulties, that they can give us money and
solve the problem. No. The Government
of India are helping the Pak citizens who
have become destitute and have come to this
country to go back to their own country.
But they are to be helped to go back under
safe conditions. India cannot be a party to
the massacre and butchery again of these
helpless citizens. Therefore, I say that it is
a calculated move by the Americans to upsef
the entire balance of power in this part of
the world,
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Some of my friends both inside the House
and outside may feel that I am too harsh.
fet us in a couple of minutes understand
what American Government'’s behaviour has
becn towards our Government. It dates back
to Truman Administration when John Foster
Dulles was in-charge of negotiating a Treaty
with Japan. Mr. Dulles consulted every
person and every country in Asia. But not
Nehru’s India and India’s Nehru. Mr. Dulles
did not think it proper.

Hardly had Dullesian ‘Faux Pas’ slipped
into limbo, another problem came up and
that was the faminc we were facing in 1951,
We asked for 2 million tonnes of wheat.
Well, the American Government saw the
best opportunity to twist India’s arm and
wanted the foreign policy to be adjusted as
a quid pro quo for wheat. The American
foreign policy needs are always something
higher than the fate of Indian people or the
people in this part of the continent. That is
why the long-extending arms of the statucert
of Library at New York which is so proudly
demonstrated in centimetres and metres to
every traveller in the new world did not
shiver under feet to see the butchety of the
same liberty in the Bangla Desh.

Fourteen years after, again, we had to face
the aggression of Pakistan. The American
President was reminded repeatedly of the
assurance given to India that the aims would
not be used against India. The American
President did not hear. Rather, on the con-
trary, they stopped the ships carrying arms
supply to India on the high seas. And today,
when India asked for the stoppage of Padma,
Sunderbans, Kaukahli and others, the
American Government said that it was a
legal impossibility. There it was absolutely
all formality—'Immediately stop it’ But,
here it is a ‘legal impossibility’. Therefore,
this shows the tendency of how things are
being done. Mr. Speaker, we did not worry
for the stoppage of ships, then. Our Keeler
Brothers and Abdul Hameed with the indi-
genous Gnat blew into jitters the American
Sabre Jets and threw into bits the Pattons.
The invincibility of American arms was ex-
posed and they were licking the boots of our
Army in the plains of the Punjab. . .
(Interruptions)

Mr. Speaker, I thought the American ad-
ministration would still realise that we are
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also a nation which wants to be taken into
confidence in this part. not alonc Pakistan.
But it did not happen anything on that.
The irritation continues cven in the office ¢f
the present Prime Minister. When the present
Prime Minister said that India expects
that bombardment would stop in Vietnam,
sharp came the reaction of the American
Government and also the President. Cables
bristled into the Indian capital with the
word—I quote:

“Those ungrateful Indians.”

This happened under the present Prime
Minister’s regime.

Mr. Speaker, so goes the story of the
American Government for the defence of
democracy in Vietnam and in this part of
the Continent. What a contrast? What a
promise? What a hope? What an action?
What a gap in the credibility of the promise
and action?

Sir, T need not take the House to other
parts of the Americans’ help or other things.
I would have given another piece of evidence
how Amcricans are trying in the economic
flelds to surround us and help Pakistan but
this is not the timz. T would only content
mysz1f by saying that in the fizld of economic
aid, according to the Baltimore Sun to quote,
of Pakistan is receiving twice as much Ame-
rican aid per capita as giant India.” Sir, the
figures speak very eloquently on this. Total
aid—credits and grants given between 1945
and 1965—7339 million dollars to India and
3423 million dollrs to Pakistan. The per
capita aid is Rs. 108 to India and Rs. 243
to Pakistan. More than double. ‘T love my
Pakistan, threfore, I give them more.’ So,
I forget that. So says USA Govt. Regarding
loans which we wanted, the loans given
between 1958-68—India 2695 million dollars.
Pakistan—1305 million dollars. Rs. 38 per
head in India and Rs, 95 per head in Pakistan,
2} times more.

Now, Sir, what for is Pakistan using this
economic aid? Mr. Speaker, for long thek
are using this money to purchase arms—not
against China because they are their good
{riends, but against India and now against
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Bangla Desh. Mr. Speaker, it has been diffi-
cult to believe the words of the American
Government in their recent exposure of the
Vietnam secrets. We Indians are not there.
Neither our people nor the Members of
Parliament in USA. Their own Washington
Post says that “the United States Adminis-
tration tried to keep the 1954 ceneva Con-
ference from calling elections throughout
Vietnam—North and South."” The New York
Times has given a large display of the Viet-
nam secrets under. one word: One thing to
one ally, other thing to the other and in action
just the contrary. I am not saying this. In
every statement I have made, I am supported
by the statement of the American senators.
Their leading public men have said about
this. Therefore, I say, ‘What is this demo-
cracy? We want to understand. We wanted
to be friends since 1952,but, as I have detailed,
on every occasion, we find that we have not
been taken into confidence as a democratic
nation and as a friend but the neutralist
India and the frec world have always been
differentiated.

The recent joining of America in the ping-
pong diplomacy club is also a pointer as to
what the American intentions are on this
sub-continent. A smile, Mr. Speaker, is
always infectious. But the smile on the face
of a dragon is pernicious and this infectious
smile from the dragon’s mouth of the new
world administrators is much more dangerous.
And, therefore, ping-pong diplomacy only
indicates what type of democracy China is.
This Ping-Pong diplomacy indicates what the
American Government wants to do. Do
they want to serve democracy? The table-
tennis teams of Britain and America are not
to play games; but their eyes are on the 800
million people, for market for their goods,
30 that their whole harvest can flourish.

You must have seen, Mr. Speaker, the
recent statement that Mr. Wilson was taken
for a joy ride when Pakistan aggressed on
India. When I moved a motion to Quit
Commonwealth our friends wete susceptible.
They said, no, powerful Wilson is a great
democrat, a great labour leader, and he must
have slipped somewhere, but he did not
amend for it, till we could know indirectly
through a book that the pro-Pakistani ele-
ments in his Foreign office took him for a
joy-ride. Now the lesson is quite clear that
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the military dictatorial junta are suppressing
real democracy in Bangla Desh.

My motion is intended only to bring to
the notice of the American people the need
to desist from such action which really go
against thc very desires that they cherish.

If you sce Mr. Swaran Singh’s statemcnt
laid on the table, you will sec that America
has equated India and Pakistan. Tt says:
“They expressed the hope that restraint would
be continucd on both sides.” This is the 17th
June statement issued by the American
Government after our Foreign Minister's
visit. Where is the question of equation?
Still, it mentions like this. There is another
statement which says ‘The United States
appreciate the efforts of Prince Sadruddin
Khan, the UN High Commissioner for Re-
fugees.” A nice way of complimenting.” Mr.
Khadilkar will be able to say about this. It
is known to this country what Mr. Sadruddin
Khan, an TInternational civil servant, has
been doing in Pakistan. He has huge invest-
ments in West Pakistan. A long list has been
published recently. Tt is most unfortunate
that the Amzrican Government is sceing the
whole thing with a coloured glass. We have
scen that the Amecrican Government are
doing it since 1951.

But, Mr. Sncaker. I am surprised to sec the
Arab world’s stand. we have supported them
and to some of them on their very existence.
Mr. Malaviya has just returned from Damas-
cus from the Afro-Asian Solidarity Con-
ference. He did not find one man to support
and speak to him. It is high time, Mr. Foreign
Minister, we decide how in the national
interest of India and also of Bangla Desh,
and for the security and peace in the sub-
continent, how we should act in foreign
policy in Arab world.

It is in this background that I would like
to say a few words on the second part of the
Motion. The policy of India in the last few
months, since this happening in Bangla
D:sh, has been to make an all-out effort to

" help and support the people of Bangla Desh.
Wec may differ possibly on the aspect of re-
cognition of Bangla Desh. You may say that
recognition may bring immediate dividends.

- But Government and we on this side—some
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you—fcel that we have been doing every-
thing to support the people of Bangla Desh.

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra): Only
some of you.

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD: No,
some of you not.

SHRI PILOO MODY: I said that be-
causc he said ‘some of us on this side.’

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD: I am
thankful to him for the correction. He also
carries wisdom with him,

We all feel—in that T include him also—
that Government has been doing its level
best for the people of Bangla Desh. T must
say that the restraint exercised by the Govern-
ment of India under the leadership of the
Prime Minister has definitely brought divi-
dends. I ask a fair question: what would
have happened had India gone on with the
cxtreme step in the beginning? Knowing,
as we do now, the reaction of world opinion,
the Americans and their allies would have
all sympathiscd with West Pakistan.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai): Unfor-
tunately, my hon. friend is not acquainted
with developments at the initial stage.

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD: 1T do

not yield.

I know Shri Samar Guha feels differently
and strongly. But T would request him to
hear the point of view of myself and my
friends on this side. What we say is that if
we had gone with the extreme step in the
beginning, the entire world opinion—if not
all, may be some may only be left out—
would have gone in favour of Pakistan and
the lie of Pakistan that Tndia wanted any
opportunity to crush Pakistan would have
gained credibility abroad. Thercfore, I say
that our Prime Minister correctly assessed the
situation and followed a policy of restraint.

What are we doing now? Our External
Affairs Ministry went round to those coun-
tries. We have clearly told them that the
bloodshed and coldblooded genocide in
Bangla Deshhas disturbed peace and security
in this part of the world, on the sub-continent.
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The world has been told in unmistakable
terms that there is much greater provocation
than violation of territorial integrity and
territorial aggression. It has been conveyed
to world opinion that India’s patience has
been exhausted and she may be compelled
to take extreme steps. We have not been
lagging behind in helping or in expressing
our opinion or preparing, for that matter,
for any step which we may have to take
under compulsion.

Our Minister of External Affairs made a
statement on the floor of the House after his
visit to Bonn, Paris, Ottawa, Washington
and London. We now know that these coun-
tries have been made to realise that the imme-
diate solution is not a military solution but
the cessation of military action immediately
in Bangla Desh. I would request my Govern-
ment to continue to press upon world opinion
that security, peace and harmony in this part
of the world has been threatened. Let the
international community be made to realisc
this.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Swaran Singh—
go back.

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD: This
sort of remark shows how seriously he is
looking at this. I speak with my heart but
he speaks with his tongue. I speak with an
awareness of the sympathies which we have
for Bangla Desh. I would tell the Prime
Minister and our Government that the world
powers must be told that the flow of refugees
to India from Bangla Desh must be stopped.
Let them not say that they are sending us
relief. The relicf that they are sending is less
than 10 per cent of what India is spending on
refugees from Bangla Desh. Therefore, we
have to emphasize that these people have to
go back to their hearths and homes, but
we cannot allow them to go back to be bat-
chered. Therefore, conditions must be created
in Bangla Desh for their return, and there-
fore it is essential that world opinion must
force West Pakistan to come to a political
scttiement with the chosen representatives
of Bangla Desh. India must always support
the stand of the Bangla Desh people under
the leadership of Banga Bandhu Mujibur
Rahiman. Whatever settlement is acceptable
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to them we shall support. Therefore, I would
say that we should go on making efforts
in this direction.

The Forcign Minister says that he found
the Capitals to be very favourable saying
that there should be peace and harmony and
the refugees should go back to Bangla Desh.
1 would like to know if any Government
was prepared to take up the matter in the
United Nations General Assembly or Secu-
rity Council. Let not their words of sympathy
be like the lunch being given in New York
while at the same time sending ships with
military equipment to West Pakistan. Let
thsir words carry meaning, and meaning will
be carried only when they go to the world
forum to tell Pakistan to stop this bloody
action.

With these words I move this motion.
Our Government and all our people are on
the side of Bangla Desh. Let the Govern-
mznt, under the Prime Minister’s leadership,
continue to make afforts seriously to bring
about a settlement favourable and acceptable
to the people of Bangla Desh under Mujibur
Rahman.

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Vajpayee.

SHRI S. M. BANERIJEE (Kanpur): Simi-
lar motions were tabled by us.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai): Almost
at the same time a similar motion was given.

MR. SPEAKER: The motions were in
identical terms as this motion and that is why
they are not moved. Of course, those who
gave notice will also participate.

13.00 hrs.
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gar Trfee | ARl TR W ) FE
& 1 et s AT AT sraTe A S Fa
f& weifas g g afge 1 frw
qeedtT o, g @ 3w ¥ el gu
frearfuat o famar adf 8, worwar §
o qafa £ fo=m sameT &, @9 S
g fr woifas g @ =nfegw 1 & e
wrgan § i wortfos g & w7 afosma
& 1 fady w0 gfar &Y Terenfaa & @a
¥, wrewt § QY I gfrar & v wwel
ae At ==t 1 1| IR fgz-m Fa H
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=1 Y, frgeie & a & s=9i ),
dfEm i ¥ 9 fafa Ty @ e,
IEF AR F 991 | I qvA A

e 3w aw @fe g @ w R

78 o g § 5 owm SRR W
fowat & arg qrewl § ag W =i A e
o aoriifas g Y Tt aYy ot & &,
IH TEHITF g T T 747 g°0 7§47
IEM T F o I}/ ¥ AN qEy AR
IR AH qOT A g AT PR F
T8 STEd § f dwe dw & w=w # forw
yorifos g # w9t #rar Wd,
T AT I FT AT FY Jg T SHC

g ?

fom it w1 A a9 A oo
w9 B-N FUWA 25 A ¥
TR AATYT | TT A AT AT IF T H
A et g T o et -
TR A T &, A qG T E ) 25
T W AR ITE MR E A
FATH FFAT 9T @, W1 IAF qE W
FIAT A FT AT qIHEA ¥ 30T F T
% fedt g Y & wo ! arfem
TIIfaF g &1 I ST asar g | a8
ST AW W FSYAAT T T GHaAT § |
wieerw &, TATA-FEAnT S ST IR g,
Fiafea S § ITET qEW AR qF
T 6T W FTATH W AT gHav
AEugciicodunica K i
g g% & fF q@ @me § oF R A
¥ § T ¥ dfaw ammg feafa
FY I F T F9HT FT @ &, L&A
7 &, VI T AT g &
&Y G YT /AT T ATAT | ST 3T
¥ FraTes agafa § st Teew g,
IEN A g H §8 w9 <@t § | fRw
Yag o A Ear A ? IR F
 F oo s A 1 ¥ o9
TH g o6 § @ AT
AR sy sewfafafe & ferg, @d
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[t sreafagrdy aroddY]

qF AT A7 I AT, FLAT FTAW @A
arelt qfeft arfeeal AT ®1 A
AT, AN 9F § @EA qur qEAW
FIAT W BT AqTAT T A Sifew A R
7% I ATE ¥ ST W Y QT A S
FATNT Fg § ITF a3 § qof mfagle

FETI

T AT TER AafaF g F
FATET AT T O IGF GHAE 7
a7 AT §HR €T W 9T TET -
Hfer g« am A Sy S [
FY et EHTC A FAAT 7 I SO
aw # grfeea #Y ¥ @A § 9 IR
s Jm anfeea &1 fgear @, @t
forx #1E faefua aog s qEeT A &)

TARAT F FE TR WU wAT
e g fo o frafm e § ¥
A F AW I AT ! qq ST §
AWF AR F I TF FAT 80 T
A Ed §, aw ¥aw fgg ama v
e fgrgelt & arq wEeAw o §, fErd
NaF g T a7 T {, WY,
ATAE F | FeTATH §) @ § | Fa-=fagr
qz s fed @ &1 o, AW AT
fea m@ &1 wam afedi ox avqfew
TR 5T T 1 BR-BR =4l &
&1 § IBTEHT AT A AR 9T AT
wr ¢ ) fow arfee & ag avo fear
qg Iq A% AMNT AW A M, X qF
wré frogtfrg arag o7 qwar & ? owvE
T A AT AT TR A g
ATTT &Y W FT FIA T OO EEET g
YT F | ‘

wré ag & Fear fr A afee
¥ wfed, it aifsmamr ¥ ga faerms
oI EFRAY ) g afFEE 9%
AT F, Tg §N TG &, g qufreary
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AN T A AT S | FHTAT FTH |13 AT
v # fegeaw § W gy g
Ffevmgrare | ¥ & g a9
@ # fogefas s @, ag Trd
TrerTiae feaear ek § w9 A 17
grearfas @ify & faw W awer dar
FT &

qfewst aer Y fagr Far WU
g, sgufa o I awr & faga W
feenfadl +1 @Y A wfem & &0
foeft smardy fagm A &, Sa¥ wfew
frenfem o @ & omw ¥ gl a@
FT q9T4 GaT Y @7 & | Jurey Ay feqfa
¥ g@ drmoaid A {7 a1 agt 60
ar| M FT AT, AT qrEE O
FUT T o7 FHAT §, 4§ TR I
TACT & | W &0 gWA @7 Jfawr FEr
9Tfgu |

# fady W AT ¥ SwAAT FvEgar
g f& s-ar woeifor gar S fewmr
¥ | T I THET T GHTETH HJAT 7
Far IR g F AW A ag Mg &
I qifeeqra ¥ Tar qoifas g9 @t
qrAT aY g & ] F4v w4 ! AT
q v 2 faar & 1 9y orfera w1 weg
TR fa Fat # @ owm wrg
TAIREHT TGN § | * T R R
faew w4t ¥ B g & q9 TST ITH
F99 ¥ Fo T € | g & fow 2wl
¥ qifFeara & atfas ggmEr W &
AT X fAia w3 AT S fRar
t | AN aH T € 5 afsmm
wifam F Tifge ST 3w A aner
F qaAfaF ga s ® ) sw
grfeear ¥ Sfadz s 39 A
£ 1 a8 TFT H FOLAAT GTFR @I F
W, a® v TIAAAE g9 dar F
FT ATAE JOA wW AR fRw AR
FAAFT IAHT AU S |
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wa frEa o sl ¥ gfesm
IR F FE Twawgh G & 0 fadA
arfFeT &t faar 31 awdeT afeeT
T w3 & o+t wrrEw A7 e Y
T a1y ¥ wewa w6 g fF gfaac 2
IEA At M F e qgaw fame fear
2 andwr A fadw Y Afy oAl
[ F A § oagaw T fawed A,
afeear #Y A3 qugamar,  fed ag
AT X e Fraw @ 9F, We
Fraq @ aF | gEfad afeew @
dfrr wetaar & 1€ R weow
AT T AT g, ford o) AR s
F1 gw qfeearT Y 915 qUTRy ¥ )
TEq AR T Al &9 g E§ N
fifer @9 @ 1 I AQY A W[y
Y THEAT g AT gy o

Hifeaa w1 ¥ g4 §9 o &, ¥
faea w4 %7 a¥deq B AT AAFTA
agY 3T | Aty e A S aw|e
faar ar, S ox w9 a1 afgar @t ],
I9% g 9wt dN A, afyw afs
fadqr w41 gw X @t FF and g av
g a 1 fammw ¥ F fF gfar &
FI9-8T 3 FATT G 397 |

qrfeea #1 gfoae i @} & ag
Fq N I g, 9 F I, AfwTag
gl 7 faem at #ar ofeeam & o
gfeare w1 § dwem 3w A frgedt wwan
@A F g ? awdET, ' AR 9
Y q T B AEATET IJWT ITHT
AL A TH § | AT WIS F¥ Afaq &
Tfada AT A W IEET awT FI
AT F NI AN A E R
Jqy Frgfee fri Y agm T g &
FHLET ATFA-TATY 3T TEE & | AT
AT A §, AU AU 9 H, qER
g fexe<fig M qagr w@T | (Tawam)
TR U H JQHT AFqeAardr T gar
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N TR TET @@L A BT FFT
A fear a7 s O @9 w1 FAET
TEf BT FHa | AfeT w7 gH fARMI &
FOY AT AW Y GHET P g FAT
qrgd & 7

st Fo o, Wt (gafomia) :
912 o ¥ R v IE) ST G 0

»ff wew fagrd amoded - Y A
Swexd Ay ¥, qg o e oy §
IFT & FTHE & |

s g argy £ 5 dww W
THET T FATFAS g al, av fwe gfwar
F 2 o Frix g X qE & A @
fpar o wwaAT | gy &Y 9% @
FHr g | AT FTETT AT W B
AT NI FT AT aramag feafa sna
T T AT 25 wra w E faeeAr
frog &3 3 @ gmag sfaEm A A
Feelt gd faard 3 1 g® wawr A
aifgd fr aag aiffema & ow §3 0
w|T W, @@ fam 3 -
arfadi § qF @me # gew a J@rEr
F wfa M-AR N 3 FE@h, =
T ¥ S g€ I R e g
N @9 AT 1 A AONIAE g ST
[ F TAT F A F ALY IATAT AfewA

g )

# qoar Irgar § 5 o< sramft Sfvr
* fra * fgr a8 foear @, ar o9
gra # qra war g /i & aE, ar
arfsear & fifafera deawm, fa @
F qifafers deqz # Ig qwI= WA
FL@T &, ST A e & A W
Far ? & 79 gwmar & oA & e
#R A TR T G T g AR
ag g fr g9 S 3} A sgEar FA@
T GqT FL | Ig GEEAAT A AfOw
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[ sz fagrdr aradt]

g, Afas @ A wfgg | orfFm A
TR FX I Wi fear &, & ofemm
F AT 7 SfaER FT AT 1 o=
fag qer /W AT ArgET [T IO E
wife Argar I ¥ ggraar A w7 wW
FIATE ATATR AR G FIAAGA® ATAT
TEFA | T AER & qrAY A q@
fages & a1 SEH W FER TR W
IR g A famamw & ¥y

I gwe FY foafq & AR AW Fraa
AT IELA §, T AT FT AF T4 &
TEY TET &7 /T q°7 anfed 1 AR
A afewe w7 5w § ) afewe ITET O
2 N e ® fAwe W 9§
W Rwe & EEE ¥ oF T S
3

“Answering them to the satisfaction
of the people, however, will be difficult

as long as divided counsels continue to
confuse the government.”

g T F 1 @Y § B fadmr sy e
W | & FrE F faamw § wifs
fRRy wfi srex & fF e Jwm ¥
% difaa 7@ @@, afewam g daa
¥ oy rE gAY | AT W F AT A
@ FR F faes =R FE@ & g @
s fan o <@ @ 1 2@ A=A w6 fawara
feermar wrar =ifgd fo faga & owa &
I F1 &0 fwar g, afE ame
T AFer FAT & AV T ABA AT A
AT 3W EE AT W §, FISAT ASES
TAW FTIW G | W FAFZ 7 g0 &
T 9T

TFe T T,

afs AEF GAII T A

Ja AT WY T |
AHY AT FAH AR T, el TeAT AT
[WF AFa A w F fod | gw afe-
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& Y FGSUAT FT FAW @A D (7
degu i €1 1947 ¥ W@ & W,
o aE wogf g aw g g AR
qifeear @2 @1 § | T FEA § gATT
T T Y, R R qF qWE WY e
qffE ¥ J9w g IR & @ g
I qifeem # feear @ & fa@ wogR
& F qHA |

g wex ¥ Qi dwer W owy
IFA F I 9 ) FR g F I g
g Ay § a1 S dY, ¥R AT q|
o IEF EAT AgY § A SAwT sEr
F& | FL TG FAN TR § a9 S0
£ @ I wEw & ST AW H [
YW ®Y gATY OO Fgrar 91fg@ | R
fdwr oft o =T & SR A gz ®w
JATHTT FT & A1 T27 987 &, G at
& Yaraft 3T wrgar § e @ A S
¥ 4G T qw T @r g | S wgiat
a1 @ §, Aty A A o gt warfaat
g AT N swar F7 R[AfW F @
g1 AW A WA FA FTCEF & qAHT
¢ fr 3 famamw @ 5 @R 48 T
@M, qoifas guaraE ¥ araxw #
FTEHTT FHSY 7Y feamaafy, awaw 3w A/
afsa ¥ fad s o § FFar g
e fadw # ag srzaTad & A Swar
A g FHAr §, THIL FT GAGT T
FFAY &, TE A AT FYATAL GIHTTTHIL
1 wg W I&A ¥ fad faamw wIAr
93 |

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Diamond
Harbour): Sir, this US behaviour reveals
only a fraction of the misdeeds. We are
talking about three shiploads; it could be
33 as well. No doubt, they are shipping
through different dummy countries also.
I quote from a testimony. Testifying before
the Joint Committee of the US Congress Mr.
Chester Bowles, former US Ambassador to

Indta, referring to Pakistan’s effort in recent
ycars to secure additional tanks, disclosed
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that it was the US Government which had
asked one by one West Germany, the Bel-
gians, the Italians and finally the Turks to
sell American tanks and armaments to Pakis-
tan for a price.

I want to ask Shri Swaran Singh one
question. He has a big establishment of
foreign intelligence and a director too. What
was the foreign intelligence doing? We have
seen their failure during the last refugee in-
flux, before the last elections in Bangladesh
and thereby we were caught napping. We
have got this huge and elaborate establish-
ment not only here but also in different
countries, including inWashington. We want
to know whether the foreign intelligence unit
of the Government of India in the United
States had given you prior intimation about
the misdeeds of the American Government.

Capitalist countries like USA will always
make hay while the sun shines. They are
always faced with the problem of finding
buyers for their weapons which are not
modern for their own use. They want to
dump them elsewhere. Well, about the sub-
sidised pricss I really cannot say anything
bzcause it could very well be compared with
the ““stock clearance sale™ where the price is
increased many times and then a small cut
is made. 1 really do not think they give at
subsidised prices. When there are two
countries fighting, two governments fighting,
they go to the extent of providing gas bombs
to one and gas masks to another. And that
is their policy and that is their principle.
This Government—definitely it has been
proved—works under a subsidiary alliance
otherwise how could you yield to their pres-
sure and behave so shabily with countries
like Vietnam, Cuba, Algeria and G. D. R.
in matters of diplomatic relations and aiso
trade relations.

Sir, I say the United States Government
has deliberately misled the Government of
India and the External Affairs Minister in
failing to appreciate the actual U. S. attitude,
has shown utter incompetency and failed to
perform his duty in his recent mission. I say
again that the Extcrnal Affairs Minister,
Sardar Swaran Singh even after extensive
publications in the papers on the U.S. mis-
behaviour in Vietnam failed to understand
that he was dealing with the Government of
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United States who always do dobule or multi
dealings.

Sir, they want to have a world-wide econo-
mic empire, rob raw-materials and dump
finished goods. Our Government as a whole
has failed to appreciate and formulate policy
planning to cope with the situation. Sir, it
has shown utter inability to formulate suita-
ble policy and shown lack of boldness and
plenty of indecision has been exhibited. Sir,
our unanimous resolution in this House
which had worried Pakistan. We cooperated
with the Government which had roused hope
in the minds of the people of Bangla Desh,
the Indian Press and the Radio which had
exhorted beyond their description. Well, Sir,
this has all resulted in nothing but historic
betrayal of the people of Bangla Desh. But
where we had no commitment in a country
like Ceylon—it was an internal matter—you
had gone out of your way by spgnding Rs. 5.3
crores, by sending defence forces to fight side
by side, shoulder by shoulder with the British
colonial forces. You have to cxplain here
under what authority you did so and who
had authorised ?

They are withdrawing arms from Mukti
Fauj fighters which they had taken over from
Pakistan fighting forces. I would like to know
why is it that you are recovering those arms
from Mukti Fauj fighters. Also they have
sent a secret circular to Meghalaya asking
for restricting the entiy of refugees which is
most inhuman and unfair. I would like the
hon. Minister to tell us what it is? Finally,
talk of the U.S. Radar Station in India is
worrying us most and we want to know
more about that. We want the Government
to recognise the Government of Bangla
Desh; give them material help so that other
Governments may be aware of our serious
attitude towards Bangla Desh and take a
lead from us.

SHRI K. D. MALAVIYA (Domaria-
ganj): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I rise to give my
whole-hearted support to the manner our
Government is conducting the affairs in
Connection with what is happening in Bangla
Desh. I want to speak with great restraint
because I am feeling very strongly on the
whole issue before us and whether it is my
friend, Shri Samar Guha or Shri Vajpayee
1 advise them also to use restraint. I have



131 Motion re. Statts by

[Shri K. D. Malaviya]

many points of agreemznt with them, But I
see no alternative to support the live that the
Governmant has pursued when our Foreign
Minister wznt to some countries to telt them
what the problem really is which is faced
by India.

We should now take mazasures for establi-
shing direct rapport through direct contacts
and appaals with the people of Amzrica apd
Britain. Thzir two peoples, who rushed to
Europe in 1939 to safeguard and protect the
fundam:ntal rights of human beings, that is,
of freedom and soverignty, who supported
their governm:nts than, ought to tell their
governmants now that the manner in which
they have bzen overawed by Yahya Khan's
Governm:nt is nzither Amezrican nor even
British in character and basic pattern
because people always support the funda-
meantal rights of soc@[jusuce and the move-
ment for freedom. ’

I have no doubt that democracy is being
betrayed today not so much by some of those
nations which have not had mch liking for
democracy, freedom or social justice but
more so by those governmznts which always
spoke very loudly in support of democracy.
The fact is that today they are trying to
build a balance of power in the sub-continent
of Asia which, in their opinion, should be
against India. This struggle for balance of
power against India is the most fundamental
thing for which som: Western governments
are today manoeuvring.

13.27 hrs.
[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair}

1 wish to tell the pcoples of those Western
governments that, although their Govts. have
bzen professing democracy and freedom,
which men like me never believed because we
knew that they did not stand for social justice,
democracy or protecting human rights of
the developing nations, today is the testing
time of all those professions for which they
talked.

But some thing more is happening. jThere
is s conflct growing between the peoples and
the governments in these countries of the
West and also in the post-Nasser Arab world.
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I am quoting here the press comment of a
country where I have just recently been and
from where I do not bring very happy reac-
tions about which 1 do not wish to say. 1
am like many others of my friends committed
and devoted to the fundamentals of Afro-
Asian solidarity, unity among our peoples
and for upholding the cause of economic
and social justice Tor all the peoples of
Africa and Asia. Therefore I do not wish at
this pamcular time to be provoked by the
situation which might displease those people
but I must quote from a paper from Damas-
cus. This is from 4l Thwra of the 27th March,
1971. It says:

“The use of guns for the solution of
political differences in East Pakistan will
lead to a civil war whose price the Pakis-
tani people will pay dearly.

The fact that the Central Pakistani
authorities began to impiement what they
had threatened to do, that is, to reimpose
military rule, because of the failure of
political pasties to agree on the wording
of the Constitution which would organise
political life in Pakistan, indicates that
the Pakistani military authorities werc not
serious about giving up their rule. This
bring back to mind what Ayub Khan had
done years back when he used as a pre-
text the existence of certain differences
to nullify the Pakistan elections and main-
tain the military rule.”

The Syrian press representatives told mc
that the story and the tragedy enacted in
Pakistan is known to them. 1 personally feel
that the love and bases for democracy and
its utility are not as much appreciated today
in the Arab world as it should have been
because most of them are military dictators.

But I am not going into it nor I have to
discuss here the merits of democracy. It is
for their Government themselves to make
up their mind. But what is happening in our
country is my concern and about which
attention has been drawn by our Prime
Minister. These six to eight million people
who have come, and who are continuing to
come, will be a problem which will be un-
bearable for India. The consequences of this
will be very serious for our country. I am not
a member of the Government. I do not
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know what the mind of the Government is
and how they are going to act. T am however
afraid the Government will be compélled
to a situation where this challenge will have
to be taken up by our own country, where
people will have to be taken into confidence
on a day sooner than later. This problem
of rcfugees cannot bé borne by us any more.
We cannot destroy the economy of our coun-
try and no country howsoever pampered by
interested parties can be allowed to distort
our future. It is impossible. We cannot do
it. These 6 to 8 million people must go back.
And whatever may be the consequence, the
Government has to create a condition by
argumentation, diplomacy, or otherwise
including inviting delegations from other
countries to see that our country is cleared of
refugees and favourable condition be created
when these people are asked to go back or
are sent back. We have to think seriously
about all these matters. I may also add a
word to my friends from the Opposition that
unrestrained outburst of emotions cannot
help the situation. There is practically no
difference between the objectives that we in
the Parliament want as Members of Parlia-
ment and of the Government. They are very
well aware of the complicated problems that
are facing us today as a nation to feed these
people—hungry people feeding hungry
peoples as the Prime Minister said. Therefore,
time today is for us to restrain ourselves so
far as Pakistan is concerned. Our advice to
the Government should be as to how this
question of sending back these people has
to be solved. Sir, in Damascus, T explained to
the delegates of Afro-Asian Conference that
we all understood well and believed in the
principles of non-intervention in the affairs
of other country. We never wanted to inter-
fere. We never bore ill will to Pakistan, I
also told them that it is Yahya Khan’s regime
which was destroying Pakistan. Many of
them understood this problem. Bu- not one
of them was prepared to support our total
stand. I think what we are doing has to be
our own job. And once we start acting in
order to safeguard the interest of our own
nation. In order to go ahead on the lines to
which we are committed, in order to send
back these people to their own country by
creating that condition, other countries will
understand our action. There are lots of
delegations going round the world. Regarding
a political solution, I do not know what is

ASADHA 7, 1893 (SAKA4)

Min.of E. A.re.armsto 134
Pak. and his visit aborad

going to be in this basket of political solu-
tion. Our Government has to be very careful.
What items have to come into this basket in
order to make it a picture of political solu-
tion has also to be seen very very carefully.
The problem for us is that these people must
go back and democracy established for the
return of people. A condition of safety and
seturity has to be created by them; not by
us. We are not to act for their fefety and
security because they are foreigners to us.
But they must go back to make our life
happy and to make us go ahead on the lines
we have set for ourselves. I have been to
foreign countries and people there under-
stand and appreciate our stand. But somehow
or the other, our language of peace is not
understood by my friend Mr. Piloo Mody
and many others. . .

SHRI PILOO MODY: Do you under-
stand ?

SHRI K. D. MALAVIYA: You will
not understand it. I know. They believe in
a system which is pulling them back. It is
the money from mysterious sources which
is pulling the reactionary world back. And
so long as monopoly and imperialist design
go on distorting the vision of the people
of many countries which have emerged from
colonial rule, this situation is likely to remain
comy'icated. I, therefore, support the stand
of the Government and hope that they will
in the very near future create conditions by
which these refugees will go back.

SHRI H. N. MUKERIJEE (Calcutta-
North East): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, we
are discussing a matter which the British
Liberal Journal, and Guardian, editorially
described as follows:

“On existing evidence, this inter-
national calamitis more grave than any
since the U. N, was formed—in spite of
Korea, Vietnam, Palestine and Biafra.”
In the same editorial comment dated
19th June, the Guardian says:

“Must the world mutely accept what
Yahya Government is doing? Is India to
be left in desperate difficulty ? Is there no
further remedy and redress? To save the
refugees from cholera, famine and destitu-
tion is the first priority. To save those still
in East Pakistan is no less urgent.”
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[Shri H. N. Mukerjee]

Answers have got to be found to this busi-
ness and we are discussing this matter be-
cause of the statements which the Foreign
Minister has made. And the reports which he
has brought back emphasize two things which
are of the gravest concern to our people and
that is that, perhaps, we are backsliding in
so far as Parliament’s commitment to the
nation is concerned and, perhaps, in so far
as the question of the recognition of Bangla
Desh goes, we are giving that up as a bad
job. That is to say, what was an inevitable
corollary of this Parliament’s unanimous
Resolution is being put into the scrapheap
by the Government of the day and the other
is that the Government has neither guts nor
credibility. We are a country where 1 in 6
of human beings lives and we behave as if
we are craven, cowardly and chicken-hearted,
We behave as if we are waiting upon the good
pleasure of this power or that power and
bring back the reports of the sort which the
Foreign Minister has brought.

T do not say these things only because the
Minister might, say, I have a tendency to
vituperate, We are not interested in vitu-
peration. We all should say with one voice
that in so far as war with Pakistan is con-
cerned, we do not want it. We have never
wanted that kind of thing. We always wanted
to be friendly with Pakistan. Even now we
want to be friendly with Pakistan, But at
the same time, the Government cannot merely
get away with it by pursuing a policy which
it is pursuing at the moment.

Mr. Jaya Prakash Narayan is no enemy of
Pakistan. Mr. Jaya Prakash Narayan is no
war-monger. But he is saying all the time:
Recognise Bangla Desh---that is the basic
aspect of the matter; give assistance to the
freedom fighters of Bangla desh to which we
are pledged in this Parliament. Let us do
that. If there is a risk, you minimise that
risk. Go abroad and talk to all the chancel-
leries of the world; minimise and eliminate
that risk. Pakistan will not dare go to war
against India if India pursues a courageous
and principled policy in this matter.

What is happening? Mr. Swaran Singh
comes back with a report, and we are given
a slap in the face by the U.S. arms shipment
to Pakistan., A paper like the Sratesman
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prints the fascimile of a document dated 28th
May, 1971 which shows very large American
transactions in regard to arms purhases by
Pakistan, much after March 26.

We know that history has given a designa-
tion to Great Britain, that is, the title of
“perfidious Albion.” But in the sphere of
perfidy and treachery, the United States
takes the cake. There is no doubt about it.
With the United States we have a relation-
ship which so many of us have described as
a subsidiary alliance. But of course, Sardar
Swaran Singh is very quiet. He is a protocol-
perfect Foreign Minister. He is an uncap-
pable person. He is a highly talented man
cut out to be a very efficient Civil Servant, but
has been forked into political power. As
Foreign Minister he seems insensitive to the
winds of change that are blowing all over the
world and is unable to cope with the problems
which crop up. It is not merely his personal
capacity or incapacity. It is the matter of an
entire Government which is intellectually
sterile and ideologically destitute but which
is highly talented so far as political mano-
euvring is concerned. But as far as foreign
affairs are concerned, it cannot tackle the

problems that are coming up from time to
time.

To-day I have seen in Parliament House
a telegram that even the little island of Malta
gives a notice to the United States that its
ships will not come into the island of Malta.
‘We have been considering the whole matter
of our relationship with NATO’. Malta has
courage, but we don’t have the courage. We
do not even make a real official protest against
arms shipments by the United States. The
Minister only requests! According to his
statement he makes a ‘request’ that America
being the paragon of democratic practice,
should stop doing the kind of damage that
she is doing to our country!

Are we going to be content with this sort
of thing ? Are we going to be content with the
pat on the back which the United States, the
UK and even a person called Sadruddin Aga
Khan give us saying, ‘Yoy are very good in
relief operations. The Government of West
Bengal and the Government of India are
doing very well as far as giving relief to
people is concerned.” But is that the end of
the story? Are we interested only in getting
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a little more money? It is coming in trickles
—Iless than 109 of what we need for relief
purpose. But are we going to be content if
they give us a little more by way of relief?
No. We have to solve the basic aspect of the
matter and that is what is important.

The Minister goes abroad. Scores of them
go abroad. What is the idea? Why do we
forget our national commitment? Why is
the matter of recognition being low-lighted
altogether? Let us remember that recognition
doing not necessarily involve war. Who said
that recognition involves war? When the
Provisional Government of Free Algeria
was recognized by some countries, did war
follow with France? When we recognised
Indonesia even at the time when Holland was
fighting Indonesia—Holland did not re-
cognise Indonesia till November 1948—did
we have a war with Holland? Recongition
does not necessarily mean war. There is no
doubt about it.

1 feel there is one important aspect to
which reference was made by my friend,
Mr. Atal Bihari Vajpayee, for example. Our
Foreign Services have behaved in a manner
which I find very difficult to describe. 1 have
a feeling, Sir, that most members of our
Foreign Service are very proficient in Anglo-
Saxonism and I am quite sure they follow
the lead of the Anglo-Saxon powers. I see for
instance that our Ambassador in Washing-
ton was not even present at his post when
Jaya Prakash Narain was there. He was not
cven present in Washington. He was busy
otherwise. I had occasion to say it earlier
also and that our Permanent Representative
at the United Nations bchaved a great deal
better, maybc for certain other reasons. But
our Ambassador in Washington is hardly
doing his job. He was not even present when
Jaya Prakash Narain went to that city. Jaya
Prakash Narain in his stature and his standing
is worth more than the whole lot of our
Ambassadors and High Commissioners who
we do not even know how important it is to
back up the efforts of Jaya Prakash Narain.
Journalists from Ghana and clsewhere have
reportcd that our Embassies did not give
them adequate information. Our friend,
Mr. Keshav Dev Malaviya, comes back from
Muslim countries, from Cairo or Damascus
or somewhere. He says that they are not
speaking up. I have not yct seen one instance
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of really effective propaganda being put out
by our Foreign Service in countries in that
part of the world. The Muslim Jehan was
not disturbed when Syria could not stay
with Egypt in the UAR. The existence of 20
or so Arab States does not disturb the inter-
national free masonry of Islam. But the grand
principles of Islam in regard to the brother-
hood of man and in regard to social discipline
which is behind the movemnt which Mujibur
Rahman Khan in East Bengal leads with the
help of Maulana Bhasani and so many others,
a movement which is linked up with the best
of the principles of Islam and also of demo-
cracy, which is now being experimented with
in a manner which is unprecedented in his-
tory, were never put across as a proposition
to these countries where Muslims are domi-
nant, and the result is that the deep democra-
tic upsurge in East Bengal is not understood
at all.

That is why there has to be a realisation
of the importance of the fight in East Bengal,
in Bangla Desh, because it gets together all
sorts of people. I hope the leadership of the
whole movement will not remain concentra-
ted only in the hands of the Awami league,
butthat the others who are there, the National
Awami League, Maulana Bhasani’s section
and the other section, the Communist Party
of Bangla Desh, and the local resistence
leadership would all join and would be of
help in the matter of the achievement of a
free Bangla Desh.

We should have and could have recognised
Bangla Desh earlier, sometime in early
April, but the Parliament Resolution was
thrown into the scrap heap. We did not even
take diplomatic steps when in Dacca our
Deputy High Commission was out of
commission, not working at all. We did not
even register our diplomatic disapproval by
recalling our Deputy High Commissioner.
Today he is a prisoner in Dacca, he is starv-
ing and in different ways treated so badly.
And, when a man called Mehdi Masud is
sent from Delhi to represent Pakistan as
Deputy High Commissioner, we accept
him, we treat him in a V. I. P, manner. Why
should we do that? I do not understand.
You don’t go to war if you ask your own
Deputy High Commissioner to come back.
But we did not do it. We did not recall our
Deputy High Commissioner from Daccq.
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The External Affairs Ministry’s mouth-
piece, the Indian and World Affairs, a fort-
nightly, printed only one article on recogni-
tion, by Tek Chand, who was a Member of
the First Parliament. He produced the Pro-
hibition Report. He is very well known: in
club circles people used to say, let us go ard
have a Tek Chand! He has written an article
attacking recognition, saying that it was not
a possibility. ‘The only article which came
out in the official fortnightly of the External
Affairs Ministry is an article opposing re-
cognition, while recognition is the only logical
step after our Parliamentary resolution.

In these circumstances when we are dealing
with a matter of the gravest importance, it is
necessary that our country behaves with cou-
rage, our country must behave with-some im-
aginative understanding of the issués at
stake.

Pakistan can no fonger resume its old
existence and- that is semething which we
have got to remember. Bangla Desh has
launched a kind of movement which we are
pledged to assist. T do not understand what
the Prine Minister meant when she said:
“We should not allow the people of Bangla
Desh to be exterminated.” What are we
goiog to do about it? Are we going to be
overwhelmed ‘by the refugee problem? It is
an overwhelming problem but we are not
going to be left with this problem all the
time. We have to have a solution of this
problem. Therefore, we have to go ahead.
We have even to show the world the way.
Only if India recognises Bangla Desh other
countries come into the picture. Otherwise
the other countries will say, it is a complicated
question and therefore, when India has not
recognised Bangla Desh, it is not necessary
for us to do so.

That is why this kind of a political solu-
tion which is being bandied about has got
to be clarified a great deal more. We cannot
let down the great freedom movement in
Bangla Desh. If that requires us to take
some risk, we have to take it. We should be
prepared for it. Pakistan must not continue
to have the initiative in its hands. Pakistan
has already foisted on us a more-than-war
situation. We don’t want war; nobody wants
war; we shall never go out of the way to have
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war. Are we going to be in a position where
war is foisted upon us and we are made to
appear before the world as if we were to
blame?

That is the sort of thing—the plot now
going on—against which we have to defend
ourselves. - Purposeful action has to be
taken. Courage is the most essential part of
statesmanship. Do the thing you fear and
then the death of fear is certain—that is what
somobody had said. We have -to have some
fearlessness, not this craven, cringing, callous
attitude which the Foreign Minister is show-
ing. Everytime he makes a statement, he puts
his foot into a very expressive part of his
anatomy. Evcrytime this happens. He made
a statement towards the end of March. The
whole House was in uproar against him and
the Prime Minister had to say something
else about it. Next time he makes a statement
he does not use the word ‘Bangla Dcsh’;
when there is a shout from different parts of
the House, ‘Say Bangla Desh, Bangla Desh’,
he answers. condescendingly, ‘All right; |
am ready to say ‘Bangla Desh’, if that pleases
you.” That is the kind of attitude which he
has shown all the time.

1 say in conclusion that this attitude 1 can-
not describe as characteristic only of the
Foreign Minister. He represents his Govern-
ment. His Government is answerable to
this country. His Government must stand
by the commitment which Parliament has
made to our people. That commitment is
the recognition of Bangla Desh and coura-
geous action to follow thereafter, avoidance
of war by all possible means, but at the same
time to bring about a situation both by means
of propaganda and by our own principled
action which would bring about a solution
which we are all trying to see brought about.

SHRI C. M. STEPHEN (Muvattupuzha):
We have before us two statements of the
Minister of Extrrnal Affairs and a number of
joint statements issued from different capitals
of the world, One of the statements of the
Minister gives an account of his tour and the
impressions he has gathered. That i$ in two
parts. One part spells out the-stand which
the Government of India has taken with
respect to the question of Bangla Desh refu-
gees. The second part spells out his evalua-
tion as to how different countries have rcacted
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to the stand the Government of India have
taken. The next statement is with respect to
the arms supplicd by America and it spells
out the reaction of the Government of India
The question before us is whether by consen-
sus we register our approval of the stand
the Government of India have taken with
respect to these different issues. May I say
at the very start that 1 wholeheartedly support
the stand taken by Government as being the
most responsible, the most statesmanlike
and, judging by the results fairly the most
effective stand which the Government could
take under the circumstances obtaining now.

There is no doubt that the question of
Bangla Desh has ceased to be an internal
affair of Pakistan. Tt has become an inter-
national issue, not merely because of the
refugee problem but because of developments
starting {rom the elections passong on to
genocide, resulting in the refugee problem,
which according to the Government and the
people of India, is in effect an invasion, not
armed, of Indian territory.

International opinion has got to takc note
of these three developments. The first is the
clection that took place and the verdict of the
people. Yahya Khan, as is well known, has
been holding the government as an interim
trustce with a commitment to the people of
Pakistan to transfer power by a democratic
process. He implemented that promise and
called an election. The people went to the
polls. The Awami League went to the polls
with a definite manifesto, the details of which
are very well known. The results of the elec-
tions are now known to all. The people
reacted in a particular way. We all know
that during 10 days after the elections Mu-
juibur Rehman was holding the sway in
East Pakistan. The stage came when the
Chief Justice refused to administer the oath
of office to Mr. Tika Khan. So, it was clear
that for a period a new Government had
come into existence. We need not recog-
nise a different State, but certainly interna-
tional opinion has got to decide whether
they should recognise @ new Government or
not. We can legitimately say that we recog-
nise this Government. All I am saying is that
it is a point to which international opinion
cannot be indifferent. We could not be
indifferent. We took note of the situation,
but in a mood of generosityand in our anxiety
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not to precipitate matters, we withheld re-
cognition. Not because we could not in law
recognise, but because we preferred not to
recognise bowing to international propriety.

Then we passed on to the next question
facing these people, Yahya Khan's military
junta coming with their tanks and bombs
and starting a period of genocide. By the
Geneva Convention of 1948 genocide is an
international crime, which the members of
the international community have under-
taken to punish. Genocidc took place,
punishment had to be meted out. By geno-
cide, the popular will was thwarted and the
Government went irto exile. That is a matter
on which international opinion could exercise
itself, but we refrained from giving any
opinion about it.

Then we passed on to the next stage, the
tremendous refugee influx into this country,
unprecedented in the history of humanity.
During the post-war period we had many
instances of the refugee problem, but not-
like the one we are fecing. In the case of
Viet Nam, Korea and Palestine. the refugee
problem was created because of the vivisection
of those countries, ard the German problem
was becausc of the choice of the refugees
themselves. But herc is a peculiar situation
in which Government claiming to represent
the peoplc commits genocide on them and
drives out about 60 lakhs across the border
to another country.

I am looking at the refugee problem not
as a humanitarian question, ¥ am looking
at it as to that it really means in law. The
United Nations Charter reserves the right to
every country to go to war in self-defence if
necessary against invasion, attack and aggres-
sion. Aggression is not defined in interna-
tional law, and it is not limited to armed
aggression either. By the same rationale by
which United States intervened in the Cuban
episode, we are entitled to intervene, and
if necessary, to invade so that we may protect
out country. 1 am not saying that we must
invade. But here is a case of invasion on the
land of this country by 60 lakhs of people
coming here. Intemational opionion has
got to take note of it.

My hon. friend Shri Hiren Mukherjee was
saying that the Foreign Minister had not
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achieved anything by his tour abroad, nor
had the other Ministers. I do not understand
what exactly he means by it. He says that
the Foreign Minister has back-slided on the
commitment of this house. I am not aware
of any commitment by this House or the
Government to recognise Bangla Desh. What
is, after all, recognition ? That stage is passed.
Recognition is a consequence of something
else. Now we are in a stage where our coun-
try is invaded. We do not need a smoke-
screen of recognition if at alt we want to inter-
vene. So, recognition has ceased to be of
more than academic interest today.

No refugee problem has ever been settled
by repetriation. International opinion is very
firm on this particular point. I do not want to
read out the text. Nowhere has it been settled.
_Mr. Swaran Singh went round and here is
the statement. We have got a certain definite
commitment from the forcign countries that
this refugee problem has got to be settled
by repatriation. That is a very valuable com-
mitment he has got from fareign countries.
No country has gone away and the only
exception perhaps is the United States.

14.00 hrs.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: Was not this
commitment there before he visited the
foreign countries?

SHRI C. M. STEPHEN: Not in so many
words. Three things have got to be empha-
sised: stop the flow of refugees, then their
repatriation which alone is the solution and
thirdly, political settlement. That alone will
ensure repatriation. On these three aspects
Mr. Swaran Singh has succeeded in getting
the commitment of international opinion.
1 do not forget the faet that the United States
had cleverly evaded this particular matter.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: I quite appre-
ciate the point that as a result of the visit of
your Foreign Minister you got a renewal of
the commitment about political solution but
that commitment was made by Podgorny
and by the British Prime Minister much
earlier.

SHRI C. M. STEPHEN: 1 am interested in
the results. 1f my friend is @ nxious to under-
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line the generosity of some other country and
not the achievement of the representative of
this country, I have nothing to say, I leave
it to your sense of patriotism. 1 do not know
what my friend Mr. Samar Guha will say
about the position of the United States of
America: They stop with saying: ‘It was
also recognised that relief in itself is not
enough and is not a solution to the present
problem” They say further:

“An end to an early reversal of the
flow of refugees is an important first step-
which in turn would be greatly facilitated
by progress towards a restoration of
peaceful conditions in East Pakistan
and a political accommodation.”

I am pointing out this fact and drawing a
distinction between the Stand the United
States has taken vis-a-vis the stand of the
other countries. There must be repatriation
and that alone is the solution. America has
stopped that. They have not accepted it as
a solution to the problem. The supply of
arms has to be viewed against that back-
ground. Efforts at cultivation of international
opinion in our favour has been affective and
I must congratualate the Ministers who have
done this. They were up against heavy odds.
It was a hard task to attempt a break through
and they have made it. The U.S. has acted
in a particular way and they have supplied
aims. In international law there are some
stages of recognition: status of belligerency,
status of insurgency, recognition of a State,
recognition of Government, When the entire
people were against the military junta, the
democratic outlook of the United States
could not even accord the status of belli-
gereney or insurgency to them. The effect
of that weuld be to maintain an attitude of
neutrality. To supply arms to them is a
breach of their assurance to this Government.
They have done so uniliterally; they went
back upon their word. We ase now sorry
that they have committed this treachery
against the people of this country.

1 warn America to take note of this ceuntry,
I tell America, you have preferred to take
note of President Yahya Khan; you should
look to India where 600 million people are
united as no other country has united; fas-
tened to the principles of democracy, deter-
mined to defend the shores of their country
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and ride behind their chosen leadership
through a democratic process. They in their
wisdom follow the path of loyalty; that
affection, that attachment of the 600
million people, you do not value; but
you value Yahya Khan and their military
junta. This attitude of yours will have its
repercussion here, and you have to take
note of that repercussion.

One word more and I shall close. We are
certainly facing a very serious situation.
The refugees cannot be accepted here; they
have got to go back there, and this enuncia-
tion we are making to international opinion.
It is up to international opinion to see that
the refugees go back when a settlement comes
through. It is for the people of East Pakistan
to decide, not for us. If the people of East
Pakistan come to some arrangement, whereby
the refugees will be prepared to go back, we
have nothing to say. But if, as a result of the
present situation, the refugees are still re-
maining behind, it will be our right to see
and take up such measures as are necessary
to see that the refugees go back in perfect
safety. It is for international opinion to take
appropriate steps for the purpose of doing
that. If they are not doing that, they will be
responsible for the explosion that will take
place. In that context, America has unfor-
tunately acted as a criminal of international
peace in that it has affected the moods of
and created frustration in the people of this
country who will surely rally up and beat
back America, beat any country. These 600
million peopple have got the right, got the
strength, got the unity. And Bharat Mata
has got the dynamism to stand up against
this mighty dollar America and defend our
country, defend the honour of this country,
defend the hearths of this country, defend the
600 million people of this country, and heat
the junta, or anybody who, by the right of
their dollar or through their military arma-
ments, are trying to defy and defame this
country.

In the protection of our country and its
policy, may 1 tell the Prime Minister that the
people of this country and the entire Parlia-
ment will be behind her as one man to defend
the honour of this country and to march
forward. I support the enunciation that
Mr. Swaran Singh has placed before this
House and I appreciate the great achievement
he has effected by his tours abroad.
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SHRI SAMAR MUKHERJEE (Howrah):
Sir, 1 stand by what Shri Hiren Mukherjee
has said here. Now, it is quite clear that
American imperialism is double-faced. But
still. the illusion will remain and the Govern-
ment of India is so much dependent on Ame-
recan money that this Government of India
will have no courage, despite all her verbal
bravado, to stand against American imperi-
alism. The sooner the Indian people and our
friends on the other side realise the heinous
role of American imperialism, the better for
the country as a whole and for the people
of Bangla Desh.

It is not only American imperialism. What
commitment the British Government had
made to our Foreign Minister has also come
in the press. This is the report of the 25th
June. The Foreign Secretary, Sir Alec
Douglas-Home, was asked in a radio inter-
view broadcast over the BBC, if he thaught
that more pressure could be put on President
Yahya Khan if all foreign assistance were
withdrawn from Pakistan. Sir Alec said
“all this would be to create new areas of
poverty and misery.” This is their argument.
So, they are not going to withdraw any eco-
nomic aid to Pakistan.

“So, we decided that existing aid to
development projects should go on, but
that new aid must bc considered in the
light of a political settlement.”

So, this commitment is double-faced. They
are giving hopes to India and they are doing
their own business with Pakistan. In today’s
papers it has come out:

“USA not halting economic aid to
Pakistan.”

The consortium have decided that they will
continue the aid to Pakistan, but tempora-
rily the aid is not going there because, as the
newpaper report says:

“The informal decision was taken after
a mission from the World Bank and Inter-
national Monetary Fund reported after a
visit that Pakistan was in administrative
and economic shambles.”

They are not in a position now to utilise the
economic aid and that is why for two or three
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months, economic aid may not be given.
So, through his statements, our Foreign
Minister is creating an illusion that some
political settlement will come through the
intern ention of these imperialist powers.

Which type of political settlement is in
the minds of these powers should also be
clear. When our Foreign Minister was in
England, a joint statement came out saying:

“It was accepted that a political solu-
tion must be found which was acceptable
to the people of East Pakistan. However, it
is not clear whether the type of political
solution envisaged in the join{ statement
means the same to the two Foreign
Ministers.”

So, it is not clear whether the British Govern-
ment is envisaging the same political solution
as India is envisaging. It says further:

“The British Government maintains
that it is not for it to say that the represen-
tatives of East Pakistan with whom Yahya
should seek a settlement must necessarily
bethe elected representatives of the
people.”

So, they are for setting up a stooge govern-
ment and then they will declare that a civil
Government has been established in Bangla-
desh. They will say, there has been a politi-
cal settlement and that will get the support
of the imperialist powers. There is no inten-
tion on the part of Pakistan Government to
have any political solution.

It has come out in today’s papers:

“The economic adviser of Yahya
Khan has categorically stated that they do
not believe in this type of political solu-
tions.”

Another news has appeared that they are
calling the National Assembly and 22 Awami
League Assembly members have indicated
that they would respond to the call. That
means, Pakistan Government is trying for
defections inside the Awami League elected
members. The Government of India is ex-
pert in generating defections. This is the way
followed by the capitalist countries. But
Pakistan also is employing the same method.
Already some elected members have been
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murdered. The restare underground and they
are finding no immediate prospect of achiev-
ing full independence for Bangladesh. They
relied so much on the recognition of their
government by the Government of India and
their full moral and material help, including
arms. The behaviour of this government
during the last three months: the way they
have dealt with the question of recognition,
the raising of the slogan of political solution,
the issue of joint statements with American,
British and other governments which consti-
tute the Aid-Pakistan Consortium. all thcse
have created demoralisation among the
people of Bangladesh about the immediate
prospect of Bangladesh getting completely
liberated and becoming sovereign. If this
trend continues there is every likelihood of
some more defections. Already out of 167
Awami League Assembly members if you
deduct 22, the number comes to 145 which
is less than a majority in a House of 300
members. If there is more defection, the
Pakistan Government will be able to call
the Assembly with the help of the defectors.
Also, those who are underground cannot
attend the Assembly meeting. So they can
make a show of some form of political solu-
tion. Also, there is likelihood that Pakistan
Government may declare new elections or
bye-elections and under military rule they
may get their stooges elected because the
people would not go to vote for the traitors.
So, under the guise of democracy they will
befool woild opinion because our govern-
ment have issued joint statements with other
governments that there is a civilised govern-
ment established in Pakstan. If you go
through the joint statements circulated here,
what is the impression created among the
people by these joint statements? They
create the idea that even the Indian Govern-
ment want a solution within the framework
of Pakistan. Even the term “East Bengal”
was not mentioned in the joint statement;
it speaks of “East Pakistan” ‘which cate-
gorically shows that they are nationals of
Pakistan. So, they must go back, return back
to their own State. If you sign a joint state-
ment that they are nationals of Pakistan
what is the meaning? The meaning is quite
clear that you want them to go back to Pakis-
tan. That does not, by any stretch of imagina-
tion, mean that you want an independent
sovereign Bangladesh.
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So. by the stand taken by the Government
of India they are)doing the utmost harm to
the freedoin struggle of the Bangladesh
people and vou are creating confusion among
the masses. That is why after three months
we see that the government has retreated,
has backslided from its earlier position of
31st March. What was the understanding
given to use? The understanding was that
day by day the Government of India will
advance towards the stage of recognition.
But by the way joint statements have been
made, serious doubts have been created
among the people regarding the purpose,
intention, honesty and integrity of the Govern-
ment of India. 1t is a policy of drift and the

drift is causing serious harm to the
cause.

Now you are talking of 7 million refugees
coming here. This huge influx of refugees is
not an isolated event. It is directly linked or
associated with the freedom fight which is
developing or taking place in Bangladesh.
Had there been recognition by the Govern-
ment of India of the sovereign provisional
government and had all possible help been
given to the freedom-fighters, then the fight
would have advanced to such a stage that
people would have felt confident and remained
there and this big flow of refugees would not
have taken place. There would have been
refugees coming but this flow would not
have been there. It is true that in the statement
it has been stated that some condition should
be created where the refugees who are here
can feel confidence to go back. But if you
become a tealist in today’s conditions only
if the Bangla Desh becomes sovereign and
independent completely free of Pakistan only
in that case the confidence can come among
the people and certainly in that condition
they will go back. There is a report that
nealy one lakh of refugees are daily coming
because mass butchery is going on and there
is no intention no the part of Pakistan Govern-
ment to slacken it. That is why the situation
is to much serious. The Government of
India are afraid for people getting arms and
they are tied to American imperialism. That
is the basic weakness of the Government.
Out of fear they are resorting to wholesale
repression on West Bengal and more than
one lakh warrants have been issued, thou-
sands have been arrested, the elected Assemb-
ly has been sissolved and areign of terror is
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thete. By creating a reign of terror within
the country no Government can help any
other Government. That is the essential
weakness in the policy of Government. That
is why we demand that recognition must be
granted without delay and all possible help
must be extended to the freedom fighters
including help with arms. We are opposed
to war. Talk of war will be a handy weapon
in the hands of Yahya Khan to mobilise world
opinion. We are opposed to those who are
talking of war. But it is true that the inde-
pendence and sovereignty of the Bangla
Desh is entirely dependant on the struggle
of Bangla Desh people. They have formed
the Government and our task is to recognise
that Government and help the freedom
fighters. Then alone the conditions will be
created for refugees to go back.

DR. V. K. R. VARADARAJA RAO
(Bellary): Mr. Dy. Speaker, Sir, 1 think the
country today is facing a very serious situa-
tion and I would suggest that all of us which-
ever side of the House we belong to should
look at this problem not from a party point
of view but from the point of view of country
as a whole. And it is from that point of view
I somewhat deplore the observations made
by my hon. friend who just concluded his
speech—attacking the internal policies of this
Government. 1 have no objection to his
attacking the internal policies of the Govern-
ment but I say as far as this particular prob-
lem is concerned let us keep the other things
out and concentrate on the is ue of Bangla
Desh.

Sir, there can be no two opinions about the
fact that what the United States Government
has done is wrong. I do not think even the
most vocal friends of the United States in
this country will be found to support the
action they have taken. I should like to say
only this that to the extent that this export
of Arms from United States to Pakistan is
still a reflection of the old policy of balancing
India and Pakistan and keeping a certain
balance of power on the Indian sub-continent,
in so far as it is a reflection of that attitudc,
I think, the United States Government should
realise that time has come to change that
attitude. Whatever reality there may or may
not have been in that position in the past,
it does not exist any more and, I think, they
should take note of our opinion, of world
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opinion and of their own interest in the
security and peace of this region.

They have had enough experience of what
happened in Vietnam. They are still experi-
encing it. They have a real interest in the
peace and security of this region. Thetefore,
in their own interest of maintaining peace
and security in this region, T suggest that they
should now call a halt to their previous assess-
ment of the balance of power in the Indian
sub-continent and take steps to see even at
this late stage that this flow of arms to our
sub-continent is stopped. I do not think it
is impossible. I hope, our Foreign Minister
will speak in strong language, quietly and
privately of course, to the United States
Government to see to it that before those
arms reach the coast of Pakistan something
is done to intercept and stop them from
reaching there

Coming back to this question, I do think
in spite of disagreement from some of my
friends who have spoken from the side oppo-
site to me, that the visit of the Foieign Minis-
ter nas certainly succeeded in setting the issue
in perspective. I do not say, he has achieved a
miracle; that he has been able to convert
the Western countries’ governments to our
point of view. I do not think so. 1 doubt
whether it was his objective. I think, his main
objective was to counter the kind of impres-
sion that was being created that, on the one
hand, it was an internal problem of Pakis-
tan, a view unfortunately still held by our
Arab friends and many people still think
that this is secession and is an internal pro-
blem of Pakistan and, therefore, should be
treated as an internal security problem, and
on the other the impression prevailing in the
world that refugees were coming to India
which was a poor and a good country which
could not afford to feed all these refugees;
therefore, they must issue appeals, collect
dollars and help the Indians to feed the
refugees. This was more or less the kind of
public opinion that existed in the Western
parts of the world before the Foreign Minis-
ter undertook his tour, I do not think he
would make any bigger claim than to say
that his intention was to make the foreign
governments aware that, firstly, this was not
an internal problem and, secondly, that it
was not a problem of getting millions of
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dollars for feeding the refugees but it was a
much bigger problem, a problem of peace
and security of this part of the world. a much
bigger part of the world than the part of the
world where peace and serucity have been
threatened and war has been going on for
the last seven or eight years, that 1 think
was the objective behind the Foreign Minis-
ter’s visit if 1 understand him aright and 1
think he has succeeded in that object.

1 think, it is crystal clear today in Washing-
ton, London. Bonn and elsewhere that this
was not an iaternal problem. How could
it be an internal problem? I do not know
how they could have thought so. Is apartheid
in South Africa an internal problem? All
those coloured Africans are citizens of South
Africa. Apartheid is condemned by the
entire United Nations. Is it an internal pro-
blem? If Bengalis are going to be oppressed
and suppressed by non-Bengalis, is it an in-
ternal problem? Or, in Rhodesia they have
got a majority which is not being allowed
to rule: a minority rules. The United Nations
has taken it up. How can it be an internal
problem? 1 am glad, therefore,-that an at-
mosphere has been created and I would like
to tell the Foreign Minister that time may
come, just like the issue of apartheid and
Rhodesia, when this issue may have to go to
the United Nations. This is not an internal
matter but it is a matter concerning all the
people of the world.

As far as we are concerned, it is a fact
that the refugees who have come are not
Indian citizens. We do not want to keep them
in this country, no because we do not have
any love for them. We are prepared to help
them as much as possible. but they belong
to a neighbouring coun.ry and they have
got every right to go back. Their fathers,
grandfathers, great grandfathers have lived
there for thousands of years. They have
their property there. Their memories are
there. They belong there and they have got
to go back. I am glad, the Prime Minister
made an unambiguous statement—probably
she made it in Srinagar—that the refugees
will go back. There is no question of our
keeping them for all time to come. I think,
this must be understood.

I am not a person who talks very much on
politics but I am a patriotic Indian citizen
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and | know something about the affairs of
this country. No section of this country is
going to be satisfied by a flow of dollars.
They are not looking for one billion, two
billion or five billion dollars from the
United States. The Americans are prepared
to spend 40 billion dollars on their own wars
and another 20 billion dollars on Space
Research. We cannot be bought of by a few
billion dollars. We do not wantthe dollars.
If they come, it is well and good. If they do
not, all right. But the real problem is that
these refugees have come to us and they
have got to go back. They do not belong
to this country. They are our guests. We are
very happy that we are in a position to
help them to the best extent that we cant.
But they are our temporary guests. They
have got to be restored to their homes. And
this cannot be done unless there is a political
settlement.

1 am very glad, Sir, that there is lot of dis-
cussion in this House on this political settle-
ment. And 1 must say, though this may or
may not be liked by all people on my side
of the House, that I would be in agreement
with certain sections of what Shri Vajpayee
said And 1 would request the Foreign
Minister to spell out what is meant by this
political settlement because we have known
in the past that independence meant many
things, dominion status meant many things
and socialism even today means many things.
What is this political settlement? Political
settlement cannot be a stooge settlement and
it cannot be the setting up of Quilsing
Govcrments in Bangla Desh. Political settle-
ment must in the first place mean the release
of Sheik Mujibur Rahman. That army
should go out from all house tops. Without
his reliease, there can be no settlement—no
question of 22 Awami Leabue Members being
brought in and an Assembly meeting. Firstly,
the release of Sheik Mujibur Rehman and
negotiations with the Awami League which
scored a substantial majority in the Elections.
If they want Bangla Desh, then Bangla Desh.
If they want independence, then independe-
dence. Political settlement has to be arrived
at not with us. It has to be arrived at with
the people of Bangla Desh. And if the Pakis-
tani Authorities have treated them so badly
that the people of Bangla Desh want no more
connection with them, it is their funeral.
But T do say that the political settlement has
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to be between the Government of West Pakis-
tan and the people of Bangla Desh. As far
as we are concerned, we want a political
settlement because without the political
settlement we cannot find conditions which
will enable the refugees to go back.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, you know what is
happening on all our border areas. We cannot
tolerate this. And it is an invasion. It may
not be an invasion in thetechnical sense of
soldiers coming into our country. But 60
lakhs of people have been driven into our
country in this particular fashion. I am not
only talking of the ceonomic consequences,
social consequence, cultural consequences
but possibly the communal consequences.
This is an invasion. I am prepared to call it
an invasion of different type. There used to
be infiltration; there used to be invasion.
Now this is a new way of invading the country
by forcing a large number of citizens to flec
to the neighbouring contry, to stay there
and create problems. Therefore, Sir, this is
not an internal problem of Pakistan. It is
a problem of wprld conscience. 1 would also
say it is now becoming an Indian problem be-
cause India is vitally interested in the political
settlement. Perhaps, I think the External
Affairs Minister is quite right because in
tune with the traditions of our country from
the days of Maha Bharata—Krishna went
to Duryodhana knowing full well that war
will still take place to show how anxious
he was for peace—we want to convince the
world that we want to give them a chance.
Now they cannot plead ignorance of the
situation. Political settlement is not a smoke
screen. It is not a make-believe. The crucial
problem of the political settlement is whether
the refugees in India will be willing to go
back or not. That is the crucial test of the
political settlement.

Therefore, Sir, we must spell out the poli-
tical settlement. I would earnestly request
the Foreign Minister because he has not done
it so far in authoritative terms on the floor
of the House. 1 would like to request the
Foreign Minister to say on the fioor of this
House in categorical and unambiguous terms
what we understand by the political settle-
ment, and what it is that we will accept
as political settlement, and not these funny
interpretations that may be given to this
expression by the British Diplomats or the
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American State Department or its Advisers.
India must clearly go on world record as to
what we mean by “political settlement”’. Once
the Foreign Minister clearly says what it is,
1 think, the whole country will stand behind
him, not only our party but all the other
parties. If a political settlement does not
come aboui, 1 also want to join my friends
in saying that we are not going just to be
brow-beaten.

T know we are not a very strong country.
1 know we are 60C miltion people. The pcople
alone do not count. We are not a major
military power. But we cannot forget that
we did fight a great Empire and we were able
to fight it and, practically, brought it down
to its knees without having large supplies
of arms and ammunition. We have the
spirit. The spirit can be roused. It can be
stimulated. 1t can be nurtured. It can be
solidified. We are interested in Bangla Desh.
It is going to solve many problems for us,
not only in terms of the freedom of Bengalis
who live in East Bengal but in terms of the
age-long, centuries-old, communal problem
in this country. Of course, the Foreign Minis-
ter can use much more cautious language.
He holds a morc responsible position than
I do. But he must make it clear in unmistaken
terms. I do not mind what language he uses.
We are not prepared to wait indefinitely. If
the solution does not come within a reason-
able time, then we will be compelled much
against our will to take unilateral action.
If that action brings us into trouble, if that
action means going through the hell, as the
Piime Minister said it the other day, we are
prepared to go through the hell, if it becomes
necessary. I think we should make it quite
clear.

1 have a feeling that many of the foreign
people still think that Indians are soft, non-
violent, goody-goody people and all that,
that they are so tolerent, that they shout
and talk and, after sometime, they will quiet
down. It is for us to make it clear that India
is not going to be cowed down. It is a matter
of life and death. If a settlement acceptable
to the people of Bangla Desh which will
also include the question of refugees to go
back with dignity is not reached within a
reasonable time, then we should make it
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clear that we as the Government of India
will be prepared to take our own action for
the purpose of bringing about a settlement.

SHRI K. MANOHARAN (Madras North):
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, we are discussing
the Resolution adopted by this House moved
by the Piime Minister, Shrimati Indira
Gandhi, and the statements made by the
External Affairs Minister, Mr. Swaran Singh.

Sir, the second paragraph of the Resolu-
tion says:

“Instead of respecting the will of the
people so unmistakably expressed through
the clection in Pakistan in December, 1970,
the Government of Pakistan has chosen
to flout the mandate of the people.”

I think, this explains the character of the
Government. And the last paragraphs says:

“This House records its profound con-
viction that the historic upsurge of the 75
million people of East Bengal will triumph.
The House wishes to assurc them that
their struggle and sacrifices will receive
the wholehcarted sympathy and suprort
of the people of India.”

This explains, 1 think, the conviction of the
Government of India.

Now, at the outset, I must say, no political
Jeader in this country, no political party in
this country, nor the Government of India
is for the disintegration of Pakistan. We
are for the integration of Pakistan. What
is going on today is not the creation of the
Government of India but the creation of the
Government of Pakistan. If this fact is con-
sidered by the capitals of the world, I think,
50 per cent of the trouble is over. But I doubt
very much whether we have succeeded in
impressing upon the capitals of the world
and the international community this aspect
of the issue.

Unfortunately, Mr. Swaran Singh has been
put on fire this morning by certain political
parties and a substitute motion has also come
condemning the External’ Affairs Minister.
So far as I am concerned, my sympathy goes
to Mr. Swaran Singh for the simple reason
that he did his very best to impress upon the
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Government of the United States about
power issue, the Bangla issue and the magni-
tude of the influx of refugees. But the Govern-
ment of United States did not heed. I am not
surprised about it. The very disclosure of
certain classified top-secret documents by
Prof. Ellsberg is a revelation that the Govern-
ment of the USA is not only prepared to
hoodwink the peoples of the world but the
people of USA also. So you cannot expect
from such a barbarous, faithless and un-
scrupulous friend a certain amount of under-
standing about our problems. So, I think
Sardar Swaran Singh is in a way exonerated
from the charge.

But some other friends and Ministers also
toured the world capitals to acquaint those
governments of the Bangla Desh problem.
Among them is my friend, Mr. K. D. Mala-
viya. According to newspaper reports, he
failed miserably to impress. But if you go
through them, what did happen in Damascus
in the tenth session of the Executive Com-
mittee of the Afro-Asian People’s Solidarity
Committee Organization? That explains
something about the intention of the Govern-
ment of Pakistan. As was expected, Pakistan
representative blamed India for East Pakis-
tan situation and accused her of interfering
in the internal affairs of Pakistan. I could
understand this much accusation. But, the
representative has gone further and said and
he even made a suggestion that India is a
vast country and could as well keep the re-
fugees. That explains the malicious intention
of Pakistan.

Now, the position is clear. We have sent
abroad so many Ministers and so many dele-
gations to impress upon the world powers
and our External Affairs Minister has gone
to so many countries and has come back.
Apart from that, the Sarvodaya leader Jaya-
Prakash Narain has toured some of the
countries of the world. But, what is the atti-
tude of those countries and after having
studied those attitudes, what is the decision
that the Government of India could possibly
arrive at? That is the question. I entirely
agree with Prof. Mukerjee when he said that
Jaya Prakash Narain is neither a Communist
nor a Capitalist. He is a sober-minded
politician. After having toured all over the
world, Jaya Prakash Narain at Kula Lumpur,
while talking to the Press, said that the right
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thing for India to do now was to recognise
the provisional Government of Bangla Desh.
I think the Government of India may take
into consideration what Jaya Prakash Narain
has said.

Another startling report that appeared in
the press very recently is the budget presented
by the Economic Adviser of Pakl.iﬁgan Govern-
ment. 509, of Pakistan's budget has been
allotted for defence. 1 don’t thipk this allot-
ment for defence preparation is against the
Bangla Desh. 1t is against soneone-else. I
hope the Government of India would keep
in mind why such a preparation is being
elaborately made by Pakistan. If Pakistan’s
economy is in shambles, it is nobody’s
botheration, it is the funeral of Pakistan.
But here Pakistan is doing its maximum for
the military preparation. For what? For
attack. Agaist whom? I think it may be
projected against India. This also, the
Government of India, is expected to take
note of.

Another important fact to waich 1 want
to draw the attention of the House is this,
The United Nations Commissioner for Re-
fugees, Prince Aga Khan, has recently said
that he cannot give or the United Nations
cannot give any guarantee for the safety of
the refugees going to Bangla Desh. That
itself is another proof to explain that he is
very critical atout the intention or the motive
of the Government of Pakistan. In case these
people are pushed to Bangla Desh what is
waiting for them is nothing but butchery.
That is explained by his total denial of giving
any guarantee on behalf of himself or on
behalf of the UN.

In these circumstances what we are ex-
pected to do is the question. In the morning
we had a meeting with the Prime Minister.
Our Foreign Affairs Minister was also attend~
ing it. In short, if I am permitted to speak
what happened and transpired, it is this.
She said she was clear about the issue, the
net result is we are confused ultimately. What
the Government of India is prepared to do
in the interest of the country, in the interest
of diplomacy, etc. they may not be expected
to disclose, but the people of the country
want to know as to what is the real attitude
of the Government of India. We can’t drag
on this issue for long.
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Daily T am ‘told, the refugees are given
Rs. 3 worth, food and other things. How
long can we continue this, is the Question.
Already a provisional figure has been given
to the country. It may need Rs. 300 crores.
Rs. 300 crores, according to me, for a
limited period. Within the limited period,
if such things are not stopped, what will
happen? It would definitely be a strain on
our economy. 1 want to know what action the
Government of India is contemplating to send
back the refugees. I agree with Mr. Jaya
Prakash Narain. It is high time for us to re-
cognise Bangla Desh. 1 agree with Prof.
Mukerjee. Recognition does not mean de-
claration of war. Recognition does not mean,
we are antogonising Pakistan, or we are pre-
paring ourselves to wage war against Pakis-
tan. War, according to me, according to the
people of India, does not solve any issue.
War is a crude projection of savage thinking,
not only of this country, but any country in
the world. We are wishing complete tran-
quility and peace with our neighbours, es-
pecially with Pakistan. Once Pakistan has
oreated this problem, it is our job to see that
our interests are protected. - We must find a
solution. We must act now. Unless this is
done, T am afraid, the ambitious plan of the
Government of India to build this. country
as asooialist country would not succeed and
our plans would come to a collapse.

Therefore, 1 request the Prime Minister
and the External Affairs Minister to under-
stand the magnitude of the problem. What
prevents them from recognising Bangla Desh ?
We have been told, once recognition is given,
the countries of the world may come to the
conclusion that it is the creation of India.
Already Mr. Swaran Singh has explained that
world opinion is in favour of India. I am
differentiating between the two, between the
Government of the countries of the world
and the people of the world. So far as USA
is concerned, I am mot going to attack the
people of the USA. The people of USA
like us, are for peace. The people of Britain
are for peace. The people of Soviet Russia
are for peace. The people of India are for
peace. I request the Government to take us
into confidence and tcll us what they are
going to do about it. We are for peace; we
are for integrity; we are for sovereignty.
When wefind that the integrity of the countsy
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is threatened, the soversignty of the country
is questioned, we must rise like one man.
We will defend the integrity of our country.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Down with Hindi
imperialism.

SHRI K. MANOHARAN: 1 am con-
vinced that in the midst of seriousness there
are some clowns who are creating some sost
of situation to divert the attention of the
people of this country.

This is my humble suggestion: the only
way out is to accord recognition to Bangla
Desh and boost the morale of the pcople of
Bangla Desh. Once Bangla Desh is recogni-
sed, you can send armies, you can give moral
and material support to that country.

One word regarding ‘political settlement’.
1 cannot understand what you mean- by
‘political settlement’. Theie are so many
divergent views expressed. Political settlement
means anything from formation of a govern-
ment headed by Mujibur Rehman to setting
up a Pupppet regime which is going to be
installed by the Government of Yahya Khan.
If what has appeared in today’s papers is an
indication, Yahya Khan may try to -haod-
wink the nations of the world and say: here
is a gaycrnment representative of the people
of Bangla Desh, a democratic government;
so the problem is solved.” But 1 am sure the
nations of the world are not going to be hood-
winked by such kind of a puppet regime
which is going to be installed by Yahyg
Khan. What is warranted by the terrific and
explosive situation on thc part of our country
is to accord immediate recognition to Bangla
Desh.

DR. HENRY AUSTIN (Ernakulam):
The unkindest cut inflicted by the US by the
shipment of arms to Pakistan has, tp a very
large extent, avershadowed or eclipsed
the significant achievements of aur Foreiga
Minister, Sardar Swaran Singh. By his tour
of very many western capitals, he .has been
able to consalidate enlightened and infarmed
opinion in those countries .against certain
Establishments which have entreached them:
selves against the real issues involved which
we have been trying to facuss on she
Bangla Desh question. For instance, take
the case:of UK. Authoritative spokesmen
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of public opiriion have come out in support
of our cause not only at nongovéfninental
level but eveh at the govern miental level.
The British Goverrimetit Has come forward
with a statement that only a political
kettlement of the probiem cath meet the
sitvatioh. Th the same wdy, the Canadian
Government has come forward  almost
echoing the starid taken by Great Britain.
Again the Netherlands Government has come
forward saying that no further aid should
be giveh to the Pakistan Government. The
significant achievement of Sardar Swaran
8ingH is that he has been able to drive home
to thinking people in the western world,
the intelligentsia, people with ideals, that
liere at stake in India is not a limited issue
but an all-comprehensive issue where the
battle of freedom and independcnce is being
foughit on the soil of Bangla Desh.

- BHRESAMAR GUHA: Tam sorry to
interrupt him. Bat nowhere in the statement
or ih -ahy of thé cdmmuniques i€ there a
word about the fréedom struggle of Bangla

Desh. T just wanted to draw his attention
-to it,

- DR. HENRY AUSTIN: The achieve-
ment of our Foreign Minister is that he has
been able to get all things into documenta-
tion, in joint communiques issued in one
country after another, he has drawn the
attention of the thinking world to the
serious developments that are taking place
in the sub-continent. In my personal
assessment, this is:a significant contribution.

T had occasion to spend three days on the
borders of West Bengal. 1 was able to see
so many camps where lakhs of refugees aré
staying. The sight there is really pathetic
and heart-rending. I exchanged views with
many evacuees and I found'in them a steely
ditermination to go back to Bangla Desh.
They are pot here to take the doles of the
Indian Government or any.other Government.
They want to wage a relenticas battle againat
oppression in their country. Some of our
friends probably feel that these refugees are
poing to be here permanently. After meeting
these brethren who are fighting for demo-
cracy and freedom. I can authoritatively say
that the bulk of them want to go back to
Bangla Desh because they are fighting the
battle of freedom and democracy.. That is
Ihe red! sitwation,
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In human history no such massive exodus
of people has taken place. Ihave been touglt
by my religious mother about the emodiis
of the Israelites from the cruelties of the
pharaohs as the greatest exodus of the world,
There are Governments run by Christian
Democratic Parties in Italy, Germany and
other countries and they are deriving ins-
piration from the New Testament that
describes this exodus;: but that is nothing
compared to this massive exodus and
dispersal of millions of people for no fault of
theirs. Their only fault is that th ey voted for
Mujibur Rehman whe offered them secular
ideas, principles of demeocracy and socialism.
So. I appeal to the conscience of the Western
Governments to help these millions of people
who are being butchered by the violence of
the .Pakistan military, people who are strug-
gling for their lives. 1 have seen, along with
some honourable Members of this House,
tens of thousands of people stretching the-
‘mselves . on the roads near the various
camps. From across the rivers, this military
machine of Pakistan has been shooting
them down. When women wete corning
out, their babies were shot down, and
‘their " young girls weré taken away. Tlifs
is the background against which the
unkind cut of the united States has to be
viewed. Even now the Christians there train
their children to shed tears at the exodus of
the Israelites, but what about this cruelty
perpetrated with the very arms of that
Christian Government of the United States?
It is against this background that we have to
see the situation ‘in Pakistan.

‘The problem of refugees, mighty, massive
though it be, is only a procedural issue,a
concomitant of the cruelty inflicted on
the people of Bongla Desh—by the “rope
of Democracy”. The problem is not. going
to be solved by mere relicf and rchabilita~
tion. We need thc assistance of other
countries because it is a humagiu-rim
problem. But this massive problem has
been thrust on us by Pakistan at a time
when we Indians were trying to unite our-
selves on the issuc of the abolition of
poverty. We have given a commitment to
our people who have suffered under
Imperialist power for centuries, to aboikh
poverty. We have risen to a man and had
taken a decision under the enlightened lead-
erstiip of our Prime Minister that we will
make an honest ¢ffort to abolish proverty.
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When we undertook this battle, here
comes a situation the like of which the
world has not seen so far. When we are
struggling for economic emancipation of
the poor, here comes the mighty
power, the ‘United States, calling it-
self a sister democracy, assisting the war
machine of the dictator of Pakistan, a
country which could never implement de-
mocracy or democratic process in the last
23 years, which is spreading the message of
dectatorship and totalitarianism. This is
the greatest tragedy of the age. So the situa-
tion is not one to be solved by relief and
rehabilitation. We may perhaps accept help
from other countries but the basic question
is this: why have these millions of people
some to this country? Have they come here
to occupy our lands and live here on our
doles? No, they have come here because
they know that here is a country which res-
pects democracy, which respects the higher
values of life.

15.00 hrs.

I had occasion to speak with three or four
M.Ps. of Bangla Desh on the borders of
West Bengal. They were in the border and
they told us that every minute that they
spent there was wested. They wanted to be
on their holy land of Bangla Desh and do
away the Government that is suppressing
democracy there. When 1 heard the deter-
mination of those people T felt what mighty
people they were and T thought that we should
all go to their aid because here are 75 million
people struggling for democracy. Even as
these M.Ps. of Bangla Desh thanked us for
the massive sympathy that was shown by
India, they told us: you are thinking of six
or eight million refugees who have come to
India but what about 69 or 70 million people
in Bangla Desh? They are equally refugees
because they do not want to live under a
military regime. How to solve this basic,
substantive problem? For this we have go
to mobilise purlic opinion. Everyone knows
that India is not a warmongering country.
When Kashmir was attacked, when India
was attacked, when similar situations arose
in other parts of the world, we always wanted
peace and our massage was for peace, for
a peaceful settlement. Nobody wants war.
Then how can we continue in this situa-
tion? It is here that we want the support of
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the other countries and apolitical solution
can be achieved by consolidating and mobi-
lising internal public opinion. I had prefaced
my observations by saying that Sardar
Swaran Singh has taken a new step in orga-
nising public opinion. At non-governmental
level opinion is really consolidated in every
part of the country and the machinations of
international power politics cannot preserve
its consolidated position; it has got to melt
before the opinion organised by the intelli-
gentsia and journalists and the idealists the
world over. Even as public opinion is melting
that in Great Britain, in Canada and in
Netherlands, other countries will also follow
suit. I believe that this should be the solution.
I wish to appeal to the Opposition leaders.
We can easily say that recognition will solve
the problem, as if it is the panacea for all our
ills. Our Foreign Minister and the Prime
Minister are treading a delicate path and we
have to give them our support, our under-
standing and sympathy and appreciate the
delicate nature of the situation. We should all
stand united and mobilise public opinion;
then I am sure political solution will be
achieved. T do not want to dilate on the con-
tent or the nature of the political solution that
will help repatriation of the refugees. Today
when we are discussing this problem, let us
put up a united stand, whether we are in the
Opposition or on the ruling side, and focus
attention on this problem of Bangla Desh.
When once we stand united T can assure you
that world opinion will follow suit.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
(Begusarai): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, I concede
the point made by the previous speaker that
tnis is not the time to settle accounts with the
Government but to decide upon a national

_policy which might prove to be a rallying

point for the nation. The Government has
almost lost sight of the national consensus
that had been evolved earlier on this issue—
that has been very much in evidence latterly.
We find now, that as a result of the syste-
matic policy of the Government, we are
landed in an unprecedentedly difficult situa-
tion and a terrible mess. This is so because
the Government could not identify or define
the national interests in the emerging Bangla
Desh situation. And this has happened right
from the very beginning.

However, T would readily agree, without
any reservation” or qualification, that the
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six-nation tour of the Foreign Minister was
absolutely necessary, whatever its result.
But, it must be admitted, at the samc time,
that it has not met with the expected success
or the desperately-needed response from the
important countries which he visited,

It has also been a case, to my mind, of
delayed diplomacy of the Government of
India, which again is quite in keeping with
the throughly inadequate approach of the
Government to the whole situation. Perhaps,
Pakistan had already covered much of the
ground before the hon. Foleign Minister and
a host of other Ministers of the Government
of India condescended to descend upon the
world capitals.

1t has been rightly emphasised by many
hon. Members that the human tragedy on
such a vast scale had not occurred in our
recent memory. Since perhaps Hitler’s ex-
termination of the Jews, it had been the most
heart-rending episode of genocide in history.
It has been rightly emphasised by my hon.
friend, Prof. Mukerjee, that it is an inter-
national calamity the like of which we have
not seen since the founding of the United
Nations Charter. Perhaps no people in the
world had paid such a heavy price for inde-
pendence as the people of Bangla Desh.

Yet what has been the response of the
international community to the call of huma-
nity, what has been their response to
the awful tragedy which is still continuing-—
not that it has been a matter of the past?

A few things, to my mind, are quite clear
after the odyssey of the Foreign Minister to
the foreign capitals of the world.

India, thanks to the policy of the Govern-
ment, now seems to have acquired the status
of a taken-for-granted nation in the world.
Pakistan has to be caressed, cajoled and
pamnzred, and India has to be sympathised
with and commiscrated. That scems to be
the attitude of the countries of the world.

Sccordly, the international community
does not consider it an intern-tional calamity
even now, of a colossal magnitude. Tt still
considers it cssentially a matter relating to
the domestic jurisdiction of Pakistan. Let
us be quite clear about it. And therefore all
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this hesitancy and reluctance or the part of
these Governments to do what is their duty
by the humanity. Tn any case, it is quite
clear that they do not feel very strongly
about this human tragedy nor have they
been stirred to their depths by it; they con-
tinue to think in terms of the old power
pattern in this region, and they would do
absolutely nothing which would do injury
to this power pattern.

Implicdly, there is also the sinister accep-
tance of the condominium or the ‘sphere of
influence’ idea of China in this region. The
fear on their part is mainly governed by the
apprehension that there might be Chinese
intervention in the affair. Therefore, it can
be said that the countries of the world have
impliedly accepted the sphete of influence
of China in this region.

Pakistan, it is also very clear, has much
greater manocuvrability in international
affairs. In fact, this menocuvrability is truly
fantastic, for it can casily get away with the
worst crime against humanity. Not only
this. It can secure what ever assistance and
support it requires from the countries of the
world to pursue its pastime of genocide.

So far as a political settlement is con-
cerned, T have no manner of doubt in my
mind, that what the countries of the world
think is a settlement to the satisfaction of
President Yahya Khan and not to the satis-
faction of the people of Bangla Desh. Un-
less we get out of the mind all these illusions
or delusions, we can not face this issue
squarely.

I was a little surprised that the Foreign
Minister did not say in his statement much
about the response that has been made by
the UN. The UN still continues to be in-
humanly mute, passive and impotent. It
does not even care to ensure conditions in
which the convention on genocide could be
fulfilled. So the convention on genocide
remains an exercise in rhetoric or demo-

gagy.

The international community is also not
prepared to do anything to help India to
defend herself against the new-style Pak
aggression. As I have emphasised on an
earlier occasion, it is nothing less than an
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aggression by Pakistan and this aggression
has to be vacated. There does not seem to
be any inkling from the statement that the
countries of the world have agreed with the
Foreign Minister of India that India has a
right to defend herself against this aggression.

I am also surprised at the attitude of the
two super powers. The attitude of one super
power is, indeed, unmistakably pro-Pakistan,
an attitude of active aid and abetment to
the genocide by Pakistan. But the attitude
of the Soviet Union also, as is evedent from
the communigue issued after the meeting of
our Forcign Minister with his counterpart,
is quite disappointing. Let us not hope that
they are going to be of much help in. this
matter. Relatively, I might say, the attitude
of Canada and UK has been more forth-
right and encouraging.

_Now that it is fairly clear that India is
being rapidly driven to the last course—and
the drama might proceed with the inevit-
ability of the Greek tragedy—what are the
courses indicated to us? .In a moment, I shall
make a few suggestions.

Government cannot hibernate in a world
make-believe or feed the people on illusory
hopes. The political and social fall-outs of
the sitsation are going to be enormous. My
suggestion is that the Prime Minister should
address an appeal to the countries of the
world through this Parliament that the
situation is soon going to cross the limit of
tolerance. T would have advised her to under-
take a trip to the capitals of the world to
sound the final warning, but since our Foreign
Minister has come with a very disappointing
response from them, I would not suggest
that course. I would also like the Prime
Minister’s appeal to be directed to the UN
to do something positive to stop the killing,
to restore peace and do al that is necessary
to satisfy the people of Bangla Desh. She
should ask the major powers, particularly
the major aid-givers, to apply their economic
power to stop the madness of Pakistan.

I also do not quite understand how we
_can think of sending any delegation to the
UN General Assembly when this great body
is not active in the manner in which it should
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be. Its Security Council has not thought it
niecessary to do anything.

Finally, I would like this Government to
do something positive to show to the US
Govt. that the people of the country are
definitely displeased with them. The least
that the Government of india could bring
itself to do in this matte: is to recall its Am-
?:bassador. for long consultation. . Keep him
here—not that I ask the Ambassador to be
finally recalled. Let him be called Tor long
consultation and let us not send him back
till they revise their stand and there.is proper
response from that Government.

The Government should also refuse any
aid for refugee rehabilitation from the United
States, because we cannot take poison from
one hand and petty pittance from another.

sx-uu DINESH SINGH - (Pratapgath)
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, my colleague, Shri
Bhagwat Jha Azad has put the case. against
the US supply of arms .to Pakistan. most
admirably. He has pointed out to the House
how United States has been using double
Standards in its dealings with India and
Pakistan and how over a period of time it
has been trying to support Pakistan against
India. Now what I shall try to place before
the House is where do we go from there.

The Forcign Minister’s latest tour of the
capitals of some of the important western
countries and the Soviet Union has shown
that the problems that we are facing have a
common root, the malaise is an imtegral
whole, while we are trying to grapple with
different faces that it presents itself with;
Whether it is the question of US supply of
arms to Pakistan, or thé question of repres-
sion and butchery in Bangladesh, or the
denial of democracy throughout Pakistan,
or the forcing out of refugees and other
problems on us, the basic problem remains
the same. The real issue is the attempt of
the West to maintain the balance of power
between India and Pakistan in Sauth Asia.
Let us not forget that it was these powers
which carved out Pakistan and created it
only in the hope that it will be an effective
check against India, that the balance of power
would be so arranged that they will be able
to tilt it as and when they like.
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Then came the events in Bangladesh which
exposed the weakness of Pakistan. A State
established on colonial intrigue based on
feligious bigotry and hatred, maintained
by the forge of arms against the democratic
urges of the people, cannot be a viable unit
and it cannot last. It must either adjust
itself, begd to the wishes of the people or it
will break up. This is the position they were
faced with in Pakistan a few months ago.

When the Bangladesh problem hit the
headlines all over the world, India and
Pakistan watchers held their breath. They
were watching and waiting to see what we
were going to do, whether we could act
decisively and whether we would act deci-
sively. Tt is my submission, Sir, that in those
very valuable days, weeks and months that
followed the peoples’ uprising tin Bangla-
desh we deliberated, we collected testimonials
of good- behaviour and patience but we
failed to act decisively, which could have
turned the tide. Because of this, Pakistan
has regained its vilidity and Pakistan has
‘again been able to establish that it can be an
effective check and balance India. Therefore,
we notice a swing back in those countries
which were waiting and holding breath and
not making any c i Suddenly
they realised that Pakistan is still active, they
can prop it up, they can support it and they
can make it a growing concern. Of course,
they knew that there will be embarrassments.
There have been embarrassments, whether
it is the question of genocide, or the butchery
and repression, or the flood of refugees that
have come here, or the critical public opinion
at home and of the press, but these are not
situations that they have not dcalt with before.
These are situations which these countries
are quite used to. Take Vietnam, for exam-
ple, where they have been doing this for a
long time and where they-are only now being
exposed. Still they continue because they
feel that over a period of time if they go on
telling lies, if they go on forcing their will,
may be others will agree. These are not new
tactics. As you know, Sir, Hitler also tried
them with considerable success for a period
of time. The West also know that they can
always show generosity, they can always on
humanitarian grounds send money for the
refugees and that will not be aati-Pakistan,
because these are still Pakistani nationals
whom they are basically assisting. But the
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real question is: what are they willing to de
for India ? What is it they are willing to do te
get to the bottom of the basic problem and
I am sorry, Sir, the Foreign Minister’s two
statements do not give any reply to this ques-
tion as to what are they willing to do to find
the solution—not in terms of giving some
money to run the refugee camps but how are
they going to solve this problem that has
arisen. It is in this context that the discussion
today becomes relevant specially as in about
an hour’s time President Yahya Khan is
due to make a statement to give his idea of
a political solution. Therefore, it becomes
all the more important for us to keep our
objectives straight in mind as to what is it
that we would wish to see in Bangla Desh.

My friend, Mr. Bhagwat Jha Azad, said
that we should not have acted earlier. I am
afraid I cannot agree with him. He said if
we had acted earlier then maybe the world
opinion would not have been with us. But
what is our objective? Is it to collect testi-
monials from the world or is the objective
to establish certain values to see that the
democratic urges are fulfilled, to prevent
large numbers of peaple from being killed
as they were killed by Pakistan; to prevent
millions of people from having to leave their
homes as forced to do by Pakistan. If the
choice was presented to me between these
two I do not see that there could be any
option.

We have, Sir, refugees today—large number
of refugees—and they still continue to come-
What is it we are going to do and this is
really the crux of the matter? 1entirely agree
with my friend, Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad,
that we need to impress on the world commu-
nity that this line of duplicity of supplying
arms on the one hand and showing sym-
pathy on the other is not going to work out
and I have every sympathy with my friend,
the Foreign Minister. About the time he
came back home to make the announcement
that the United States had agreed not to
give arms to Pakistan contrary disclosures
were made. 1 only hope they weee not en-
gineered in that way. These disclosures came
and again they put us in the same difficulties.

MNow, the question which is uppermost ia
everybody's mind is how do we persvade the
international community to act. There is
no dispute that we have to try and get the
international community involved. But
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ho~ are w: going t) gt the international
community involved and failing the involve-
ment of the international community what
is it that we are willing to do? So far as the
question of arms is concerned it is not a new
issue. It is not very long ago that a distin-
guished President of the United States, Presi-
dent Eisenhower, assured our Prime Minister
then, Pandit Jawahar Lal Nchru, that United
States Arms would not be used against us.
We did not have to wait very long to see that
these Arms were used against us. They have
always been used against us and yet the
United States did not do anything. And
this is really the point. When we have an
assurance from a Government—from the
President of a country—and these assurances
are not kept what is it that we ought to do?
Should we sit back? Should we take it as
something which is normal or should we
react or react strongly as my friend, Shri
Bhagwat Jha Azad, advocated? Here is a
solemn assurance given to us once by the
President of United States, and again by the
President of the United States I hope when
the Foreign Minister met him or at least by
the Secretary of State of the United States
and no sooner the Foreign Minister lands
in India the news is entirely different.

Unless we are able to have an effective
voice in the world and are able to implement
our decisions, I am afraid, this is the kind
of situation we are going to have to live
with, The United States will come forward
with assistance, a lollypop of $ 70 million,
for the refugees. They can even say that they
will give more assistance. But that is not the
real point. The point is: Are we going to
allow ourselves to be bullied by them, whether
it is the question of arms to Pakistan or of
relations with North Vietnam or of their
cultural centres or anything else? We have
got to make adjustments in which the United
States or any other government will wish to
implement the assurance that it gives us;
otherwise, it will have no meaning. Inter-
national relations as such will cease to have
any meaning either for them or for us. This
is no friendship that on each occasion you
deceive a friend. What is the value of this
friendship? What do we keep it for? It is
much better to try to come to an under-
standing on what will be the content of friend-
ship. Friendship cannot be built on deceit.
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SHRI SAMAR GUHA: Every nation
will come to you for friendship after you
achieve Bangla Desh’s freedom and become
the supreme power of the whole of South
East Asia. You do seize that opportunity.
Ask the Government.

SHRI DINESH SINGH: My fear is that
if we allow the situation to continue, we may
be sucked into an armed conflict by Pakistan
at a time and place of their choosing, just as
we have been burdened with the refugees
by the deliberate action of Pakistan. This
will be a tragedy for both of us. Wars have
pever solved problems; they have only created
new problems while prescrving the old ones
and even accentuating them. But for Pakis-
tan the use of force has come naturally. They
have used it against us three times and got
away with it. Therefore, they have got to be
taught to learn that this kind of use of force
will not pay them. That is why I say that the
time has come when we need to show a little
more firmness to Pakistan and to our friends
so that we are able to reach an understanding
which will be real and on the basis of which
we will be able to forge new associations.

The only question arises as to what happens
if Pakistan fails to carry out its obligations,
take back the refugees, create conditions in
which the refugees would wish to go back,
reach an agreement with Sheikh Mujibur
Rahman, who is the real representative.
(Interruption)

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: You are talking
in terms of Pakistan here. Pakistan in Bangla
Desh is dead long ago.

SHRI DINESH SINGH: Whatever has
survived; I am not going to quarrel over it.

Must we wait for Pakistan to take the
initiative? Must we always rely on Pakistan
to put us in an awkward position? Would
it not be a proper thing, at a situable time to
be naturally decided by the Government, for
us to entrust this job to the representatives
on Bangla Desh and to ask them to ensure
that conditions are created in Bangla Desh
in which the refugees can go back?

SHRI ERASMO DE SEQUERIA (Mar-
magoa): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I wish
to congratulate the hon. Minister of External
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Affairs for the success that he has achieved
on his trip in Bonn, Paris and Ottawa. 1 think,
Foreign Minister Sharp of Canada deserves
a special word of praise for paraphrasing the
interest in Bangla Desh so well. This is what
he said to the Canadian Parliament:—

“the preferred settlement . . would
be one in which those individuals who
have been elected pursuant to the recent
election in Pakistan should be given the
responsibility of governing Pakistan,
particularly East Pakistan.”

With reference to the rest of his visit, 1 am
afraid, 1 cannot be so indulgent.

Let us first look at the question of American
arms shipments. We were told that there
would be no further arms. We were told this
and our diplomats in America would not
even keep a watch on the Pakistani ships
in American ports! Then, we were told that
there was a loop-hole with reference to *‘past
authorisations.” from later news we find that
the loop-hole is even a bigger loop-hole
than the previous loop-hole.

Sir, America gave Pakistan the Patons for
1965. What has it given them now? The
Hon. Minister says in his statement that
Government appreciate and share the con-
cern of all sections of this House about the
arm shipments. And I must say that the
Minister of External Affaris has hardly ex-
pressed even a small fraction of the indigna-
tion that we all feel, that this blatent decep-
tion has been practised on him and on this
country.

He has appealed only to the principles of
democracy and freedom of the American
Government. It may be conceded, Sir, that
they believe in democracy and freedom in
their own country. But do they foster demo-
cracy and freedom elsewhere in the world?
It they do, what is this game of ping-pong
about?

Sir, see the statement of the State Depart-
ment of June 17. “*US officials expressed hope
that restraint would be continued on both
sides.” Sir, by what stretch of imagination
can it be said that Pakistan has been practis-
ing restraint? And we placed the Statement
before this House without any comment.
Why 2-e we afraid of the Americans?
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Contrast this statement, Sir, with what our
Ambassador Mr. Jha said:

“An angry Indian Ambassador, Mr.
L.K. Jha told WETA Radio Station in
Washington—‘We believed your Govern-
ment’s assurances that no further military
shipments to Pakistan would bec made and
that there was nothing in the pipeline.
We had no reason for not believing them.
Now I do not know what to believe. This
has destroyed our belief in anything your
Government says.

I am sure, Sir, that Mr. Jha made this state-
ment without asking the South Block. If he
has sought permission, he would not have
got it. It is for easier to take it than to dish
it out.”

Let us take the visit to Russia. Let us look
at the Joint Statement. Our Hon. Minister
and the Russians spoke first about Soviet-
Indian friendship and strengthening peace in
Asia and world. Than they agreed, that war
should be terminated from Indo-China, a
political settlement reached in West Asia,
European security ensured, and disarmament
achieved. Only after all this did they speak
about Bangla Desh.

1 want to ask the hon. Minister whether
is it a fact, Sir, that of all our friends it is
only our friends, the Russians, who have
told us to practise restraint not only today,
not only next week, not only next month,
but in any kind of future and conceivable
situation? Is this true? My information is
that this is so.

Let us get back to the Joint Statement.
Our Minister impressed upon the Russians
the burden that we are facing with reference
to refugees. Unfortunately, Sir, he returned
empty-handed. We got a few planes? Yes.
But no substantial aid. Why are we afraid
of the Americans. Why are we subservient
to the Russians?

Five countries, Sir, are vitally interested
in the events in Bangla Desh—Pakistan, we,
the Americans, the Russians and China.
Let us look bricfly at what each one of them
is doing to protect their own interests.

Sir, Pakistan is interested in maintain-
ing its economic colony in East Bengal. So,
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it unleashcs a repression and a genocide.
They do not wait to gauge world opinion.
They do not care for what we think. Thecy
protect thecir own interests. The Americans
are interested in maintaining the military
swrength of their Pakistani allics. So, they
supply arms to Pakistan. They do not care
for world opinion. They do not care for us.
They protect their own interests.

The Awami League leadcr, Mr. Mujibur
Rehman and his followers are too suber for
the Russian palate. In a long struggle, their
real friends would have a better opportunity
to rise to power. A state of high flux in our
disturbed north-east would also be welcome.
So, what do they do? They say to us, don't
intervene, and they do not give us aid for
refugees. They do not care for us. They
protect their own interest. Their own interest
takes precedence over their fricndship with
us.

The Chinese want even a longer struggle.
So, they tacitly support represession, knowing
full well that their thought is the standard
textbook for wars of national liberation.
They want Chittagong as a naval basc, and
it mattcrs little to them whether they get
it from an emaciated Pakistan, or an activist
Bangla Desh. They Certainly do not care
about us.

How can we ever hope to have our legiti-
mate sphere cf influence if we cannot protect
even our own vital interests in our immediate
vicinity? It was our vital interest that free-
dom at our door-step should not have been
repressed by genocide. We allowed it to
happen. It was in our vital interest to stabi-
lise our north-east. We have missed the bus,
It was in our vital interest that we should not
have been burdened with 6 million refugees.
Still, the refugees are here, and we have to
look after them.

This Government has been elevated to a
certain status. I call upon the Government
to descend from that elevation and plant
both its feet firmly on the ground. Let us
tell the world that it is vitally important to
us that conditions should be created to cnable
6 million refugees, that we now have to look
after, to go back to their country, in peace
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and safcty. Let us tell the world that we want
this within a specified period. Let us specify
the period. Let us tell the world that we do
not want to go to war. We will be far happier
if they can achieve these conditions them-
sclves. But if they cannot, what choice do
they leave us? Only then the world will pay
heed.

Only then will this nation be looked upon
as the nation that it really is.

SHR1 CHINTAMANI PANIGRAHI
(Bhubancswar): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir,
the U.S. Administration has a peculiar knack
of supporting dictatorial and reactionary re-
gimes all over the woild and it has also an-
other knack of turning its  friends into
enemies.

At this juncture in Asian history, when
millions of people arc trying to escape from
slavery of dictatorship, in Bangla Desh the
U. S. Administration had got one great
opportunity in Asia to revivc its image which
was tatd in the Vietnam war. But, unfor-
tunately, the U.S. Administration has lost this
great opportunity. 1 think, after the people
of India and Bangla Desh and the whole of
humanity have taken scrious objection and
have even condemned the action of the U.S.
Administration as they spoke so sweetly to
our Foreign Ministcr on the one hand and
sent armaments of death and destruction to
Pakistan, thc U.S. Administration will take
note of the condemnation of the world com-
munity.

15.40. hrs.
[SHR1 K. N. TIWARY in the Chair)

There are certain specific points Which,
1 think, should be highlighted. There is no
dispute about Bangla Desh. So far as I am
concerned, I am quite clear that it is just
like a dawn. When it has dawned, it has
become a fact. Bangla Desh is acknowledged
as a fact in—almost all over the world by
the people and the press and even the news-
papers in Western countries are using the
word ‘Bengla Desh’’ more and more than
even the people in our country arc using.
And it has come to stay. The paradox of
the situation to-day is perhaps that we have
recognised the Government of Bangla Desh
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in all its aspects but are not using the word
‘recognition.” One thing should be made
clear from the beginning. It is not a con-
flict between India and Pakistan. It is the
struggle of the seventy million people of
Bangla Desh to save themselves from oppres-
sion and from a dictatorship which used to
keep them in bondage for the last 23 years.
Therefore, this is a revolution by the people
of Bangla Desh. People fought against the
Fascist Hitler in those days and today we
find the reincarnation of Hitler in Yahya
Khan and when Yahya Khan has taken up
the task of annihilating one million people
in Bangla Dcsh and he has set a target to kill
2 million people, T hope the freedom loving
people of the whole world will come to the
assistance of the valiant Freedom Fighters
of Bangla Desh and its suffering people in
this difficult hour. Tn the Second World War
when the people were fighting the Fascist
Hitler and Germany in those days, attempts
were made by the Fascist countries to set
up puppet governments. History repeats
and it is no wonder and surprise that Yahya
Khan also to-day tries to set up a quisling
government in Dacca with a handful of
obliging politicians and if Yahya Khan sets
up a quisling government, T am surc the
people of Bangla Desh will not tolerate it.
Therefore, we keep our options always open.
We have always stood, India has always
stood, against all sorts of imperialism and
colonialism, either it is American or of any
other brand. We cannot tolerate colonialism
in any part of the world. Sir, it is not a con-
flict between India and Pakistan. It is a fight
against colonialism. It is a fight against
colonial domination. It is a fight for the
same objective which India has fought in the
past and has won,

T would try to point out threc points and
I hope the Government will try to see if there
is any way to find a solution. Mr. Kargill,
Director of the World Bank’s South Asia
Department, who came with the joint Mission
to see Bangla Desh has said in his report:

“They found a continuing reign of
terror in East Bengal conducted by West
Pakistani troops therc; the shattering of
urban life, with some towns having left
with only 109 of the population; paralysis
of economy, demolished transportation
network; active guerilla resistance by those
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favouring an independent East Pakistan,
and a strong likelihood of wide-spread
famine this autumn.”

Thereport is quite clear that the Freedom
Fighters of Bangla Desh are fighting the
battle and they must succeed in the end.
I am sorry that some friends here or in this
country are decfeatists. They say that the
battle is lost. Sir, the liberation wars can
never be lost and it will coutinue. . .
(Interruptions) Mr. Samar Guha, let us try to
help them. You are helping. I am very happy.

T am quite confident that with the support
of the freedom-loving peoples all the world
over and the entire nation and the Govern-
ment of India the liberation struggle that the
Mukti Fouj volunteers are to-day fighting
in Bangla-desh will triumph. If one million
people had becen killed and young women
raped, the conscience of the world, I am sure,
will not be a silent spectator at these horrors.

Today world community is coming to its
senscs. If our Ministers arc going abroad,
it is not simply for lunches and dinners. T
hope world community is trying to listen
to what our Ministers have to say. It is not
that we have not succeeded. We cannot say
that Pakistan only is succeeding in every-
thing, and we are failing. It is not so. If we
say that those persons who have been in-
strumental in killing many millions of people
are succeeding, it is not a kind word for any-
body who loves democracy. We should not
always go with a defeatist mentality. 6 million
refugees have come to us. It may go on in-
creasing. The point is this: Is there enough
space in India to keep them. I suggest that
25 miles arca from the border in Bangla Desh
can be kcpt free where these 6 or 7 million
refugees can be scttled. They will he settled
there; they will live there. 1 hope Govern-
ment will take this up in right earnest to
reserve 25-mile border in Bangla Desh so
that these refugces could be settled there. 1
hope in this the world community and the
Government of India will come together
and find a solution.

I do not find anything incongruous in
this kind of solution. It is a question of having
25 miles of free territory where you settle
the persecuted people. The entire world
community will come to your rescue and the
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Government of India also will come to your

aid. T hope these things will be taken into
consideration.

The entire approach of the western powers
is to see that only the Asian countries engage
themselves in internal quarrels. If you analyse
the figures, you will see this. From the Second
World War, till 1969-70 the six or seven in-
dustrialised countries of the world have

helped about 52 under-developed countries
with the following items:—

9000 combat aircrafts
2500 transport aircrafts
4000 training aircrafts
2000 helicopters
15000 tanks
10000 armoured personnel carriers
3000 armoured cars
300 warships
800 petrol crafts

400 amphibian  vessels, submarines
and other equipments.

Therefore, these big powers were foisting their
arms on the third world countries. They
wanted to consolidate their peace and they
wanted to scll their arms to the Asian and
African countries so that they may fight with
each other and keep the cold war alive. We
should invite the attention of the countries
of Asia. Why should the Minister go to
Washington alone? Why can't he go to
Rangoon, Indonesia and all round us, in
Asian continent? We have to build up our
case. We have to expose the game of the
world powers. We love peace; we want to be
in peace with our neighbours. For Bangla
Desh, we have a special responsibility. As
defender of peace, we have to help them.
For all practical purposes, there is emergency
there. Therefore I would suggest this. Why
cannot Government set up a National Emer-
gency Council, wherc all interests will be there,
to see what is happening from day to day?
Almost emergency is there in the eastern
region. The present situation, although it is
not a war actually, is almost a war-like situa-
tion. Therefore, for all practical purposes,
there is national emergency. The situation
may develop into something serious in a
week or a month, We have to be prepared
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for it and be ready for it. We have to see
that our sinews of war are geared up so that
we meet the situation effectively,

SHRI PILOO MODY: Mr. Chairman,
to begin with, I must register my protest
against, and condemnation of, that the US
Government has done on the assurance
that it had given to our Foreign Minister.
Either there must have been some considera-
ble misunderstanding on the part of our
Foreign Minister, which is not unusual, or
there must have been some considerable
misunderstanding on the part of the Ameri-
can Government about what our Foreign
Minister wanted, which is also not unusual,
because after reading several reports from
several papers, I have still not been able
to construe as to what is on those ships that
were supplying arms to Pakistan.

I am told India is developing an agency
like the CIA and the KGB, and it is known
as RAW—I do not know what it means.
I am told we have several of these agents of
ours, ‘Cow-boys’, named after the head of
the branch, Mr. Kao. When we have got
them in those countries, why cannot they
supply us with information which should
be available really to anybody as to what
is on board these ships which are being
loaded in public in New York, a big harbour.
Nobody seems to know what is being sup-
Ned. The American Government is rather
cagey about what is has supplied. Therefore,
1 am inclined to suspect the supplies that are
on those particular ships, and I think itis a
condemnable behaviour from any point of
view.

As Shri Dinesh Singh, and I think also
Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad said, we had similar
assurances in the past from the US Govern-
ment. These assurances have been broken.
While speaking on my own adjournment
motion on the supply of Soviet arms aid to
Pakistan, I made this point very categorical,
and I think it needs reiterating, that when
governments deceive us in this fashion, there
must be something wrong not only with those
governments but also with us. As far as the
US Government is concerned, it is not only
deceiving us, it is deceiving its own people,
as my hon. friend, Shri Manoharan, said.
It is something that is inherent in their
system: their Government tries to deceive
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their Senate, the Senate tries to deceive the
House of Representatives and the House of
Representatives, in turn, tries to deceive the
President, and they all try to deceive the
poople (Interruptions). These friends may not
understand it. This is what is commonly
known as democracy. Itis onlyin a demo-
cracy that one organ of government and
another organ of the same government will
try to play game with each other, each trying
to put through its own point of view; it is
only in a controlled and guided democracy
such as we are trying to create in this country
that everybody must think alike.

Now I would like to come to the question
of Bangla Desh. I do not think this Govern-
ment has ever defined as to what are its long-
term interests vis-a-vis Pakistan. I do not
think it has ever bothered to think that this
entire issue of Bangla Desh and the refugees
are intimately tied in with our own attitude
towards Pakistan. I do not think anybody
knows: I do not think the Government
knows, I do not think the Foreign Minister
knows, I do not think the Prime Minister
knows and, therefore, I do not know.

I do not know what is the objective of this
Government. It has defined a policy vis-
a-vis Bangla Desh., It says it is a conflct
between Pakistan and Bangla Desh. At
least they have come to the point where they
differentiate between the two. They say it
must be settled consistant with the aspirations
of the people of Bangla Desh, creating con-
ditions for the return of the refugees with
security, dignity and honour. I do not think
there is anybody in the world who disputes
the objectives of this Government. I do not
think there is any country in the world
which says that it should not be so. Other
countries are in the fortunate position of
being able to say so and then forget about
it, but unfortunately, because of the presence
of something like 60 lakhs of refugees in
our country, it is not possible for us to forget
it. And with what pious hopes was this ex-
plained by some with their tongue in their
cheeks; Dr. V. K. R. V. Rao at the top of
his voicz, Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad with great
reasonableness, Shri Dinesh Singh in his
uadertones, Shri Vajpayee wit' his drama,
Shri Shyamnandan Misra with his rcason-
ableness, they all say that these people must
go back, but has anybody ever asked the
refugeesif they wantto go back? Are we in a
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position to send them back ? I know that this
Government, in the past very often, has
tried to put tooth paste back into the tube
and our Foreign Minister has been doing this
for years, but I do not think that this is going
to happen. Even if such conditions are
created in Bangla Desh, I do not think that
it is going to happen.

T would like to warn this Government.
I do not want them to go into a war thinking
on the one hand that they are going to find
some solution of the problem and be struck
up with the refugees simultaneously for all
time to come, because this would be getting
the worst of the deal. Therefore, a certain
amount of reasonableness has to be applied.

SHRI
Restraint,

AMRIT NAHATA (Barmer):

SHRI PILOO MODY: T wish they know
the word “restraint” meant. Then, they
would not be shouting in this fachion. Please
use some restraint.

Although the Government does not define
how it is going to achieve this objective, T
find all that they are trying to do is to send
a lot of delegations abroad. Travelling ab-
road has now become the privilege of Parlia-
ment and we have all manner of Ministers
travelling abroad. trying to explain to other
people what could be better explained by
our legations abroad. [ am unhappy to
point out to this House that Muslim Minis-
ters have been sent to Muslim countries.
T thought that we had finished with our
elections and it was not necessary to do this
sort of thing. Or, is it that we are going to
have a repetition of what happened at Rabat.
Shri K. D. Malaviya came back from Damas-
cus, T do not know what he was doing there,
anyway T thank him because he brought me
some chocolates. T am told Shri Fakruddin
is rather ill, he has got a chill or some such
thing. In the circumstances, T do not know
what he is going to do. Then we have our
durable Mr. Swaran Singh. He can travel
anywhere all the time, nothing ever happens
to him. He is the most durable Minister that
this country has produced. On his return
from another luxuriating trip over five or
six Capitals of the world, he has produced
this document and he has pattend himself on
the back for having produeed these statements.
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SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I never patted
myself on the back. I do not want any pat
from you either.

16.00 brs.

SHRI PILOO MODY: If you just read
the statement that he made, which incident-
ally is not in the joint statements, you will
find he is patting himself on the back. 1 would
like to pat him on the back for only one
reason, and that was the statement that was
issued by the Deputy Prime Minister of
Canada. This was the one statement which
was not a joint statement and that is why
perhaps it was a good statement. This is
what the Deputy Prime Minister of Canada
said in their Parliament:

“All of us are pressing for a political
solution. Tt is the only possible way of
dealing with the present situation. Unless
there is a political settlement in Pakistan,
the refugees are going to remain in India
and continue to be a thorn on the side
of peace. . .

thorn on the side of peace, not India.
“ .. thorn in the side of peace, if I may
put it that way. Therefore we are all work-
ing with everything at our command and
using every possible means of impressing
on the Pakistan Government the need for a
settlement, one that is democratic and
made under civilian control.”

At least he is impressing on the Pakistan
Government. He goes on:

“. .. the preferred settlement, or
course, would be one in which those “in-
dividuals who have bcen elected pursuant
to the recent election in Pakistan should
bz given the responsibility of governing
Pakistan, particularly East Pakistan.”

This is a statesman like statement. Quite
unfortunately it was made unilaterally by the
Canadian Deputy Prime Minister. As far as
the joint statements are concerned, the less
said about them, the better. I should like to
80 to the Soviet statement because it seems
to be a full and rounded one. I think that it
is worth noticing what Mr. Pran Chopra
has to say about this in the Hindustan Times:
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“The joint statement in Moscow at
the end of his talks there on Junc 9 was
presented in Delhi as a diplomatic triumph
for India though the text was positively
discouraging for this country, much more
so than the statement jointly issued in
London by the Indian and British Foreign
Ministers. If there were any unrecorded
understandings between Mr. Swaran Singh
and his Russian hosts, they did not come
through in the statements by Mrs. Gandhi.
As recent history proves, Moscow has the
power to make Islamabad see reason if
it makes up its mind to do so. Therefore,
if the External Affairs Ministry’s optimistic
interpretation of Moscow’s mind is correct
then Mrs. Gandhi's pessimism is not, and
vice versa.”

This optimistic diplomatic triumph of the
Foreign Minister, which my friends were
pointing our, is that after the Russians had
extracted from our Foreign Minister all
their propaganda regarding peace and good
will towards men, termination of war in
Indo-China and the political settlement of
the Middlc-East crisis and ensuring European
security and achieving general and complete
disarmament, then because there was some
time lcft, the statement continues:

“During the negotiations was also
discussed the serious situation created by
the continuing stream of millions of re-
fugees from East Pakistan. "

What does it say?

“The Minister of External Affairs of
India expressed his sincere thanks for the
frank and clear understanding of the dif-
ficulty of this situation expressed in the
message of the Chairman of the Presidum
of the Supreme Sovict of the USSR, Mr.
N. V. Podgorny to the President of
Pakistan.”

He exprcssed satisfaction about what Pod-
gorny had written to Yahya. The statement
continues.

‘. . . in which the conviction was ex-
pressed that the resort to peaceful methods
for achieving political settlement would
correspond to the interests of the entire
Pakistani people. ., . ™



185  Motionre. States by

1 just do not understand. Words have mean-
ing. You cannot put words together in this
fashion and think that somebody can get
any meaning out of it. Sincere thanks? For
what purpose? A writes a letter to B and Mr.
Swaran Singh thanks them? What is in that
letter? He says that we must do things by

peaceful methods. And Mr. Swaran Singh

goes and thanks them again. I do not under-

stand. This is no way of dealing with the
situation.

AN HON. MEMBER: What is your
solution?

SHR1 PILOO MODY: I am glad there is
at least one over-eager Member. We have on
our hands a large number of people whom
we shall have to rehabilitate either here or
in Pakistan or in Bangla Desh; we shall have
to rehabilitate them. For the rehabilitation
of those refugees we have to sct aside vast
resources. But before we approach this pro-
blem, we need certain basic information;
we necd information on conditions in Bangla
_Desh today, from week to week. We need
to know what our Foreign Minister did
abroad,—not merely a statement—who he
met, whom he talked to and what was their
reaction. And we need to know the extent
of foreign relief which we receive from weck
to week.

1 think that in sum total, the problem of
these refugees of Bangla Desh is going to be
a long-tcrm one. There is no point in getting
hot-headed about it. My friend Prof. Samar
Gubha said, recognise Bangla Desh. 1 would
say, recognise them if it were to yield to you
any result today. Recognise them whenever
you think that it is going to yield any result
to you. Take whatever action; we are all
behind you. All 1 would say is that you take
action and let it be purposcful, and keep us
and take us into confidence and tell us, so
that you can carry the country with us and
not divide the country on an issuoe such as
this.

SHRI KRISHNA MENON (Trivandrum):
Mr. Chairman, Sir, I had understood the
purpose of this debate, if I am not mistaken,
was for us to review the result of the visit
of the Forcign Minister to other countries
in recent times and also to know what has
emerged as a result of it. On this whole
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question of Bangla Desh, there were many
aspects of foreign policy which were not
strictly relevant to this, and it contained
many fallacies. First of all, with regard to
the purposes, whatever may be in the know-
ledge of the ruling party, we are not to know
the secret of these purposes. There is no
obligation on a Foreign Minister, when he
goes out, to say what he is going for. In
certain Parliaments, when Ministers go out
on missions, then there is a debate before
that and soon after they return, so that we
can know what had happened in those coun-
tries. But, since this has not happened, we
would wait for the spcech of the Foreign
Minister to find out what he went for, or
whether it was merely an exploratory visit
which would also be purposeful in its own
way.

Then, we come naturally to the statement
made by the Mover of this Resolution, which
cannot be regarded as merely a private
Member’s attempt, because he belongs to
the ruling party and he is a man of great
experience and courage. 1 would not, there-
fore, say that the gravamen or the grievance
merely lies in the United States not con-
sulting us from 1955 onwards. 1 say—this
is not charging him—that it is a very fallacious
foreign policy to think or to expect that the
United States should consult us on foreign
policy; it is totally damaging to any country
under all circumstances. You cannot expect
that she will come and tell us what she is
going to do, how much of arms she is going
to send to Turkey, how many bases she has
got, or whom she is going to kill, or how
much money on the CIA is going to be spent,
or how many bombs will she drop on Oki-
nawa tomorrow morning. We cannot get
such things from them. If in this country,
our Parliament and individuals expect a kind
of fraternal understanding in this way, it is
a misreading of the political solution.

1t is quite truc that in 1954, the first arms
sale was concluded with Pakistan; the first
large sale of arms was given to Pakistan. It
proceeded from a basis of deceit and betrayal,
because at the end of the Geneva Conference,
while it is written nowhere, we had been dis-
tinctly assured that if the arms deal existed,
it will go to pieces; that there will be no
prototype of the NATO in our part of the
world. But before the ink was dry on the
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agreemcnt, SEATO came into existence, and
the then Prime Minister—he did not protest—
wrote to the Presedent at that time, saying
that large quantities of arms coming into
this area would upset the balance and the
equilibrium in these places, and President
Eisenhower’s answer was that these arms
were not intended to be used against India—
not intended to be used against India. Ob-
viously these Paton tanks and other amphi-
bian vehicles and so on were used against
Russia from Rawalpindi! But it was not to
be used against India. The Prime Minister-
politely replied that guns that fire only in
one direction have not been made. And
Ayub Khan came along in 1957 at the height
of the Kashmir controversy and said that
these arms were intended to be uscd by us
on the riverine side and so on; that is all.

Therefore, there is no question that the
arming of an ally is not limited by any con-
ditions. Portugal, for instance, gave large
quantities of arms ostensibly intended for
the protection of western Europe; may be, part
of it was used in Mozambique. They tried
to use it in Goa, but they werc left unused.
Anyway, that is the position. Therefore, it
is a very great mistake for us to cry hoarse
that we were not consulted. Why should we
be consulted ? It is a disgrace; if we are
consulted we would become part of their
business. We are not their allics. We have
nothing to do with their foreign policy. We
are totally against it. We opposed it fora long
time. But Pakistan is an ally. China also is
an ally. Therefore, they consult them. It is
important that we should get away from this
idea.

The next point, which is probably more
serious, is this, We have a habit—I include
myself in it—of trying to collect the slogans
and even the modes of thought of people
who are against us. For a long time, we used
to speak of Kashmir and India, as though
Kashmir was not a part of a India. We
borrowed it from other people. We have
collected a lot of barbed wire very facetiously
offered to us and we have got entangled. One
of these entranglements is what is called ~
“political solution.” 1 think it is a very in-
congruous word, becausc all solutions ulti-
mately are political. Even if a country is
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defeated in war and comes to a settiement or
surrenders, that is also a political settlement.
Therefore, to say *Political solution” does
not mean anything, except misleading Parlia-
ment. Probably it is not intended to mis-
lead Parliament. It is rather an illusory
notion of comforting ourselves. So, we must
get away from this talk about political solu-
tions. When we talk about political solutions,
several solutions have been offered by the
people most concerned, namely, the people
of Bangladesh and their representatives.
There is the six-point programme of Mujibur
Rehman; the four-point programme of the
present Prime Minister. But the time is past
for six and four point programmes. There
can be only one point political programme,
namely, evacuation of the territory by the
aggressor; That is the political solution.
Other political solutions will follow after-
wards with regard to reparations or mutual
relations. That is a future step. At the present
moment, there can be only one political solu-
tion with rcgard to this and that is, vacation
of aggression. That is the same with regard
to the aggiession on our territory in Kashmir.
Therefore, 1 hope Government will find its
way to forget that it has been using this word
‘political solution’, because I do not think
they mean that. What they mean is, they
want to be in line with the great powers—
highly respectable people who talk about
political and not military solution. Political
solutions always follow military solutions.
Sometimes, political solutions have led to
military endeavour.

Then, we come to this most important
question, which some people probably regard
merely as a propaganda stunt. That is, re-
cognition of Bangladesh. I raised it during
the first debate here and I remain unconvinced
about whatever Government have to say
about the time being appropriate or there is
no purpose and so on. Ido not relent on this
question. The most important question,
apart from dealing with the refugees from day
to day, is the recognition of Bangladesh,
because it is the recognition of a national
personality. Whether you send an Ambassa-
dor or not is another matter. But when you
give recognition, you recognise the struggle.
The whole world knows you recognise the
struggle and the national personality of those
people. It is quite truc that we may not be
able to do very much. But it takes away from
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the sphere of illegality and clandestine orga-
nisation, about which the United States has
spoken yesterday in regard to sending arms
that came over here. It takes away from the
sphere of clandestine operations any assis-
tance we may give to them. If we recognise
the State of Bangladesh, those who are in the
Government there, whoever it may be,—
1 do not subscribe to one person or the other—
whoever is in Government has the support
of the people. That is the definition of a
Government, which has the habitual alle-
giance of the people and which can carry out
obligations. Those people would be able to
secure the goods of war or economic sus-
tenance without let or hindrance. So, now
it has to be done immediately. In the context
of guerilla war, this becomes ¢xtremely im-
portant. Therefore, the recognition of Bangla-
desh, irrespective of what the Government
might have said from time to time, is some-
thing that ought to be regarded as important,
urgent and essential for the next step.

The general agrument, at least one hears
in private, is that it might lead to war. Speak-
ing for myself, 1 do not think this country
should initiate war, either against Pakistan
or any country in the world. But if war is
forced on us by acts of aggression, naturally
we will meet them to the best of our ability;
either we will win or we will lose, but there
is no alternative. But 1 cannot see any
earthly reason why, if we recognise Bangla-
desh, people should wage a war against us.

Regarding the withdrawal or ousting of
our diplomatic representative from Dacca,
as regards the void or vacuum which we have
to fill there is no Pakistan in East Bengal;
there is no State there. The only presence of
Pakistan is in the shape of bombs, in the
shape of napalm bombs, aeroplanes, rifles,
rape, plunder and things of that kind. They
are the only things present in East Bengal,
and not a civilised State, and therefore we are
entitled to fill them in factual terms but I
will go a little lower step than that. If the
recognition has not been possible and they
find a change difficult, at least we should take
all the steps pending that.

There is a great deal of complaint about
our Ambassador not saying this, that and
the other. May I say that I am old-fashioned
enough to say that we should not criticise
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these men who do hard work in foreign
capitals, who are not herc to defend them-
selves? 1 know some of them. There are some
duds. There are some taken from the Audit
Secrvice or the Supply Department. But
even there the fault is of the government;
not anybody else’s. If you send as diplomats
men of experience and they do not do well,
that is another matter. But what can they
do if they do not get clear guidelines? The
essence of diplomatic propaganda and pub-
licity is not merely distiibuting glossy covered
paper but to convey the essence of your
policy in the day to day conversations with
their oppositec numbers. But when the coun-
try has no policy, what are they to convey?
Ambassadors cannot make policies. Some
Ambassadors have done so in the past, that
is, in the early days of our independence.
Today it is not possible. Therefore, if the
government have a policy, and that policy
must follow basically the resolution passed
by this House, namely, sympathy and sup-
port to Bangladesh, then it is either being
hypocritical or talking with the tonguc in
the cheek when people are fighting for their
survival and getting killed, and killing in turn,
and proclaiming an independent State and
if you say in this Parliament in all solemnity
“we support them but it will fall short of
recognition.”

This, 1 think, is a greater betrayal than
what Liscnhover has donc. Now what is the
use of Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad complaining
of Presidents and statesmen from Eisenhover
to Dulles, Kennedy, Rusk and Johnson and
this gentlenian, Mr. Nixon? They have
betrayed their own people. So, why do we
complain? They are telling lies to their
own pecople and Pentagon all the time. There-
fore, we should not waste our time and try
to reform the world or hope that we will be
able to dismantle the 3,700 posts that they
have in other countries. We have a compara-
tively small problem and we should not get
entangled in phrases like political solution.
or it is only the conccrn of thc people of
East Bengal. What concerns the people
of East Bengal conceins us bccause of our
geographical contiguity. Whatever happens
on our immediate border ceases to be an
internal matter of another country. Suppose
a person gets a venomous snake or a wild
tiger in the housc next door to me and there
is very little to protect me from it, then the
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fact that the tiger or snake is in his house
does not make it only his domestic matter.

This is exaotly the position, so far as we
are concerned. We have every right to say
that the condition of the influx of refugees
into India is something that is created by
Pakistan deliberately. That is to say, they
have created conditions of terror from which
they have to flee. Shri Dinesh Singh and
various other people said in all righteousness
that we will receive all the refugees. Nothing
of the kind. There is no option. If the re-
fugees come across the frontier, there are
only two things open to you; cither you let
them in or you shoot them with machinc
guns; there is no other way. This country,
whatever the government, will not permit
the machine-gunning of large numbers of
people who come in. About what may happen
in future, there are so many things to happen
in the future. After all, we are 560 million
and another 6 million would not make a lot
of difference. We can starve together and we
can have equal distribution of poverty.

There are certain aspects of this refugce
problem to which the government should
apply its mind. These refugees are individuals
and they are citizens of Bangladesh. I do not
want to elaborate on this matter in an open
forum like this but they should have facilities
to enable them to implement their indepen-
dence. If, for example, the security of this
place has to be maintained, it has to be main-
tained by the refugees or by policing which
will enable them to use their strength some-
where or other. I think the Foreign Minister
will have to interpret this in what ever way
he wants.

These brave people cannot merely be the
receivers of whatever assistance we can give
them. They must be enabled to enter into
fi life of their own, not necessarily absorption
into our polity, in order that when they go
back, as I hope they will go back, they will
flot go back as misfits to human society,
and in the meanwhile both politically, socially
and otherwise they should have the realisa-
tion that their main concern is the liberation
of Bangla Desh which means a type of con-
duct which [ do not want to pronounce in
s§0 many words. 1 do not want to say any-
thing more. It would be wrong in this country

JUNE 28, 1971

Min.of E. A.re.arms to 192
Pak. and his visit abroad

to talk in terms of war. War is no remedy
at any time. War is a calamity. If it comes we
should meet it as best as we can. I cannot
talk in terms of preparcdness. We have
people who for the last 300 to 400 years have
not waged wars. We have fought only out-
side for the British. We have not seen in our
territory war, I belicve, after the battle of
Wandiwash and, thercfore, we have to take
into account conditions of our people and
embark on it if it is nccessary and there are
various parts of our own territory still under
foreign occupatiofi which we have not re-
gained. If we must go to the enterprise of
war we should do so for regaining them.

So far as recognition is conccrned Pakis-
tan will have ncither legal nor any other
justification for waging war against us for we
have recognised in fact what is true. Re-
cognition is not a creative act. We only
recognise Bangla Desh which is merely a for-
mality. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that
this recognition would lcad to the change
of the whole situation. If a country next
door rccognised the existence of Bangla Desh
our friendly countrics may not immediately
follow suit but at thc same time they will
not have the touch-me-not attitude. 1 am
right in saying we have shown less practical
concern in regard to Bangla Desh than in
regard to Mozambique, Angola, étc. We
should not scek to divert our anger against
countries who do not take the same view.
We are, therefore, this time called upon to
make the people in Bangla Desh who are
fighting, who are in danger of being killed
next moment, who have great anxiety and
whose one concern is the liberation of their
land make them feel that there are some
other people who recognise them as people.
That is the meaning of recognition. In this
context it is recognition of a national per-
sonality.

The Prime Minister and the Government
have gone a little way farther. They speak
about the time. 1 think privately or publicly
everybody says Pakistan cannot go back;
this Prometheus cannot go back or in Piloo
Mody's phrase you cannot put tooth paste
back into the tube. Therefore, we have to
enable other people outside to recognise
Bangla Desh. There is no lack of rcoeptivity.
If the policy or an approach is not received
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well by another country, well it is not always
merely that the policy is bad but our image
is poor, that the attention paid to us is not
what it should be and our business is to pro-
motc it. Our trcatment of the refugees and
our refusal to take back bad treatment if
the High Commissioner of Refugees come
here and talk in this way. He will be called
upon to answer. What has this Goverrment
done to invoke any of the international
machinery? International machinery has
been left un-touched during the last three
or four months—the colonial committec or
placed this item on the agenda or approached
the High Commissioner of Human Rights.
We have not placed a charge on the Secretary
General in regard to the speeches made by
these people. We have the right to say the
High Commissioner of Refugees is very good
man, he has drawing room manners but he
has vast economic interest in Pakistan. He
should be super-human if he is not going to
be affected by it. Anyway, he should not
only be upright but should appear to be so.
That is not possible in thesc circumstances.
I say to the Forcign Minister, not by way of
criticism, if the whole field of international
operation were to be activated that to a large
extent lies dormant, the use of proper machi-
nery or personnel and choice of time is of
vital importance.

oft wrovarw we (qfeqmeT) @ X
IR, TR A S guer & foaaa
=t ATET AT AT X agi ox <ar §
Jety g3 arde AT g | AwAFT A AT
qET AR T gfgare 7 99 & afew s
gferan & orgt ot ot WS Y @ & A T
TRl ¥ glaar STwe Fgi F grona By
AT FA FAAA dav Q@ § ) Fraa-
am & o 7 Ay gy fao § s
Y gwem e Rt @ | g AF § Fr T
F AT e § AfeT sl Y g
T ¥ g aTa WG R ) W oo
# farger & aax, qrfireTT ¥ R S
¥ oo gu oY sEd aav avfaa go ?
W A Al ¥ o ¥ 0w @ A
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SHRI R. D. BHANDARE (Bombay
Central): Mr. Chairman, Sir, the happen-
ings in Bangla Desh have shocked the con-
science of the world.

So far as I am concerned, I would say that
since West Pakistan has a dictatorial military
rule and when the Bengla Desh people wanted
to have a democratic representative form of
Government, it was not surprising that the
military juata should come with a heavy hand
on the innocent people, massacring them,
killing men, women and children. ButT am
really surprised that the United States Depart-
ment has entered into a deal and supphied
arms cargo to Pakistani militasy junta, Now,
it appears that the American people have
forgotten, specially the State Department, all
about their Declaration of Independence and
the principles enunciated therein, that it isan
inherent right of every individual to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness:

Now, by supplying arms to Pakistan, the
State Department [ do not think has fosgotten
that these arms will be wutilised. a pew by
military junta of West Pukistan against in-
nocent persons to massacre and kil them.
The action of the State Departmcst to .me
appears to be a bania-like a business-like,
action, They have entered into a deal; they
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have sold the arms and at the sametime they
have given some money in charity for the
purpose of helping the refugees. On the one
hand, they have made the profits, on the
other they have allotted some amounts for
refugees as a charity. This is a hania method
of dealing with the world. Therefore, this is
also the method they have adopted.

Coming to the question as to the purpose
and utility that have been achieved by the
External Affairs Minister’s tour of different
capitals, I may summarise the result of his
tours. Sir, three points emerge out of the
statements made and the communique issued
from different capitals of the countries. These
three points are: (1) that there has been now
awareness and realisation of the stupendous
problem created by Pakistan. (2) That Pakis-
tan must own its responsibility as to what has
happened in Bangla Desh and more expe-
cially, towards the refugees. The third point
that has emerged is that Pakistan and the
world powers must find out a political
solution acceptable to the people of Bangla
Desh and power must go to the representa-
tives of the people.

These are the three points which have
emerged out of the statements or the com-
munique made at different capitals of the
world. Now, it is realised that the present
situation in Bangla Desh is a grave problem,
that it is an internal problem of Pakistan and
the problem of insecurity and safety of the
people is created by Pakistan herself. India
has nothing to do with it. Millions of re-
fugees have fled and come to India as a re-
sult of Pakistan’s refusal to recognise the
rights of the people, their elected representa-
tives and hand over power to them. India
cannot keep these refugees who have been
sent out because of the action of Pakistan.
We cannot keep them on the Indian soil
for a long time. Whatever may be the solu-
tion, in the ultimate analysis, the refugees
must go back to Pakistan. When I say that
they must go back, T do no want Lo suggest
tnac they mus. be forced back or thrown out
of India. By all means, no force should be
used. But the fact remains that the refugees
must be sent back.

So far as the second point is concerned,
it is realised that the reguge problem is the
creation of Pakistan. Pakistan must own
the refugees as their own citizens. India, as

. ASADHA 17, 1893 (SAKA)

Min.of E. A.re.arms to 198
Pak. and his visit abroad

T said, has nothing to do with this problem
or the creation of the problem. Pakistan has
always been, time and again, carrying on
propaganda that India harbours ill-will
towards Pakistan and the Pakistani people.
But, now the world at large, and more es-
pecially, the Bengali people have realised that
India has not created the problem of the re-
fugees or the problem of insecurity and lack
of safety in Bangla Desh. This propangada
of Pakistan is given a complete lie. In the
beginning after 25th March when these
troubles started in Bangla Desh, Pakistan
started a campaign of vilification against
India saying that India has created this

.problem. For some time, some people be-

lieved this propaganda campaign by Pakis-
tan but now, Sir, the world has realised that
there is no truth in the propangada carried
on by Pakistan.

The last point which the world has accept-
ed is that unless there is a political solution,
there can be no solution to the Bangla Desh
problem.

16.40 hrs.
[Mr. Speaker in the Chair}

In order that the refugee influx may be
stopped and the refugees may return and go
back to Pakistan, it is the duty of Pakistan
to create conditions so that the regugees
can have a sense of security and a sence of
safety when they go buck to Pakistan. Unless
these conditions are created, I thirk it is
very difficult either for us or for the world
to send the refugees back to Pakistan. In
order to achieve this, power must be given
to the elected representatives.

Now, Sir, I was one of those who have
said that the political solution—it is not a
shallow solution as T realise the world situa-
tion and thc complications created in Bangla
Desh—as the Canadian Prime Minister in
his communique said in so many clear words,
means handing over poyer to the representa-
tives of people of Bangla Desh. Now, the
military junta from West Pakistan is trying
to set up a puppet government. I don’t think
by establishing a puppet government or
governmcht of its agents, people will take it
to be a political solution. Neither India will
take it to be a political solution for the crea-
tion of a congenial atmosphere to enable
the return of refugees and for creating these
two conditions,.
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Now, a suggestion has been made as to
why should we not recognise Bangla Desh.
When we say that there ought to be a politi-
cal solution and power must be transferred
to the elected representatives of the people,
what else do we mean? Is there any other
meaning which can be imported to the phra-
seology that a political settlement must be
there?

Then also, it is, I hope, not suggested
seriously that we must start war, I agree with
Mr. Krishna Menon when he said that war
can never solve any problem. War is a
curse. I entirely agree with him. Therefore,
India should not fall into the trap of those
who carry on the propaganda that India
should start war. If at all we want to have a
proper real solution, alastings solution, then
the military junta must give the power to the
people and the world must force the Pakis-
tani military junta to have a democratic set
up and accept democratic values. The world,
therefore, must move in that direction.

With these words, T have done.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: 1 never cherish-
ed the idea that but for the recent mission
abroad by the Foreign Minister, his picture
will be painted in near future as good sales-
man of the pitiable portrait of a confused and
emasculated Government of ours. Nor do
T also cherish the idea that he will be dubbed
in the future as another Chambarlain in
groomlin of the tragic days of Munich episode
because. willy-nilly, consciously or cons-
ciously, he has got into the trap of political
solution of Bangla Desh issue within the
frame-work of Pakistan.

I would have been happy if his picture
could have been drawn as a defender of the
revolution in Bangla Desh when he went
abroad. Unfortunately, T am not in a posi-
tion to do so, because going through the
documents nowhere to I find that he pro-
jected, the crux of the problem of national
revolution in Bangla Desh. Nowhere in any
discussion with any government did he raise
the issue of the freedom struggle in Bangla
Desh or the reality of the esistance of Bangla
Desh and of their Govt. of People’s Republic
there. Not even in any document is there a
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word that he could extract from any foreign
power any condemnation of the genocide
in Bangla Desh. When he had a talk with
U Thant, Secretary-General of UN, he had
at least expected that according to the charter
of human rights. he could commit him to raise
the issue of genocide in the world organisa-
tion. There also he failed.

Only one picture emerges of his mission
abroad; that is the picture of a global beggar
for the refugees of Bangla Desh. Even there,
1 should say he has not fulfilled that task,
because according to our estimate, about
Rs. 400 crores will be required for six months
to discharge our liability for the refugees ard
while according to Government’s own admis-
sion, only Rs.30crores in cash and kind have
come and perhaps a few more crores may
reach us. So there also he has not succeeded.

A lot has been said in this Housc in con-
demnation of the action of the US Govern-
ment in shipping arms to Pakistan. T was
not so much surprised about it because I
have no illusion about the Anglo-American
powers: so T did not feel much disillusioned.
The USA has developed a peculiar psychology
of vicarious plpeasure in sceing India in trouble
except during the days of the Sino-Indian
conflict. The reason is that India refuses to
toe the line of the foreign policy of the USA.

About the UK. their Government has not
been able to forget that they were the rulers
of India for 200 years. It is they who created
Pakistan; it was as a result of the Act passed
by the British Parliament that Pakistan came
into existence. Therefore, it is a horrifying
prospect for them to see Pakistan face a
national revolution in Bangla Desh as a
result of which Pakistan will be dismembered.
Therefore, 1 have no illusion either about
the USA or about the UK, or their satellite
powers.

But T am really disillusioned about the
communist countries because T had great
expectations from them. When Mr. Pod-
gorny sent a note to Yahya Khan, he raised
hopes in many of us, but it was not followed
by the expectation that was roused. My
expectation from the communist countries
was because they have been the defenders
of the anti-colonial, anti-imperialist, and
national liberation movements all over the
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world. They have done a lot for the national
liberation movements in the African coun-
tries, they are doing a lot for the liberation
movement in Vietnam. What has happened
to the conscience of the communist world?
Considering their past performance, it was
expected thit not only Kussia but the 13
Communist countries would come forward
not only with a forthright condemnation of
the genocide by Pakistan but with immediate
tecognition to the people’s Government of
Bangla Desh and also giving them all kinds
of effective help, so that thcy can complete
the task of ousting the army of occupation of
Pakistan as also consolidate their national
freedom. But today there is no free cons-
cience in any country of the world, 1f you
look at the U.S.A,, it has its commitiments
in Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia. It has
also its commitment in Israel. 1t is now
having ping-pong diplomacy with china.
S0 we cannot expect that the free concience
of the U.S.A. will work. I would congratu-
late Senator kdward Kennedy and tne 122
Members of the British Labour Paity and the
free press of U.S.A. and U.K. for condemn-
ing the atrocities committed by Pakistan
in Bangla Desh. The UK have their own
problenis 1 South Africa and Rhodesia. How
can they support Bangla Desh? Even Russia
has propounded the theory of limited sove-
reignty for East European countries. They
have their commitiment to the Arab countries.
How can you expect Russia to have a free
conscience ? How can you ¢xpect these count-
ries to come out to help the revolution in
Bangla Desh?

SHR1S. M. BANERJEE: Are you equat-
ing Russia with the U.S.A.?

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: 1 said I had
better expectation from the communist
countries.

All these countries are dcaling with the
problem o Bangla Desh not objectively,
but subjectively. It is out of subjective con-
siderations that they are propounding the
theory of a political solution.

1 am sorry that our Foieign Minister has
done a great dis-service to the cause of «ne
Bangla Desh revolution. On going through
the joint com. muniques issued from Moscow,
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Bonn and other Capitals of the world, I find
the words “East Pakistan” always used in
these documents. In this House no Minister
had the courage to,use the words ‘‘East
Pakistan.” When they use the words “East
Pakistan™ and *Political solution” together,
what does it mean? It means political solu-
tion of Bangla Desh as East Pakistan, i.e.,
political solution within a framework of
Pakistan. Let Mr. Swaran Singh or any
other Minister or a galaxy of Ministers go
round the world and canvas for that type of
political solution within the framework of
Pakistan, .but let them remember that those
people who aie for the liberation of Bangla
Desh, will ncver accept any kind of political
solution within the framework of Pakistan.
1 do not know if you have met them, if you
have seen them. They have lost their sisters,
their wives, their parents, iheir brothers,
their near and dear ones. These young men

who are fighting on the liberation front have
developed intense hatred for Pakistan,

The original concept of Pakistan was that
“‘P” stood for Punjab, ““A” for the Afghanis-
tan i.e. Frontier province, K" for Kashmir,
**S” for Sind and ‘“tan” for Baluchistan. So,
let Pakistan live in West Pakistan as per the
original idea of its geographical contour.
The people of Bangla Desh have raised the
banner of revolution. What right have you
to use the words “East Pakistan” against
the ambitions of the people of Bangla Desh ?
You have allowed the scal of the suzerainty
of Yahya's regime to be put on the people
of Bangla Desh by allowing the use of the
words “East Pakistan™. It was better that
you should not have used these words in
the joint communiques.

1 can understand if this was done by Great
Britain, America or Russia or any other
country because they are still thinking in
terms of a united and in.egrated Pakistan,
Therefore it was natural that they could not
use the word Bangla Desh or East Bangal.
Why did you also use that word ? If they did
not agree to use the name Bangla Desn, you
could issue a separate communique using
the name Bangla Desh. Therefore 1 feel that
our Foreign Minister nas done a great disser-
vice to the cause of freedom of Bangla Desh,

A lot has been said about how we should
deal with the problem of Bangla Desh. 1



203  Motionre. Statts by

[Shri Samar Guha)

want to say that I am not one to say that we
should go to war with Pakistan although
Pakistan has given many causes; it has al-
ready committed aggression on India by
sending millions of refugees and by dozems
of incursions on our territory. They have
given enough provocations to India for
sending our Army into Bangla Desh. But
still there is no nccessity whatsoever for
sending our army into Bangla Desh. 1 re-
member the situation there upto the third
week of April. Except Dacca, Chittagong,
Khulnan, Rajshahi and Jessore the whole
of East Bengal, Bangla Desh, was in the con-
trol of the Mukti Fauj. They had need for
arms. ] rushed to Delhi with some lists.
From anywhere in the world they wanted
some field artillcry, light machine guns, anti
aircraft and anti tank guns-- from anywhere
in the world. They said that only two divisions
of the Army were there and they could finish
thent if they had these arms. From Jessore,
they could contrel the scven districts flanked
by river Padma; that was what they said.

There would have been no need now to
tackle with the problem of refugees. Many
people do not kaow that most of the Muslim
refugees who have come, constitute young
men, particularly of school, college and
university students. Their parents have forced
them out of their homes because they were the
main targets of Pakistan army. If you go to
the frontier even now, you will see what a
brilliant fighting force they are. They are
ready to die and they say: give us weapons
to die for our freedom and give us facilities
to die; we do not want any other help but
arms. Some members said : let there be police
action against Bangla Desh. There is no need
for police action. Nor is there any need
to demand territory from them to settle
the refugees, nor even to have the 25 mile
free zone, as Mr. Panigrahi suggested. If
you are determined to see that the objective
of the freedom struggle in Bangla Desh is
achieved, you have two alternatives: either
to go to war with Pakistan or, if you want to
avoid war, the other alternative is to give
immediatc recognition to Bangla Desh
Government.

After giving recognition, you can very
well give all kinds of help to them: arms,
training and all kinds of facilities and during
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this monsoon they will complete the task
of achieving and consolid a ting their own
freedom. There you have lagged behind.
1do not know what will happen. I have great
apprehensions as to what political, declara-
tions would be made, what type of political
solution would be made by Yahya Khan, At
least 15-20 Members of the National Assem-
bly of Pakistan have been killed by Pak army
and 30-40 M.L.As. are in Pakistani jail. It
may so happen that at pistol-point some 20
or 25 MLAs may be forced by Yahya Khan
to support his plan . Then, what will happen ?
That means, Yahya Khan's regime will con-
stitute the majority in the National Assembly
of Pakistan. If they form a government,
what will happen? You will then say that
it is an illegally constituted government of
Pakistan. That would mean the butchery
of the aspirations of the people of Bangla
Desh.

17.00 hrs.

Tte only reply today, here and now, if
you were to give a counterblast to Yahya
Khan, is this. Here and now, let the Govern-
ment declare that they recognise Bangla
Desh. Let the Government recognise the
People’s Govt. of Bangla Desh. That is the
only answer, and the only right answer
before Yahya Khan can announce the for-
mation of an illegally constituted govern-
ment for Pakistan. Here and now, today,
recognised Bangla Desh, and that will be a
counterblast to Yahya conspiracy against
Bangla Desh. It will boost the morale of the
people, the morale of the defence forces and
the morale of the patriots. You must help
them to maintain their morale, their revolu-
tionary spirit in spontaneity, and keep the
revolutionary mood of the people and of the
deferice forces alive. These are the most im-
portant factors for the success of freedom
struggle of Bangla Desh.

You have allowed time to go in favour of
Pakistan. We cannot give any more time to
Pakistan. Recognise Bangla Desh and that
is the only alternative to avoid war with
Pakistan. I think even at this late hour, the
Government will have that sagacity, the
wisdom, to welcome the revolution in
Bangla Desh by recognising the People’s
Republic of Bangla Desh.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS rose—
AN HON. MEMBER: Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER: Do not call by loud
voices. Isee you are standing. Now, I request
the hon. Minister to wait for a few minutes.
Shrimati Sheila Kaul.

SHRIMATI SHEILA KAUL (Lucknow):
Mr. Speaker, Sir, once again, the United
States has shown itself in its true colours by
playing a double role on us. It is a shameful
and disgusting act on the part of the United
States to allow the ships, Padma and Sun-
derbans, to leave their shores, full with the
cargo of the United states military equip-
ment for Pakistan. We who have returned
from a visit to the refugee camps of Helen-
cha, Basirhat, Salt Lakes, Sahara and a
number of other small refugee camps only
last night, have secn for ourselves the plight
and the sufferings of the East Pakistan re-
Tugees. The Government is trying, and has
extended as much help as is possible to those
rcfugees. But the trek of the refugees con-
tinues. While we were going on the roads,
we had to stop the car because we saw so
many refugees on the way,—crippled, and
some with children in arms. Therc were many
old people also waiking along the road.
We stopped the car and asked the refugees
why they were coming out, because there
was not much of a comfort that we could
give them. They said that it was better to
die in peace than to die every minute in
Pakistan. There is terror, brutality, arson
and loot in Pakistan.

Mr. Krishna Menon was saying that the
refugees should be put to good use. I would
like to say that people who are in the educa-
tion field, like teachers and doctors, have been
made use of very much. A daily allowance
of Rs. 15 is given to the doctors for attending
in the refugee camps.

We condemn the giving of military equip-
ment by the United States to Pakistan. This
will perpetuate the miseries and sufferings of
the refugees. There are more than six
million registered refugees in India, and
perhaps a few million unregistered floating
refugees.
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I cannot understand the rationality of the
view expressed in the papers today that
India should be duly compensated by land
from Pakistan on which the refugees could
be settled. The refugees are our guests in
distress and we should not bargain. We
should see that they return to their homes
where they can lead their lives in peace.
But just now they are in distress and they
know they have got a great friend in India.
Everywhere we went they expressed their

gratitude to us for taking them in.

I agree with Shri Azad that we shotild have
waited to assess the world opinion. But
now we have seen that the world opinion is
with us and it is time for action. Is it possible
for us to spend hundreds of crores every
month for an indefinite period, without
jeopardising our plans? The refugces are
receiving doles and have also started working
in some places on low labour rates. This
has started local tension. Before all these
problems reach greater dimensions, we must
decice and act now, for time and tide wait
for no man.

ot wigEgw W (AMYR) ;- seAw
wgreg, s @ ax@ A9 famr mry Sw
THT F yvex & qFOT FT qG FFAT §
gafay & STyAT GTU I, G qEAT AT
&, Sife faRat &7 QU @ Y §,
gt 3T F JA7 rRar g, R 2 q|wE )

A WHIA ;19 e ZTEw A
TEa & ? ey afew, smow g & fag
W st @

=t wiwde €S 3reE wERT, AT
AT AW TF AATAF AT, TF T
T AT Q@R A Ay
giferer Y, srerer aferal & g o srendy
g &t 39 Y A gfew F@ &
i B @ @nt ¥ ake faw
sl arRrearfeEl ¥ @R it & |
aTEeTATfRdl A OF @9 §9T AR gAIR
2w & & = W fro—uF 71 wfrm
FATAT AT FAY FY AT FOAT | I AT
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¥ T A @€ & Y € N 0F N9
farcadr @y 7 | fafew sTESTAETRRE
T ag S §9 97 I [qH g 99 IR
g I ror Y Fefrer § fwRE |@
& o o aafeendt ¥ g fafew arasy-
aifeal & R | & 1 e %7 grea
oy 3w @ & fr arfeem, s @R
ATEAT—3A qHT &7 ATEFSANANAT TF ALY
2 | ofeame #Y IgASRT ], wWAET OE
rETIATEY 3 & HX ATFAT T qreAarEy
2] 1 T A A g fawmw arfeeara
N REACEFEIIA T @ § 3 99
TR g @ €1 9w
TS 4% ¥ gW faw aqa a1 W&
ATy A faeht Avfr § vaF A § aga
T T ahar § AR F W
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AE WP, ATAFA ATU TN
3 A S AW E A8 I @ &, Faeen
| & ) gATR ot # o o faaw e
@ &, %% foaar o @y § R IE AR
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T TG AFIQAT 3T F FITT HTT AT 9]
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9T qUffea F1 JATITCO ATHAT AT,
BT gHAT F ATFAV foRAT ST 3] 97,
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AT rdy aEfew & o G | H
AT W Weg AT AT, oAl A
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R IW THT ITGT YW G 91, ATHA
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¥ wreaar &Y, gafy sTET ST 9w aww
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g a1 | TH ST oo T F qr § A
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qT @I AT A qrgaT & | AfE g8, arear
7Y fafrar @ & saiwm so@
W, ¥ A s FT Ak oA
FFAAT AAAT 3T F gH AT 3T AT,
za% fau gat NS 93 § | oF T A
gw feafram gu i@ gea € | ot &
aaqar § fr freg ag 1 wawoEer @
AT N | @i afrl o, gdfeem
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gHT? 9g 99 & | A AT W W)
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FTAT ST &, T Aiqandl § | g qgrenr
Ty F7T AW I § | AfFw v ;A
argar [ ¥ afx g I3 g9 W faar
T & @ @R 3@ H g8 ¥ fog A da
g wifgd | AATS gETEEeR S A 3
T #t fa@amar & darh gaTTER N9
R fere {1 A AR e fge
T FY 99 T W GOR F FE QW@ A
AT & |

Feqe AR, A AT A W AW
F¥ a7 € Hwer sfrw wdy, R @
AT Y AT IGAT AR & | g AW
T JIH wAT A A0 #TqEIK @AT
9E §, W SAN AW #T qAr F@AT
RN § AR T 9 IAA TAHL, wihr
Y TAY FART AT ATAAT AT AR A q,
AR E T, T W A G AT A
S qGY, ST qrg M, afeRE [
TH T9F SAT AW F AT & & faa
AR I ®E AT qE § | o A
aFq T, @aq ag, faaar @ T=
AT IIAT & gH @Ak H g9 S |
|TEAT, ST A qrfeeaE g faers
gTET FIQ AT |

AeqF WIS, TEfAT AT I WY
HIFGAT 3F, SEFI gL TFRX F qgrgar
AT, §frF FEEAT IF & g TW WA
q age e &9 § A= g A
1§ qT T4 & | B T A, qwn
Ul A9 qATAT FT TAT FrAAT ¥ @ &,
TR

SHRI AHMED AGA (Baramulla): Mr.
Speaker, Sir, I am not a pessimist. I am not
an over optimist either. [ belicve in realism
and I, therefore, believe and advocate that
there must be a proper understanding of the
issue and a proper appraisal because only
then we can take a very correct attitude.

The peint that T want to make js that we
are told that there is a free world and that
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free world wants others also who are yet
not committed otherwise to be a part of the
free world. But I doubt it. There is a third
world. I have grave doubts if the free world
has ever tried to bring in to their fold any
country in the third world.

If we see what has happened in the third
world during all these years, we find that
they have created a sort of an ulcer in the form
of Israel in the Arab world. They created
Vietnam problem by putting up a puppet
government in South Vietnam. They have
always tried to create trobule in the third
world and not allow us to develop.

Even in Pakistan, after the partition of the
country, they did not allow democracy to
grow. They installcd Iskander Mirza who
was a bureaucrat and through him they
brought in Ayub and then came Yahya
Khan. Pakistan has never seen democracy.
They have yet to know what democracy is.
Therefore I do not believe that we can depend
much on their assistance or support who call
themselves free world.

I can understand that the Foreign Minis-
ter’s tour did create a sort of awareness in
the countries which he visited about the
magnitude of the problem. But even so I
find that only the Acting Prime Minister of
Canada talked of a political settiement with
the elected representatives. I find that the
USA is not withholding econimic aid pending
a political solution in Pakistan and the Con-
sortium did not adopt the position that it
should withhold aid for political reasons.
Talking about Britain, on 23rd the British
Information Service says:

“Her Majesty’s Government’s policy
remains that projects already in hand in
Pakistan must continue in so far as this
is possible.”

All these things indicawe that they are not
very serious so far as our troubles are con-
cerned and we must, therefore, rely upon our
own efforts and on our own selves for going
ahead and for solving the problems that
face us.

Bangla Desh will have to face its own pro-
blems and pursue its own fight for its libe a-
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tion. That fight, we have to understand, as
we are told and as we understand, is a quarrel
between East Pakistan known now as Bangla
Desh and West Pakistan. But in West Pakis-
tan I would limit it to the military regime of
West Pakistan because 1 do not think that
West Pakistan is actually fighting East Pakis-
tan. It was the Ayub military dictatorship
and the Yahya military regime now which
are trying to crush them.

We had elections in Ceylon, India and
Pakistan. In all these three elections the
people’s mandate was for development «nd
progress. We have a democratic government;
we followed the mandate of the people and
set up a government like that. Tn Ceylon
the same thing has heppened. But in Pakis-
tan the Yahya regime did not want the
people’s povernment 10 come into power.
Yahya’s regime is also a puppet in the hands
of those who call themselves the frce world,
in the same manner as they have in South
Vietnam.

Therefore T say that this is a fight that
Bangla Desh has got to do without hoping
for any assistance coming from those
countries which call themselves the free
world. It is true that we are also faced with 6
million war cvacuees—I do not call them
refugees because their country is Bangla
Desh—and they have got to return to Bangla
Desh. But before they return we have got to
ensure that there is a political solution.

Here I might again refer to the statement of
the British Information Service. T do not
find anywhere that, even after he talked with
the Foreign Minister, it talks about a poli-
tical solution. The only talk about political
settlement was of the Canadian Vice Premier.

I would again say that for these reasons
it is difficult to rely on them. Now, I am
reminded that only a few months ago, about
4-5 months ago, when we were fighting for
elections, that I read in papers that Prof.
Scot Nearing came to India and he said that
the American policy’ was that Asians must
fight Asians. T think, it is very-true. They
have always tried that we must keep on
fighing each other, thereby going on weaken-
ing ourselves.

Again, going to the question of Bengla
Desh, I would like to point out how misunder-
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standing is created. I find that Biharis were
not treated well therc. Why? They did not
want that Indian Muslims should have any
sympathy with Muslims in Bangla Desh.
These are things by which Yahyas intended
to create a sort of trouble over here.

Therc is an opinion here that in the Arab
world also, there has not been much of
response to the movement of Bangla Desh.
1 would like to give an instance of Jordon
who is recciving help from the NATO coun-
tries to crush the Palestine freedom fighters.
Even the Arab countries are divided. Saudi
Arabia, Jordon, Turkey and Tran are in the
camp of CENTO powers. It is only Iraq,
Syria and Libya who arc actually fighting
the Israclis. Turkey and Iran are supplying
oil to Israei. So. we cannot say that there is
anything like Muslim about this question.
There is an attempt that there is somctling
Muslim about it. There is nothing Muslim
about it. This is the point 1 would like to
make with all emphasis at my comn:and.
There is nothing Muslimi about it. Therefore,
1 say, when Biharis were thrown out here,
there was a m’sunderstanding about it.
Majlas-c-Mushawarat and Jamate-Islam are
supporting Yahya Khan. They do not re-
present anybody. 1 may also add for that
matter what Mr. Baburao Patel who was a
Member of the Lok Sabha says in Mother
India:

“His “rebellion™

—that is. Mujibur Rahman’s—

‘.. . is rightly described by General
Yahya Khan as ‘treason’. . . Mujib is
a traitor to Pakistan. . .

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Shame, shame!

SHRI AHMED AGA: An attempt is
being made that there is anything Muslim
about i*t. I emphatically say that there is
nothing Muslim about ii. We have been
having democratic system herc. We support
Bangla Desh. Why? Not because of any
other reaon. But because they are now com-
ing to a sort of democratic systcm of Govern-
ment. Mujibur Rahman and others whoever
are elected are going to have a democratic
set-up. Therefore, I support Bangla Desh
because, I feel, if Bangla Desh becomes a
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democratic country, it is possible that West
Pakistan may be able to have democracy in
that part of Pakistan. With these words,
I support Bangla Decsh moveme: t which is
fighting for democracy and progress.

ft go qwo gifm (faweTam) :
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PROF. S. L. SAKSENA (Maharajganj):
Mr. Speaker, Sir, the Prime Minister has
repeatedly stated that she wants to stop the
exolus of refugees and to make the land of
Bangla Desh safe for the return of the re-
fugees to their homes. So far, she has been
hoping to achieve this by trying to move the
world conscience to assert itself so that the
big powers may bring pressurc on Yahya
Khan to change his ways. She sent her
Foreign Minister, Mr. Swaran Singh and
other Ministers to various world capitals.
They have done useful work. But, I am sorry
that they have not succeeded in achieving the
purpose for which they were sent. The Ame-
rican Government has not been moved at
all and they are still supplying arms to Pakis-
tan and they are saying that they will not
stop economic aid to Pakistan. There is
thus no change of Yahya Khan being forced
to stop genocide by any persuasion.

What then is the alternative? The only
alternative is this. If you want to stop the
genocide, if you want to send back the re-
fugces. if you want to make their return safe,
youwill have to send your troops on a mission
of mercy to East Pakistan. There is no other
alternative. You must not be afraid of it.
If you had done this in the wee« following the
25th of March, the course of history would
have been diffcrent.

At that time, all the international journa-
lists had been brutally expelled from Dacca
and had told the world harrowing tales about
the genocide in Pakistan and that about a
million pzople had been killed in cold blood
in the very first week. At that time, if we
had recognised Bangla Desh and sent our
troops on a missien of mercy, the entire
situation would have been different today.
Even now the only possible course is to im-
mediately recognise Bangla Desh and send
our troops on a mission of mercy. Also there
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are thousands and thousands of refugees
here, young men, patriotic and ready to
fizht for thzir country. Weshould train them
in the use of arms and equip them with arms
to enable them to get back to their country
to fizht for their freedom. Then they can
go back to their homes without fear ond do
what thcy should do. These are my sugges-
tions which I hope Government  will
consider.

&t Tma oy (Fgraoniv) @ e
wgew, st S3f W fadet F ww <
¥y § 1| & A o F gREE 34T
ATEAT §, 8 R AT F AT W /@
FT IZATRA TG F@T at gar - qar
& TG o i gy gl w1 Ao
T T § | TF T gAk Rfew @i
¥ gra fa=rar, a1d A T T @ 59w H
TTE T, gE0 AR aiferT w1 g
9 %< I fagral #1 gear &y, foe fagrat
FY gET$ FWAFT AT ] | Ag FE AT
Y qrT AG 3T F oy J|W F
g wfer 8x &, St s feam @ 2,
gftar & araa see F @8

TWWIAIAR I AW & F &w
Tt gfa & Tregt #Y AT A€ T a9,
Ig N AL AR, AT F 9 A 9
F ATEATH FT AN F GETA TER
FqAY g | g 99 ferFgr an, o
@ g wam W q faey @@ &
qaqreit F) qeATaT AT, TAN gETE fxav ar
R Froa St ¥ @ gErE foar ar e
Teonfagl @ A agT T FE@T A @
¢, saR s €, AfFw 9 A, 99
ot o v A S qwd ¥ A
Y & e A &, S gfaae afd,
ARl § gafeua #X ¥, I 99
Ffad arfe ¥ o 3 A oy F w90
¥ a5 o | afeT amqy. gar 4@ o
AT qF AT AT FT GAAT 3 & AR
¥ oqar 2w 2——ug gwEA ¥ QU W
Jgue g, TE W wy T oA
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T @67 W & aR § ;T FET
T 0

g &2 o gfar & Tt ¥ R,
fpsfar o @ & et s A g <@
&, 79 Tt =t o A, G Wi, g
FErFaT Ffy | AfFT Sy W F S AR
AT & WY &, arfegar @i #7 A AT WG
I G ], IR A FO4 & fay ;v
gfar F Y # 1% AT I &7
TG FFT X ATGAT Al qriwEaE F
AN FI FFAT A1, FEAFT Fr€aT v
qIfF&TT F1 A9EX F FFar 41, Afe
vt gfar F1 F:1E M T W TG FW
Iq AR T a1 FA1 ¥ fa¥ Fo@q
FraTe W T I @

s wEew, & qawan ¢ fF s@ sfag
TR @i Ox T@F foy 1w Traan, a ag W
T TCHTT T AT STAT | TF a< aredr @i
AT WP F QP 47, @A T&® W
TR T FT TAAT 3@ @ A, TB F
TG wF | AR WG, AW A @a-
FHAT UM F Y0AT TG & 1 ey oy A o1
1942 # FU I7 AN T =T BT, 39
ARG TAFTA A IAY [BT——TF qF AT
T AT TR, g H qg fowr g @,
X T AT Frerar & fow o
ST &, TEET FAT AT G, FAT AT
I QA § 7 W ¥ Fg—E @«
6 TRRT F &FaT g, § g
¥ 2w awar g, Afew @ & @ I
¥ AT GTAST F qE@RT TGN B
FRATE | 59 G § vy g Fadaw w0,
U F741 A AT FEHL F AW a9
FT Fg a1 Wfgr fF gw oz |\ N
WA ¥ e 9IS 9T g6q g, e &
FAT 9T @7 F 60 § A7 grar
& g Y AT I &Y @I &, FAaar F7
N g9 &) WT & IaH! I3 G FGA
A< Tk fag o W F% gIR W AN
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JoT 9% S faw IEEr fAR @
Tifge | T9F a1 i @ § afew i R
# s v are @ o afow faema w@
AT I G F AT I WY a9 A9
ITHT g } g ¥ SR ST WA
FTHTT FY ATHAT S IFA 4 | A A7 59
AT AT qgT AT A FIH FT AFAAT
afsw Fifs o sy wrEa T8 A
ar s w1 dfow gF T @ @
gfar & o< 2 & ag w1 7 e
FaAT W FT AT g | AT 2
F TFR F ATGAT IFT AT FEHT
wgaar ifw, agaw dfwg, g
&ifyg sk gak e g @ife g
¥ A og U @@ F N g ¥ A
ATIFT ATHTN FI §F T &9 q@ FT
|, FTAET AR qafeet A% o
# amad {g X Fifera O w @H
farer vy St & g fF ara fader waor
WA ER A Agar g a9
arEr dfgw foderd & s &
FAT AW FY FEEaAT AV I & q4AT
gfar & oe gt ¥ W R F 1 A
& o syt Y ey ffog o fafewr
IR FY Yo dfg 5 ogw s
FTHTICT ¥ et AT SFI AT9 arfewearT
] 7T ] T AL FG | AT I
Ffgu f ar @Y st arfeear & g w39
AF gt FIAAREE ¥ qifFemE &
v fggem & W oW A@ A}
A ¥ AT FHTCHY AT a@AT ALY |
AT & q T TF 39 A AIGT  F3H
Jorey oY fafraa aR w g@ T &
g frorm | oy TR I AT A
aa A & 1 QU W AUE AqTA E, AT
AT 9% T OF S FIA IS I AT
Ll

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AF-

FAIRS (SHRI SWARAN SINGH): First
of all I must express my thanks to Shri Bhag-
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[Shri Swaran Singh])

wat Jha Azad who initiated this debate in
a very comprehensive speech, well-docu-
mented and supported by quotations from
foreign newspapers. He has made out a
very strong and clear case, and he represented
the feelings of the country.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
For what has he made out a case?

AN HON. MEMBERS:
Government’s inaction.

Justifying

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: He has made
out an excellent case, if you had cared to
hear.

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD: Al
the case was made out by Shii Shyamnandan
Mishra only.

SHR1 SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA: 1
want to know the case.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: Let us not be
lost in these skirmishes. Although I relish
this type of skirmish, let us devote the time
to other things.

He made out a case representing the views
of the country, our strong feelings, our strong
statemznts and our strong attitudes against
the supply of aims by the United States to
Pakistan. That was the case that he made
out.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
That was the limited dimension? All right.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I am also
grateful to Shri Shyamnandan Mishra, if
that satisfies him, for raising some points,
for trying to gloss over thc issues. Without
going into these skirmishes which may be of
some interest, the whole discussion before
this House is about the two statements that
I made, one is about the American supply
of arms to Pakistan and the other, the result
of my tour to various capitals of the world.
In this connection, quite naturally the obscr-
vations that the hon. Members made covered
wider ground, and several other issues have
been raised.

Ishall try, briefly. to make my observations
about some of the matters which have been
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raiscd by hon. Members and I shall also try
to give briefly the objectives that I had before
me when I undcrtook this tour.
(Interruptions)

The hard reality that we had to fice was
that among a fairly large number of countries
there was this unfortunate tendency to treat
this situation in Bangla Desh as an internal
affair of Pakistan and it was.very nccessary
therefore to take a very clear stand about
this issue; and it was also neccssary to pro-
ject the basic issues involved in the situation
to persuade the Governments concerned and
also the non-official leaders, Opposition,
Press, commentators and othcr makers of
public opinion.

It was also neccssary to dispel the erroneous
impression that unfortunately prevailed that
it was an internal affair of Pakistan.

These were somc of the basic objectives
and T can say that there is a great deal of
understanding , almost perfect understanding,
among the non-cflicials, the Press people,
non-official thinkers, commentators, Mem-
bers of Parliamcrit, and others.

What are these basic issues that have been
enunciatcd here by hon. Members from time
to time. 1 would, for the purpose of pulling
them on record, try to rciterate very briefly
the basic issues involved in the situation.

Hcre is a situation which has been created
by the Pakistani military regimec by resorting
to ruthless repression and unleashing the
military machine against unarmed pcople
with the objective of negativing the results
of democratic election. This is the basic
issue that is involved.

We have also to keep in mind all the time
that elections in Bangla Desh and in West
Pakistan, in fact the elections in the entire
region, were not an ordinary election but
an election undertaken to enable the clected
representatives to. frame their constitution.
The ideas that werc put across by various
parties in their election manifesto which con-
tains some clements of the future set-up of
Pakistan were therefore extremely relevant.

After obtaining such overwhelming support
from the electorate for implementing those
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items which were projected in their election
manifestoes, it was nobody's concern to
start any negotiations to whittle down what
was contained in their election manifesto.
It was for the new constituent assembly of
Pakistan to take any decision about the
future set-up of Pakistan. It is therefore a
mdtter of surprise that people should have
been taken in by high pressure propaganda
that Sheikh Mujibur Rahman’s attitude was
unreasonable in the course of talks which
Yahya Khan had initiated with him.

As a matter of fact, President Yahya Khan
in this background had no business to under-
take any talks. They had won the elections
on a certain programme and it was for the
elected representatives, when they sit in the
constituent assembly, to take any decision.
Therefore, it was absolutely redundant, in
fact against all principles, to have any talks
whatsoever. The whole world now realises
that these talks were also a smokescreen be-
hind which military supplies, equipment and
troops were moved and suddenly these talks
were broken and the inilitary oppression was
resorted to. In a situation like this, when
this basic issues involved, and as a result of
which about six million people have actually
crossed over into Indian territory, for any-
body to say that it continues to be an internal
affair of Pakistan is something which is
totally unacceptable and absolutely unreal,
and it is in this respect that international
opinion has to be mobilised. To a certain
extent it has been mobilised. but we have still
to continue our cfforts and mobilise public
opinion in this respect.

About the question of refugees, I would
like to say very categorically that some hon.
Members who, in a moment were normally
carried away either by their own voice or
by their own enthusiasm, have not done
justice when they said that I had gone out
to ask for aid or to ask for any help in meet-
ing the expenditure that we incur on these
refugees. In fact, they said this was the main
objective with which 1 had undertaken the
tour. To dispel any feeling, if ever there was,
in any part of the world—

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: What is the
meaning of internationalising this problem?
What is the meaning of internationalising the
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issue, the problem of the refugees? (Interrup-
tion).

SHRI SWARAN SINGH:
to hurt his sentiments. 1 do not want to
provoke him. I only want him to show me
at least one-tenth of the patience that I
showed him when he was using all types of
adjectives against me,

I do not want

The point is that we had to project to the
entire international community. There was
an unfortunate feeling which ‘was growing,
that this is a situation in which India faces
a great economic burden, that India’s own
plans are going awry, and therefore in such
a big human problem, the problem of human
suffering, if the international community can
mobilise enough support to enable India to
tide over this thing, then perhaps that is the
answer. It was very necessary, therefore,
to dispel this erroneous impression, and this
does not fit in with the description that some
hon. Members have said, that 1 had gone
there to beg for aid or ask for aid. I never
raised this question of aid. In fact, wherever
this was mentioned, 1 always took the pre-
caution to point out that this to me is a
peripheral matter and it touched only the
symptom and did not go to the root of the
problecm, and unless the root of it is tackled,
by simply tackling the sympton, or touch-
ing the periphery of the problem and not the
basic problem, it was no use. I should be
made clear that this was one of the objectives
that 1 had bcfore me.

On the question of refugees, is it only a
question of these large numbers? Of course,
the problem is overwhelming. It causes all
manner of strains, financial, organisational;
and also it causes political and economic
tensions. Therefore, for that reason, it is a
much bigger issue, and any attempt by any-
body either here or abroad, to try to quan-
tify it in terms of money is a complete in-
justice and a complcte misunderstanding of
the problem. It is from this angle that we
have to deal with this problem and project it
to the international community.

18.00 hrs.

What is then the problem of refugees?

We have made it clear—it was necessary to
do so—because some quotations from some
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responsible people in our own country were
being unfortunately quoted in foreign chan-
caries and foreign countries to the effect that
India has got vast resources and a large
population; they have in the past on many
occasions taken in refugees and looked after
them; on this occasion also, although it is
a big problem, perhaps given the help and
necessary wherewithal, India may be able
to cope this problem also. This is preciscly
the thing which we have to negative very
strongly. These are Bangladesh citizens.
They have to go back to their own country.
They are on trust with us, primarily on
behalf of Bangladesh and sccondarily on
behalf of the entire international community.
Therefore, we should reiterate our determina-
tion that they have to go back to their own
home and hearth. They cannot go back to
their home and hearth merely because
President Yahya Khan makes a statement
that the refugces are welcome. He did make
some such statement. That was also a highly
qualified statecment. He said, genuine refugees
are welcome. What was the effect of the state-
ment which he made on 22nd or 21st May?
After that statement, about 2«} million people
have actually crossed over from Bangladesh
to India. What is the credibility of a state-
ment of this nature? When will these re-
fugees go back and how? They can go back
only if the affairs of Bangladesh arc in the
hands of the elected representatives. It is
none else except Sheikh Mujibur Rehman.
Unless he and his party arc in charge of the
affairs in Bangladesh, therc will never be
the atmospherc for these rcgugees to go
back. Therefore; let us try to understand
in depth the rcal problem involved. When
we talk of the refugee problem, although
their rehabilitation is a colossal problem,
the basic problem is that they have to go
back to Bangladesh. If we express our detcr-
mination in unmistakable terms, there will
be understanding for this. It is there to a
very large measure in several of these state-
ments with varying degree. One cannot,
when dealing with the international communi-
nity, impose one’s own words, but this idea
is broadly acceptable to all. In every state-
ment, whether it is unilateral statement or
a joint communique, there are two things.
Oae is, the low of refugees must stop. It will
stop only if this ruthless military action
stops. Otherwise, it cannot stop. Secondly, the
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refugees will never go back unless the affairs
arc in the hands of the responsible leaders
who got such an overwhelming majority—167
out of 169 scats. This is the approach that
has to be prajected consistently. These ob-
jectives received fairly wide support amongst
the international community. 1 think the
essentials of thc problem are such that they
will continue to receive intcrnational support.
I am realistic cnough and 1 havc got enough
of experience not to be misled by words.
Nor are these lunches or dinners of interest
to me. 1 am a very modest eater of food and
these things have never been of any intcrest
to me. I am not like Shri Piloo Mody, who
is so fond of food and who gathers so much
of girth round him.

SHRI PILOO MODY: [ must thank the
Minister for the differentiation he has made.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: The essential
point, therefore, is that we havc to get sup-
port for these two basic issues and the rest
of our problem then falls into proper per-
spective.

Now a great deal has becn said and there
appears to be some misunderstanding, or
some sliding back, as was mentioned by some
hon. Mcember, when we used the term “'poli-
tical solution.” 1 want to clarify this in a
thrcadbare manncr.

We are firmly of the opinion that conti-
nued military action will not resolve the
probl:m. When we say that it is quilc con-
sistent with the resolution that we have adopt-
ed in which we have said that the entire inter-
national opinion should be mobilised and
pressures should be put on the military regime
to stop their military action and ruthless
atrocities in Bangladesh. This was an essen-
tial element in the resolution which was a
adopted by this Parliament. When we say
that military action will not result in any
solution, then the other alternative is political
solution.

About political solution 1 have not left
any country in any doubt, both in the public
statcments, and during my talks with the
leaders of those countries, governmental
and non governmental. What is that political
solution? The political solution is one which
is acceptable to the clected representatives

led by Sheik Mujibur Rehman. On this issues
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we should be very clear in our mind. It will
not be a very good and acceptable strategy
for us to spell out the content of that political
solution, but it will be something for which
there will be wide support when we say that
this solution has to be acceptable to the
people of Bangladesh; acceptable to' the peo-
ple of Bangladesh means a acceptable to
those who have been elected with the over-
whelming majority, that is, led by Sheik
Mujibur Rehman. Therefore, Sheik Mujibur
Rehman is the only person who, on behalf of
the people of Bangladesh, can enter into a
solution.

When we talk of political solution and
something which is acceptable to the people of
Bangladesh, this is what we mean. I am not
saying anything here which I have not said,
perhaps in more clear terms to the leaders
abroad, whether they were official or non-
official.

At the same time, I also warned them about
this loose talk or vague talk of inducting a
civil regime for a military regime, that it will
not serve the purpose. 1 disabused thcir
mind on that that this can never happen. In
fact, the expression that T used was that it is
immaterial if the people who exercise irres-
ponsible and dictatorial authority wear
uniform of a general, or an admiral or ordi-
nary civilian; if he is not responsible to the
people, which means not responsible to the
clected representatives of the people, then it
is immaterial whether the authority is wielded
by the military general or by the civilian. Then
again, they talked vaguely of having some
government in which the Awami Leaguc
elements are involved. That is again a very
dangerous line on which some hon. Members
have already made some comments. My
friend opposite, Shri Mukerjee referred to it
and so also several other members. This was
precisely the danger that 1 also sensed. All
of us sensed it here in this government. There-
fore, it was very necessary for us to point
out in very unmistakable terms that any
regime which consists of breakway elements
from the Awami League of Sheik Mujibur
Rehman, or which consists of persons who
might have been won over, cajoled or coerced
and thus become willing tools in the hands of
the military regime, who were given the
facade of the Awami League but who were
really puppets or quislings of the military
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regime, will never be acceptable to the people
of Bangladesh,

So, these arc the vital issues involved when
we talk of the basic questions. Now, when we
talk of the refugces being the responsibility of
Bangladesh, the refugees cannot go back so
long as the military regime continucs and <o
long as these atrocitics continuc. Aslongasa
government responsible to the elected repre-
sentatives is not established these people will
never go back.

This is the whole structurc within which
we have been using this expression of stopp-
ing of military action or/and arriving at poli-
tical settlement. We have not left anybody
in doubt. I do not know if they will be willing
to go with us. T cannot make a tall claim
like that. But on the first issues there is
broad agreement that their flow should stop,
that they are not our responsi bility and
that thcy should go back. About the rest
some countries have said it openly this is not
possible unless there is satisfactory political
solution; some have said unless itisa poli-
tical solution acceptable to the people; others
have said it has to be with Awami League.
These are various steps. Quite understanda-
bly you cannot get open statements from
Governmenis even though they might be
feeling that anything short of that might
prolong the agony of the people.

T would like to mention one other aspect.
T have a distinct feeling that there is o great
deal of awareness that the position of Bangla
Desh today is such that whatcver military
regime might try to make out, these people
who have embarked upon this vital struggle
for their existence, for their survival, for their
liberty that thcy cannot be suppressed by
military means. There is a great deal of
appreciation and assessment on these lincs.
And T would like to say that if thcy arc
slowly moving from the origiral position cf
treating this as a purcly internal matter when
they sce this is the direction in which things
are moving then they also for no other
reason—for sheer self-interest—start taking
attitude which may later on not turn out to
be entirely diffcrent from the inspirations of
the 75 million people of Bangla Desh and to
that extent everyone wants to keep their
options open. It is a hard fact of international
life with which we have to copg with; we have
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to rcalise that countries generally want to
keep their options open. It will perhaps be
unrealistic for anybody to imagine that they
always go by what is just according to us or
by what is wrong according to us. The in-
terests of various countries, their short-tetm
interests, their long-term interests, they do
not want easily to sacrifice whatever may be
the justice or non-justice of the case. As a
matter of fact if this doctrine were accepted
by the international community not as a
sort of just a slogan but something in which
they firmly believe, then I have no doubt
that most of the troubles of the world would
come to a end. We have to realise all these
aspects and even the self-interest of many
countries who may have interest in this re-
gion, who may have interest even in Bangla
Desh, if they see that Bangla Desh is bound
ta come, it is only a question of time and
that 80,000 or 90,000 military pcople how-
socver ruthless their methods may be, they
cannot for all times or for any length of time
or for any sizeable length of time suppress
by military means the flame of liberty which
is now lit there in an unmistakble manner
whatever the sufferings of these people may
be; this thought itself is a great factor which
moves them nearer towards the position of
realising that the future of this area is in a
direction different from what they conccive
it today. This freedom struggle is bound to
succeed. It is in this context that we have to
view this situation.

It was onc of my efforts to point out that
this is a situation which cannot be bought
out. Affluent countries can always have the
feeling that a situation can be bought out.
This was one effort and I think now it is
realised. If I may also share this thought
with you, even if aid comes, it will never come
by our asking for it but by our taking a clear
attitude. Even the quantum of aid that you
will get will be much more than if you were
to pass your hat round and ask for various
types of help in order to look after the re-
fugees.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Was this strate-
gic?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: This is both
strategic and realistic. Porhaps he is so much
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obsessed with money that anything which is
out of money does not appeal to him,

SHRI PILOO MODY: You have been
begging for 23 years, not me.

SHRISWARAN SINGH: To fill perhaps
your coffers.

SHRI PILOO MODY: You have beon
stealing from us and begging abroad.

SHRISWARAN SINGH: As to the res-
ponse from other countries, if I may sy,
on the basic issues there is understanding.
Some of them are prepared to say openly;
others are not prepared to say it openly.
Some hon. Members say, “Give an ultimatum
to the international community; tell them
that if they do not do this within 15, 20 or
30 days, we will do this.” I think, this will
be an approach which is not justified. What-
ever our country wants to do and whatever
are our objectives, no one can pull them
out for us. The main burden, even of re-
fugees if all the money comes, will be ours.
All this socio-economic tension that is gene-
rated, all this upheaval which our country
faces, this general attitude in which almost
the entire governmental machinery is switched
on to look after this problem sometimes on
the ground, sometimes in the interpational
community and sometimes in an organisa-
tional manner—is all this capable of being
determined in terms of money? These are
problems which we have to face and unless
the basic problem, the root problem, is re-
solved, there cannot te a satisfactory solu-
tion of this problem.

Having said that, I would very briefly like
to say a couple of sentences on each of the
specific questions that were raised. Three
hon. Members, including Professor Rag,
Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad and Shri Krishna
Menon, raised the question of raising this
question in the appropriate UN organisation.
With my long experience, which this Parlia-
ment has enabled me to obtain by going to
these international gatherings, I would like
to say that this is a gathering not of judges
or jurists or of people who take decisions on
what is spoken to them but these are govern-
mental bodies in which, unless there is
governmental support at their capitals, merely
making hard or tall speeches does not take
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us any farther. So, we have first to mobilise
all the efforts in the various capitals and if
there is support for any proposition, only
then it is worth while taking it to a UN or-
ganisation.

We cannot forget that on several earlier
occasions it has not been our long speeches
that has saved the situation but a veto of a
friendly country that has saved us on some
very crucial occasions. So, T would not like
to give a falsc sense that the United Nations
or these organisations can pull us out of our
troubles and difficulties.

These are very difficult questions. I am
not opposed to taking it up at the U.N. But
1 do not believe in the efficacy of strong
speeches to enable us to get the results. We
have first to persuade the various Govern-
ments. These are governmental bodies.
The people behind the mike are absolutely
impervious to the speeches that are made.
Even eloquence does not work with them
because mostly it is lost in interpretation.
The more eloquent speech it is, the worst
it gets in simultaneous interpretation. One
has to be direct and straight in making these
speeches. Therefore, what matters is the
attitude of the Governments, Before the man
says, yes or no, he has to consult his capital,
he has to consult his Government, saying,
“This is the issue India has raised, Should
I say. yes or no?” If his Government says,
yes, he says, yes; if his Government says,
no, he says, no.

We have to prepare first the ground before
we take it up to the U.N. organisation by
taking up this matter bilaterally at most of
the capitals, and with their Ambassadors.
I would say that we have initiated that pro-
cess and, depending upon the support we
gather, we will definitely take it up at the
U.N. organisation. At the sametime, I
would not leave any doubt in the minds of
the hon. Members. It is good to raise it in
the U.N. because the matter is highlighted,
it receives publicity and it generates various
types of pressures sometimes inside the
countries which again have influence upon
their Governments. But if anybody has any
illnsion about the effectiveness of the U.N.
to work out a solution, I for one am not very
hopeful of any such thing. There may be
pious resolutions, What is the effect of this
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on West Asian situation? There is a upani-
mous resolution also accepted by both sides.
But still Israel is where it was and the inter-
national community notwithstanding the
unanimous resolution has not been able to
vacate the aggression.

There are limitations from which these
U.N. organs, these U.N. organisations,
function. T am not opposed to taking it up
with the UN. we will definitely take up.
But we will take it up after we prepare the
ground. This will be ancillary and supple-
mentary to our main effort. This will not be
and cannot be substitute to whatever steps
we want to take in order to realise our ob-
jectives which T have tried to spell out on an
earlier occasion.

Another important matter that has been
raised by my hon. friend from the C.P.M.
is that there is a U.S. radar station in India.
T would like to say very categorically that
this is an absolutely false and unfounded
statement. T would like to contradict it with
all the emphasis at my command.

8hri K. D. Malaviya said that delegations
from foreign countries should be invited.
We are already doing that. Tt is a good
suggestion.

Then, as regards visits of Ministers to
foreign countries, they have come in for some

criticism. T would not like to say much about

it. T would only like to say, if you expect
really that by showing our face, we can
convert other countries, you are mature
enough not to be under any illusion on that
score. But there is no doubt that if we raise
it at a sufficiently high level and this is raised
by a sufficiently high person in governmental
authority here, it raises the level of discussion
even in tose countries at a very high level
and some concentrated attention is given
and we know precisely where we stand. This
is a great advantage of taking it up at a high
level. T would like to assure you that these
visits are not taken in a thoughtless manner.
They are necessary and they can be supple-
mented by other efforts also.

Some unkind word have been said about
Missions abroad. The hon. Members are
perfectly entitled to say the most wunkind
and most strong words against me. Because
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T am responsible for them and, if they have
failed, 1 have failed, and 1 take the respon-
sibility.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: I never said
that. You should go once again.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: You did not
participate in this debate. Why do you take
it on you? Iam only trying to say that these
are our instruments by which we carry out
our policy.

SHRI S. M. BANERIJEE: I did not want
to participate because, according to me,
your speeches do not help.

SHRISWARAN SINGH: I1do not want
to have a running dialogue with Mr. Banerjce
whom I regard as a good friend. Occasionally,
he is off the rail, but, normally his contribu-
tions are helpful and in this particular case,
I don’t think we are really at cross-purposes.
His objective and my objective are the same.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: Metre-gauge
and Broad-gauge.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: All Metre-
gauge lines, Mr. Hanumanthaiya says, will
be converted into Broad-gauge.

1 would like to say that our missions abroad
have done good work. They are our instru-
ments and it does not do us any good to
weaken the very instruments which we have
to use in order to achieve our objectives.

Having said this much about my visit,
now I would like to say. ’

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: Why didn't you
use the word ‘Bangla Desh’ in the communi-
que and statements issued at the end of your
visits?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: To-day 1
cannot persuade anybody in those countries
to use the word ‘Bangla Desh’,

SHRISAMAR GUHA: It has a diferent
political meaning, it has a different political
connotation,
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SHRI SWARAN SINGH: Don't ask me
to confirm a positiion. I can have a talk with
you separately sometime. Your intervention
does not help the cause. It does not dcfi-
nitely help the cause. (Interruptions)
You run the risk of injuring our cause.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: Had the word
‘Bangla Desh’ been used, it would have
definitely helped them.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: Thereis an-
other matter regarding my statement about
the supply of US arms to Pakistan. On that,
I must say that the more I have looked into
it deeply. the greater is the concern that T
feel on this score and T fully support the
broad approach of my dear colleague, Shri
Bhagwat Jha Azad, supported by others that
in this respect the attitude of the United
States Government is, to say the least, ex-
tremely. . .

SHRI PILOO MODY: Callous.

AN HON. MEMBER: Inimical—say so.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: callous—VYes,
They make one statement to-day and make
another statement tomorrow. I think our
Ambassador was quite right when he said
that it is very difficult to accept what is said
by their spokesman and by their representa-
tive. So, I would not like to give an impres-
sion that even now there will not be any fur-
ther supplies from the United States to
Pakistan because they still continue to say
that whatever authorisations that were made
before the 25th March, they are not prepared
categorically to make any statcment that they
would take steps to cancel them, They go on
saying that they do not know if everything
under that is moved or not.

I think it is my duty to report to the House
that I am completely dissatisfied with the
explanations that have bcen given by the
United Statcs or by their spokesmen and the
Parliament is quite right in reacting in the
manner in which they have done that this is
something dcfinitely against our interests
and we canno taccept the explanations which
I cannot understand. Therefore, T agree
with the broad disapproval that has been
shown by the hon. Member.

There is one matter about which I have
not replied, Before I come to that, I would
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like to say one thing. A grcat deal has been
said by several members as if we are altering
our attitude if we take into consideration the
resolution which was unanimously adopted
by this august Housc. 1 would like to say
that this is not correct. There were three
elements in that Resolution. One was:

“This House demands immecdiate
cessation of the use of force and of the
massacre of defenceless people.”

When we sccure international support for
stoppage of flow of refugees, tLis is definitely
inpursuance of this directive which has been
given by the House.

When we say—

“This House calls upon all pcoples
and Governments of the world to tuke
urgent and constructive steps to prevail
upon the Government of Pakistan to put
an end immediately to the systematic
dccimation of people which amounts to
genocide”—

this is precisely what we have bean urging
all Governments to do, to exercise all their
levers.  We have mentioned to them that
whatever levers they have got,—whcther they
are levers of giving cconomic aid or giving
military aid,- —military aid in any case should
stop, b:cause this is being used for killing
innocent pzopl:.—cven cconomic aid should
stop so long as thesc atrocitics continue and
s0 long as they continue to embaik upon
this policy of repressing people.

Then, Sir, about our whole-hearted sym-
pathy and support, | do not think that the
country has in any way deviated from this
resolve of the sympathy and support from
the people and from the Government, be-
causc, all that we have been doing is support
of their frecedom movement.  There is no
apology for that because this is what we have
decided and we are continuing that thing.

About rccognition, I have nothing more
to say to what has alrcady becn said that we
still feel that this is a matter which is con-
stantly under review. If at any stage we feel
that the situation can improve by our re-
cognition or that objective is achieved by
recognition, we will not hestitate to do that,
but I might say. the present stage is not one
in which | could straightaway announce
that we have recognised Bangla Desh.
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This covers all the points that have been
raiscd. T am grateful to the Hon. Members
for broadly lending their support to the
efforts that th¢ Government is making in
order to carry out the Resolution which was
unanimously adopted by the House.
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18.39 brs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till

Eleven of the Clock on Tuesday, June 29,
1971/Asadha 8, 1893 (Saka).



