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release immediately Mr. Viswanatham
and the others and give an assurance
that they will not unnecessarily
impose section 144 Cr.P.C. which
suppresses the democratic rights of
the opposition.

13.33 hrs.

DEMANDS* FOR GRANTS, 1973-74—
contd.

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS

MR, SPEAKER: The House will
now take up discussion and voting on
Demand  No. 28 relating to the Minis-
try of External Affairs for which 6
hours have been allotted. Members
present in the House and desirous of
moving their cut motions may send
slips to the Table within 15 minutes
indicating the serial numbers of the
cut motions which they would like to
move.

DEMAND No. 28—MINISTRY OF EXTER-
NAL AFFAIRs

MR, SPEAKER: Motion moved:

“That a sum not exceeding
Rs. 68,57,77,000 on Revenue Ac-
count and not exceeding Rs. 1,50,-
00,000 on Capital Account be granted
to the President to complete the
sum necessary to defray the charges
which will come in course of pay-
ment during the year ending the
31st day of March, 1974, in respect
of ‘Ministry of External Affairs’.”

SHRI SAROJ MUKHERJEE (Kat-
wa): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I rise to op-
pose on behalf of the Communist
Party of India (Marxist), the Demands
for Grants of the External Affairs
Ministry. The Report submitted by
the Ministry is full of a complacent
attitude and it has in my opinion un-
dermined the danger to our indepen-
dent foreign policy from the United
States imperialism. The year before
last the prestige of India went up
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when the freedom s §. was go-
ing on in Bangladesh. 'After certain

vacillations and: drift; the Government
of India took the correct decision to
fight out the Pakistani horses, though
after lakhs of people were already
butchered. After that the entire na-
tion stood behind the Government,
India’s prestige went up and India
was at the height of its glory. After
that what happened? Every time we
are surrendering to United States im-
perialism. Love-calls had been going
out from our Foreign Minister, Shri
Swaran Singh, were rejected by the
rulers of the United States, which is a
shame to us. It is their consistent
policy to perpetuate tensions and con-
flicts in our sub-continent. We are
over-looking that danger,

After the glorious war we did an-
other good thing, namely, the conclu-
sion of the Simla Agreement which
started on a sound principle, the prin-
ciple of bilaterialism. At that time,
barring certain reactionaries inside our
country and outside in countries of the
world like imperialists, all the pro-
gressive people of India and outside
all over the world hailed that agree-
ment. We said at that time that if the
question of the prisoners of war was
not solved, the Simla Agreement could
not be implemented. A very illumina-
ting article was published by the
Times of India at that time on this
point. There also the Extérnal Affairs
Ministry vacillated and drifted for a
long time and that enabled our ene-
mies, the reactionaries inside India and
outside in the world over, to have a
campaign against India. The Pekigtani-
rulers decided to send out a batch
of women to campaign against India
on this issue gnd a number of trade
unions sent their representatives to
the international forum. All this-
happened because of our policy ef
vacillation gnd drift in the matter.
Orlly a few days ago a correct deci-
sion was taken to have simultangoys:

*Moved with the recomemndations of the President.
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repatriation of Bengalis from Pakistan
and Pakistani prisonerg of war from
India and Bangladesh, excluding
195 prisoners of war against whom
the Bangladesh Government want to
proceed on war crimes. We think
this is a correct decision and if the
Pakistan Government reject it, they
will be exposed before the bar of
international opinion, progressive
opinion.

13.38 hrs.
{MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

This policy of vacillation and drift on
the part of the External Affairs Minis-
try is still going on. In Asia, in
Africa, in the Arab world our prestige
has gone down during the peried
under review. In regard to Ceylon,
Burma and Cambodia, good relations
are yet to be established. A few
days ago when our External Affairs
Minister went to Burma, there was
some talk regarding a peace zone iu
the Indian Ocean, In Cambodia our
Government is not recognising or
helping the union of the Nationai
Government of Csmbodia led by
Prince Sihanouk.

In regard to China we are taking the
correct stand, though a very bold ini-
tiative could have been taken by our
Government. We know that there will
be no danger from socialist countries
to India. Some parties from here and
outside club together China and U.S.A.
in the same bracket. From some im-
perialist countries India faces danger
but not a single socialist country is
dangerous for India’s economy or
development or its pursuance of an
independent foreign policy. This we
should remember. A socialist country
will never harm our country if we
pursue an independent progressive
role in our foreign policy.

In the African countries too our
prestige is going down. In Uganda
and other places they put Indians as
being synonymous with Indian ex-
exploiting businessmen. Our people
love the Afrizan people. Exploitation

387 LS—9

VAISAKHA 3, 1895 (SAKA)

External Affairs 25

is really going on by some of our
businessmen there.

ln the Arab world also we are now
isolated. During this period you have
seen the Bengazi Resolution. They
have taken a resolution for a campaign
against India.

With regard to Sikkim, we have
commitments regarding defence, ex-
ternal affairs and communications. We
should not have sent our Army to
defend the reactionary Chogyal Re-
gime. We should have been with the
people who are hankering for progres-
sive reforms. We want that the
British legacy of the status of an
Indian protectorate in Sikkim should
be ended. Sikkim should be made an
independent, sovereignp democratic na-
tion and there should be cordial and
brotherly relations with India. This
should be done.

From al] this one can say that the
performance of the Indian Govern-
ment or the External Affairs Ministry
smecks of a tendency of expan-
sionism. This should be stopped. This
should be prevented as also vacilla-
tion in our dealing with other coun-
tries. Coupled with this there is the
sale of arms to other countries. We
do not want to sell arms to other
countries. Arms are sold for what?
To repress their own people as well
as to fight with other countries. Some
time ago Minister Shri V. C. Shukla
admitted in Lok Sabha that we sell
arms to certain countries and coupled
with that there is the export of capi-
tal. With all this one can say that
there is a tendency growing for ex-
pansionism. I will come to the ques-
tion of the United State later on.
Everybody knows the external policy
of the country is the reflection of its
internal economy, interna] policy. Our
economy is tied with the chariot wheel
of America’s crisis ridden economy.
In our own report you have admitted
—India believes that there need be no
conflict of basic interests between her
and the USA. What is the basic in-
terest of an imperialist country? But
India claims to be socialist and pro-
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gressive and has got independent po-
licy, and hence there should be con-
flict of basic interests with imperialis:
tountries. Whereas in the case of the
Soviet Union you have written India’s
co-operation and understanding with
the Soviet Union will continue to be
a.basic feature of India’s foreign po-
licy. Understanding and co-operation
with the Soviet Union—a Socialist
country—is a basic feature of socialist
policy but with the interests of Ame-
ricap imperialism, there is no basic
contradiction. It comes out of the
statement in the report that you are
with the imperialist interests and not
with the socialist interests. We say
your policy is playing between the
two camps—the camp of imperialism
and the camp of socialism. We are
having trade, co-operation, treaty, etc.
with the Soviet Union and other so-
cialist countries to bargain for more
economic aid and more help from im-
perialists, preferably the United
State of America. You know, what
for? This is the bargaining power
you have, From 1950 to 1973, a period
of very good relations with the USA
has been followed by a period of est-
ranged relations. This is going on in
a cyclic order, but the basic thing re-
mains that you are attached to the

United States, American interests, im-

perialist interests. This is a dange-
rous game—‘Chanakya Nitti’ and play
ing on the differences but you are
vacillating and you are drifting and
at the end you will be in a soup. The
entire country will be under US do-
mination if you go on like this. You
are utilising the differences between
the two camps; you are utilising the
differences between the Soviet Union
and China. All these things are good
for temporary purposes. But in the
long run, it will tell upon the econo-
mic health, the political development
of our country. Therefore, you should
end such a policy which bring econo-
mic ruination.

Two days =2g0, two top persons from
America came here, Mr. Kenneth Rusk
and Mr. foseph Sisco—they are tour-
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inrg round this region., What did
they say? Mr. Joseph Sisco said:

“U.S. would be concerned if any-
one major power achieved domin-
ance in the area. We would be con-
cerned about any policy that would
be a new threat to the integrity of
Pakistan. The U.S. has a construc-
tive role to play in that area. Ac-
tually, I do not think that any other
major power could take our place
tacre, This is a substantial U.S.
position on the sub-continent.”

With this purpose they have come
here.

Our Foreign Minister, Mr. Swaran
Singh, on 30th November, sent a love-
call there. They dropped their anti-
CIA campaign, as a result of which
the U.S.A. also said that blocked ail
to India would be released. They an-
nounced the release of the communica-
tion equipment which India had order-
ed from U.S.A. But after a few days,
what happened? The news came that
arms were being supplied to Pakistan.

Again, in the same report, our Fore-
ign Minister said, “It will create diffi-
culties to achieve peace in the sub-
continent.” It is true. But again, you
are surrendering to U.S. imperialism.
Our Finance Minister went there.
What did he say? He said:

“Have-nots have been ignored. We
deplore the attitude of affluent na-
tions which produces highly unfav-
ourable effect on developing ecno-
mies, on the purchasing power of
their resources. on the problem of
external debt. servicing, etc.

Therefore. we are heading towarlis
economic dependence.

This is what the Statesman editorial
says:

“There now remains the residual
problem of what should be done
with the Rs. 2400 crores of
outstanding rupee liabilities on PL
480 account.... As Dr. B. R. Shenoy
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points out, these funds c¢o not re-
present real resources and any dis-
bursements of rupees against these
securities is purely inflationary. That
1s a foreign Government is empower-
ed to create money and aggravate
demestic inflation, albeit with tha
Indian Government's permission, is
a fantastic anachronism that needs
to be removed.”

Coming to the economic situation,
there has been the currency crisis 1n
America. There has been a 10 per cent
devaluation of dollar—it is the second
in 14 months. We have seen the em-
ergence of the European Economic
Community with Britain entering it.
Their economic power has been far
more than that of U.S.A. U.S.S.R. and
Japan. In respect of “Bloc of 9", its
imports in 1971 amounted to 171 bil-
lion dollars. and its exports in 1971
amounted to 312 billion dollars. As
against that, U.S.A., USRR. and
Japan totalleq 78 billion dollars in
respect of imports, and in respect of
exports also the same feature is re-
vealed. The figures for 1972 will also
be like this. Therefore, this currency
crisis and economic crisis of U.S.A.
is being put on the shoulders of India
and the Indian Government is crying
for a moratorium on wages, increase
in productivity and linking it with
wages. All the burden of the world
capitalist crisis is being imposed on
an Indian worker. This should be
stopped.

We are getting milo mixed with
datura, rotten milk powder and this
economic flasco. You are heading to-
wardg it. It must be ended. You have
seen Ambassador Moynihan's state-
ment, What did he say? The main
problem is to increase volume of trade
with India. That means they will in-
flict all their burden on India. The
Statesman’s editorial of the 16th
April rightly said “Ambassador Moy-
niban’s statement that any nation
which enjoys a surplus in its trade
with the TU.S.A. must provide
-equal access to its markets for Ame-
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rican products, is to be strongly resist-
ed.” They say, we want to increase
the volume of trade. That is our pro-
olem. Indian and U.S. volume of
trade should be increased. That means
more burden on us. Therefore, from
this economic field our foreign policy
is being dictated., We demand that
this should be ended.

Last of all, my point is this. If you
want to pursue your progressive in-
dependent policy, you must immedia-
tely give recognition to Provisional
Revolutionary Government of South
Vietnam, Democratic Peoples’ Repub-
lic of Korea and recognise the Gov-
ernment of National Union of Cambo-
dia. You must quit the Common-
wealth. Now the situation is very
favourable for us. There is a detente
in Europe, there is detente betwcen
two hostile camps and the most out-
standing victory of the people of the
world is the victory of Vietnamese
people. Americans have been forced
to retreat. War has been ended but
still South Vietnam is getting money
—150 mililon dollars uptil June 1973
to carry on their war in Vietnam. It
is a victory for the people—on out-
standing victory. We must liquidate
our vacillation and carry forward with
our independent, progressive Policy.

SHRI DINESH CHANDRA GOS-
WAMI (Gauhati): Mr. Deputy Spea-
ker, Sir: In spite of all that has been
said by my friend opposite, I think we
can look back to the year that we
have left bghind with a fair amount
of satisfaction so far as our foreign
policy is concerned. Not only there
has been improvement in the field of
foreign affairs and fruitful and deci-
sive settlement of matters which are
of interest to this country, but also
our foreign policy has helped to a
great measure in the achievement of
the broader goal of creating a healthy
and peaceful climate in this sub-
continent. The foreign policy that, we
havp pursued so long has also been
vindicated by the events which have
followed the year 1871. .
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Sir, it is not for the first time that
our foreign policy has been criticis-
ed in this House as being vacillating,
as was done by my friend who pre-
ceded me. During the life-time of
late Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and also
afterwards criticism was levelled
against our foreign policy—that it is
a vacillating policy, that it has left us
friendless and defenceless and often
the foreign policies of other coun-
tries were euologized. But, let us see
the effect of the foreign policy of
other nations. There was a time when
Pakistan’s foreign policy was openly
acclaimed by my rightist friends, But
what their policy has led them to?
Not only has it led to the dismem-
berment of that country, but we have
also seen that they have undergone
a complete and in glorious defeat in
our ha’ is in the 14-days war,

Wheat about America. The empha-
sis c¢f American foreign policy so long
was anti-communism and their self-
imposed duty of containment of Com-
mission in Asia. But, what we see
of their policy today? They are not
only embracing Mao but we see to-
day also that they are following the
foot-steps of the Communist regime,
thus exhibiting a complete hypocricy
of the Policy.

About China, so much hag been
said by my friend opposite. They
profess to be the greatest lovers of
the under-dogs of; the world and
the bitterest enemies of the colonial
rowers. But what do we see today?
China has not only embraced Kissin-
ger, but in South-East Asia and Bangla
Desh, unfortunately and tragically,
it has sided with the oppressors &nd
not with the oppressed. And, after
the event of Bangla Desh and South-
East Asia. for my Marxist friends to
say that China being a Communist
country will never do any harm to
India is to live in a make-believe
world,

-

Compared to all this, our policy of
non-alignment has stood the test of
time. Mot snly it has stood the test
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of time but it has tremendously prov-
ed to be successful. No doubt there
have been minor adjustments and re-
adjustments here and there which 1
do not call vacillations because ad-
justments and readjustments are ne-
cessary on occasions, to meet the
changing needs of internal, regional
and international environments. But
it must be said to the credit of ovur
policy that the broad principles have
prevailed with a remarkable clarity
even till now.

Coming to the question of our policy
in more concrete terms, there has
been one very significant development
in the international situation since
we discussed the international situa-
tion on the last occasion in this
House towards the end of last year.
That is the signing of the Treaty on
Vietnam. The Vietnam Treaty and
the emergence of Bangla Desh have
not only changed the geo-politic map
of this sub-continent but it has ulso
changed to a great extent the bal-
ance of power here. These facts inust
be taken into account and lessons
must be learnt from the lessons of
Vietnam, What are the lessons of
Vietnam? The lessons of Vietnam
are, in my opinion, the lessons of
failure of the two great powers like
the USA and China who have exhi-
bited always a marked tendency to
direct the political development of
the smaller States, The French could
not control Vietnam, However hard
they tried, the mighty USA could not
perpeluate a particular ruling elite
there. The lessongs of Vietnam have
been that however small and poor a
State may be, particularly, in Asia,
in the ultimate analysis, it is the in-
ternal considerations and not exter-
na) forces, that decide and determine
the political character of a State.
What is the strength of Vietnam, this
under-developed nation, with its
short-statured peorle. With that
strength they could fight the Ameri-
can imperialism? The strength of
Vietnam les in the nationalism of its
people, in the patriotism of its peo-
ple and in their practical competence
and valour exhibited by its people.
Another lesson of the Vietnam war is
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that massive external help from even
a most powerful nation could not
thwart the nationalistic appeal of a
country, however small and however
undeveloped it may be. These issues
have been finally, fully and irrevoc-
ably settled and that external en-
couragement, whatever it may be,
cannot subjugate the politica]l aspi-
rations of a State. We must learn
lessons from it. On the basis of these
backgrounds, we must improve our
relations today in' South-East Asia
which I consider is the most import-
ant territory from our foreign affairs
point of view. I do not consider even
China or USA of that great import-
ance as I consider our relations with
the South-East Asia. After all, we
should take note of the fact that
after Vietnam there may be g reluct-
ance on the new part of the USA to
intervene in the South-East Asia in
the same scale and magnitude with
which they intervened in Vietnam.
But if we think or if somebody thinks
that their intervention in South-East
Asia has come to a stop, we will be
living in a utopian world. Only the
form and characteristic of interven-
tion of America in South-East Asia
has changed and in fact, America is
trying to make inroads even into our
own country in a different context
to-day. We must guard ourselves
against this dangerous policy of USA.

One fortunate thing that has hap-
pened is that our image has jrown
in the eyes of the third world to-day
after the 1971 victory. We must at
the same time remember that we
must act with great caution while
dealing with the nations of the South-
East Asia because the nations in South
Fast Asia to-day are in a great dol-
drums because of the self-contradic-
tory and erratic policies pursued by
China, the fast-sinking image and in-
fluence of the USA and the unchart-
ed destiny of Japan and, let us ad-
mit it, to a certain extent the hesita-
tion on their part to us because of
our enormity in size. These facts
must be taken into account and the
primary task before our Ministry will
be to create intra-regional relation-
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ship in the South-East Asia in a .nore
healthy basis so that an atmosphere
of friendship and co-operation in this
region may be created between our
country and other countries.

14 hrs.

1 hope our policy makers will re-
member that after the experience with
USA, it is only those nations which
are helpful and cooperative which
will have an abiding influence in this
region. The tendency towards ex-
pansionism or political dominance will
have a disastrous effect. We must
take note of this fact. China and
USA are creating a war psychosis in
this region. For this atmosphere
creating a friendly atmosphere devoid
of expansionism or any sort of
dominance is not of course an easy
task. Our Marxist friends made
certain remarks to the effect that
India was showing a tendency of ex-
pangionism. I can understand this
because they are doing it deliberately
in order to promote the interests of
China and to create a bad image of
our country in south-east Asia. In
doing so they are doing the greatest
disservice to this country. Any
patriotic Indian wanting peace in this
subcontinent should not make such
allegations. We should go all out to
foster cooperation in this region and
to develop mutual friendly relations
in this region. There should be a
healthy rational aid policy in this
region. This should be based on
technical and personnel support. As
the Prime Minister has rightly stated
at the Asian Trade Union Seminar
the opportunity for fruitful exchange
of information among south-east
Asian countries must be explored. We
should help particularly the smaller
and weaker nations. We should make
an attempt to arrive at an agree-
ment or convention to guarantee the
sovereignty and independence and
territorial integrity of nations of
South-east Asia.

China and USA should be made
to realise this that in spite of diversi-
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ties among nations, on one thing all
are united, namely, their revulsion to
foreign dominance and interference.
It is very heartening to note that our
relations with S.E. Asia are becoming
much better every day. We are
having a very healthy relationship
with Bangla Desh. The Indo Bangla
Desh agreement, by delinking the
humanitarian problems from other
probleras affords an opportunity for
creation of a peaceful atmosphere in
this region. I hail the agreement. The
ball is now in the court of Mr. Bhutito,
and he has to respond to it. In the
past our experience with President
Bhutto has been one of disappoint-
ment. Even to this agreement he
has shown a dichard attitude when he
says, because crimes were committed
in Pakistan and the persons involved
were citizens of Pakistan, so, the trial
can be only in Pakistan and not in
Bangla Desh. There cannot be a more
absurd logic than this. It is the
Bangla Desh people who suffered due
to Pakistani crimes. Who else but
they can go imto these war crimes?
History has precedents about these
things. Czechoslovakia and Austria
were at the time of the II World
War, part of Germany, but the 1I
World War Trial was held at Nurem-
burg. Paldstani politicians have not
been able to get rid of external
influence from America and also their
internal military regime, and, being
influenced by these factors, have
shown attitudes which- are immature,
insincere and unfortunately hypocritic.
It is very heartenig that the world
opinien, including the opinion re-
cently expressed here by a French
intellectnal have hailed this joint
Indo~-Bangla Desh declaration and on
my part will keep my fingers across
and hope for the best response from
Pakistan.

The relationship’ with U.S.A has
bearr a mmmtter of great disappoint-
ment. W@ wanted to have tfie best
of relationship with America not,
because this country cannot live and

prosper without America’s aid but the
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basic philosophy of our country is to
have friendly relationshig with all
countries. It is a matter of deep in-
dignation for us today that America
has helped Pakistan in the race of
armaments. Only on my part I will
say that America by their action is
not only betraying the peace in this
world; not only betraying people of
Asia but they are betraying to a great
extent their own people and their own
youths,

It is a very healthy and happy sign
that our relationship with Soviet
Russia is growing everyday. But it
appears it has unnerved the forces who
are hostile to world peace and forces
who are hostile to us. A cloud has
been sought to be created on this
relationship by some interested powers
outside and some of their stooges here.
Let us remind these people—people
who are hostile to us—that Indo-
Soviet relationship is built on such a
strong edifice that nobody can move
it an inch. Our treaty relationship
with Soviet Union is bilateral and
solely intended to preserve peace in
this sub-continent by preventing
foreign influence but it imposses no
obligation on us to be sub-servant to
the interests of the Soviet Union
whether it be in Asia or elsewhere.
As I have no time at my disposal, I
shall now touch only some points. 1
fee] if we want successfully imple-
ment and eontinue our foreign policy
it is necessary to evolve immediate
measures by which our economy can
arrive at a stage of take-off. The
second point which I want to touch
is that the Foreign Ministry with the
consultation of the Petroleum Ministry
must evolve an oil policy because
unless there be a progressive oil
policy in this country the entire ex-
ternal relationship of this country may
be in jeopardy.

Before I conclude I want to say a
word about this Report. This Report
seems to be written in a casual
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manner. I will give three illustra-
tions. 1f you look to the paragraph
in Soutn East Asia you will find that
you have barely given a catalogue of
visits and counter-visits. Then look

to the most important sentence at page
10:

“India’s consistent approach on
relations with Pakistan, despite the
outbreak of war in December, 1971
resulting from Pakistan’s aggression,
was that if Pakistan showed willing-
ness to live in peace with India,
India would respond in full measure
to establish mutually beneficial and
friendly relations.”

This gives an impression that we are
asking Pakistan to take the imtiative
and we are only to respond but the
fact is otherwise. It is we who have
taken the initiative.

I conclude by saying that we are
passing through a critical time and
we should not take anything for
granted because the foreign policy of
a country cannot be based on black
and white of exclusive colours but
should be sophisticated enough to take
in a whole gamut of shades.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE (Calcutta—
Narth-East): Mr. Deputy Speaker,
Sir, it is a good job that this debate
follows upon our joint declaration
with Bangla Desh and a pledge that
we have given that India and Bangla
Desh will work together to establish-
ment of durable peace in the sub-con-
tinent. Every valid consideration,
politic as well as humanitarian was
incorporated in our joint declaration.

The repatriation of civilan internees

who are Bangla Desh nationals in
Pakistan, gnd Pakistan’s nationals in
Bangla Desh simultaneously with
Pakistani prisoners of war, barring
those wanted for trial in Bangla Desh
as war criminals are required under
the declaration to be freed. Not only
Pakistan but also its friends in many
countries including India have on
purpose blacked out the fact that while
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Pakistani prisoners of war have been
kept under humane conditions and at
very great cost to ourselves, following
in every particular the Geneva Con-
vention, Bangla Desh civilian internees
have been made to suffer inhuman
which have been
vouched for by independent foreign
observers. What the unpredictable
President of Pakistan has really in
mind remains, however, still to be
found out, more accurately, it is what
the people behind him, those by no
means unknown backers of Pakistan
want, whose intentions require to be
found out.

Meanwhile, Mr. Bhutto has respond-
ed rather equivocally and with a
certain amount of malevolence. To
him, Bangla Desh as a soverelgn
State recognised today by more than a
hundred other States is not a rveality
His pledge which he has repeatedly
given at Simla and elsewhere that he
would recognise Bangla Desh remains
unfulfilled. With arrogant gumption,
the new Pakistan Constitution envis-
ages Bangla Desh as a part of its
territory and wishes away a glorious
and successful liberation struggle
which is a shining part of contem-
porary history.

Even so, the terms of the joint
declaration are so reasonable and so
fundamentally generous that Mr.
Bhutto cannot reject it out of hand
altogether and that is a good thing.
He is asking, and it is a good thing
in his case, for further discussion.
For a serpentine and slippery operator
of his type, it is something of a
positive, if minimally positive res-
ponse.

What we have to do, I submit is
that making sure of Dacca's complete
concurrence, we should take up the
thread of talks for implementation of
the Simla agreement. Bhutto with
the crude variety of craft in which
he is proficlent goes on repeating that
he wishes to observe the Simla agree-
ment in letter and in spirit, and the
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joint declaration has now put him on
his trial. India and Bangladesh
together have taken a principled
stand which no amount of motivated
attack can tarnish in the eyes of
honest people anywhere. It is good
that, as my hon. friend Shri Dinesh
Chandra Goswami also has said, the
conscience of Europe, in so far as it
exists, has spoken through the voice
of Monsieur Andre Malraux, and our
foreign office should follow up the
situation with the dignity and the
determination not to be put off by
the blackmailing manoeuvres of Mr.
Bhutto and his patrons.

This country must also face up to
the continuous and recently accentuat-
ed crisis created by the U.S. resump-
tion of arms aid to Pakistan, accom-

panied as it has been, by Peking’s
policy of arms supply to the same
country.

There are also such phenomena as
the patent likelihood of further
lethal assistance through the instru-
mentality of countries like Iran. There
can be no manner of doubt that these
goings-on are meant to bolster up the
hawks in Pakistan who thrive them-
selves and please their masters by
keeping up a warlike atmospher= in
our sub-continent. Our one and only
Field Marshal who in his Burra Saheb
talk in Britain was utterly unbecom-
ing of an Indian national, reminded
me of a British general who is
described as “invincible in defeat but
insufferable invictory.” At least, he
is insufferable when he speaks in
mufti. He has reminded us, at any
rate, of the fact that Pakistan con-
tinues to be battle-ready as she
always has been. It is a pity that
ithis country still has to live with
this menace planted by the British in
1971 as a time bomb intended against
India, its rulers even today uarecon-
ciled to a peaceful sub-continental
understanding. India’s  obligation,
however, remains, the obligation for
working for peace, concord and
understanding, the obligation of build-
ing solidarity with Bangladesh as
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well as with Pakistan, and also to
promote, to the extent that we can,
Pakistan’s relations with Bangladesh
on the basis of amity and under-
standing.

I find it very significant that both
Bhutto and Nixon spoke on the same
day, 15 March, about India emerging
as a dominant power. This they did
in an effort to provide and alibi for
fresh supplies of US arms to Pakis-
tan. Bhutto talked about India’s pre-
tentions to being a dominant power
while Nixon spoke even more expli-
citly. 1 quote:

“After the war which broke
Pakistan in half, India’s superiority
is so enormous that the possibility
of Pakistan being a threat to India
is absurd”.

Variations of the same theme have
come from the team of Rush and Sisco
and all that tribe, and variations of
the same theme have also been heard
in vicious tones from China.

This simplistic and mischievous logic
flies in the face of history and fact.
It was Pakistan, not India, which in
the last 25 years has repeatedly com-
mitted aggression on us. It says US
imperialism, with its teeth broken and
its prestige humbled in Vietnam, to
keep up armed tension between our
two countries so that we can fall a
prey to its political and economic
policies of domination.

In tune with Washington—for that
is the irony of world history today—
People’s China talkgs of India’s
dominance over Bangladesh and
Pakistan being menaced by India's
strength. Happliy, Sheikh Mujibur
Rehman and his Bangladesh which
went on a general election lately have
firmly repudiated this calumny, but
the calumny goes on being repeated
in the hope that mud, if thrown often
enough, will stick to a certain extent.
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All talk about India’s superiority
and new accretion to her strength,
whoever makes it, should be viewed
with the utmost misgiving. It may
sound flattering to some people in
India, and Big-Money press may gloat
over it, but saner elements must
regard such references not as a com-
pliment but as part of a dangercus
game to feed a complex in our neigh-
bours that India has a so-called
hegemonistic role.

Twentyfour years ago, in 1849,
Jawaharlal Nehru had warned:

“Some people talk rather loosely,
if I may say so, rather foolishly, of
India becoming the leader of this or
the Teader of that or the leader of
Asia. Now, I do not like that at
all. It is a bad approach, this
business of leadership”.

At the same time, Jawaharlal Nehru
added that India might be saddled
with a certain responsibility which is

special. I quote his words:
“India realises it and other
countries realise it also. The

responsibility is not necessarily for
leadership but taking the initiative
sometimes and helping others to co-
operate”’.

These words have a profound validity
today. This country is not to play the
role of a big brother scaring away
smaller brothers, but we are a big
country on which some historic re-
sponsibilities and duties have devolved
and, therefore, we have to take certain
initiatives. For example, in regard to
peace in Asia and peace in ag much
of the world as we can help to bring
peace to India.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You
have almost completed fifteen minutes.

(Interruptions) You started at 2.04;
now, it is 2.20.
SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: India

should do nothing that lends itself to
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the impression that we are throwing
our weight about.

In this context, it is important that
the Prime Minister is going to Ceylon.
It is good that the Minister of External
Affairs went to Burma and to the
Gulf States and certain other coun-
tries.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I am
sorry; you have started at 2.09. It
was my mistake.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: We must
be ready even to bend a little back-
wards in relation to our neighbouring
countries to ensure good will and
friendliness.

In Sikkim, something has happened
to which the country surely must give
its attention. It is a difficult and
delicate area where India has to be
friends with the popular and demo-
cratic forces and, at the same time,
beware of our enemies’ intrigues. So
far, the response of both the Chogyal
and the people to the steps taken by
Government is an adequate vindication
of India’s role and intentions. China,
of course, has butted in with certain

mischievous insinuations, and the
Americans have been busy because
fishing in troubled waters is an

American speciality.

I find, for example, that the Political
Officer in the United States Con-
sulate General in Calcutta, Mr. Peter
Burleigh, went to Gangtok on the
17th and 18th February. He also
recently visited Assam and Or:ssa and
Hazaribagh at strategic points of time
perhaps with a certain very special
intention. T find also that in the
Calcutta Consulate-General of the
United States, there is a Vice-Consul
called Mr. Charles Coudert who is
mentioned in a book by Dr. Julius
Marter called Who is in the CIA,
wherein a lot of particulars are given
about this very unsavoury customer.



275 D.G. Min. of

[Shri H. N. Mukerjee]

Jawaharlal Nehru had laid the
the foundations of that great and

unique friendship with the Soviet
Union which is at the basis of the
indo-Soviet treaty of peace, friend-
ship and co-operation. This is a
model on the basis of which we have
to proceed further and we have
already got a similar treaty with
Bangladesh. We are trying to securc
a peace zone in the Indian Ocean area,
and in regard to the Aquestion of
Asian peace, we ought fo go ahead
and take certain initiatives. We
should go and in a friendly fashion
remind Peking that China had in 1955
herself proposed a collective peace
pact in Asia and the Pacific.

It may be too much to cxpect China
to change her tone of hostility to the
Soviet Union and to India at the pre-
sent moment but an Asian and peace
and security understanding necessari-
ly requires the consent of China which
has been emphasised by the Soviet
Union. and China can be reminded
of what she herself wanted in 1955.
We can go ahead in order to really
and truly secure a peace zone in the
Indian ocean region and the whole
continent of Asia.

Meanwhile, there is neither reason
nor sense in the trepidation we seam
to exhibit before the United States in
particular and we say nothing, for
example, about its continuing black-
suardry in Indo-China where it is
trying desperately to undo the results
of the glorious victory of heroic
Vietnam, where it is propping up
reaction that is doomed in Cambodia
and Laos where it is keeping its vile
armament strength intact on sea and
lamd in Southeast Asia. Not a word
has been heard from India about the
full implementation of the Vietnam
peace agreement. Government shies
away also from recognition which we
demand -of the provisional revolu-
tionary government of South Vietnam
already recognised by more than 30
countries; displaying a pusillanimity
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in regard to this question, we only
made a verbal protest to the United
States when our embassy in Hanoi
was damaged, but the United States
Government made no response to it,
as was stated in answer to a guestion
in this House.

The Prime Minister makes a very
good point against the United States’
infamy in Vietnam at the One Asia
conference held in Delhi. But sorrow-
fuliy in contrast with the conduct cf
the Swedish Prime Minister who got
himself in trouble with the United
States, she took back her words, and
she told, of all people, the editor of
the magazine called the Forbes
Magazine, which is a special magazine
of American big business, in its 4th
March issue, that “there was no con-
flict of interest” between India and
the United States.

Such gestures are coming with a
peculier = frequency. I notice for
example that after the assassination
of American and Bellgian diplomats
in Khartoum by people obviously mis-
guided but turned desperate by the
cruel tragedy of the Palestinian pro-
blem, our Prime Minister expressed
her shock to President Nixon but
nothing as far as is known was con-
veyed to Belgium Government’s
sorrow even is so nicely selective.

Only the other day the Rush-Sisco
team came here to meet not only their
counterparts who are there in plenty
in our South Block but also the Prime
Minister whose doors are wide open
for such gentry from a particular
country.

It can only be fear of American
reaction which stops us giving diplo-
matic recognition to the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea, a country
which is a shining exemplar of self-
reliance and national self-respect.
Countries like Mauritius and Malagasay
recognise North Korea but somehow
we hold our hand. Perhaps we are
in fear for many reasons, among them
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being the PL 480 fund accumulation-
ism the total amount payable from us
being Rs. 2468 crores. Something has
got to be done about it. It is to be
completely frozen or a moratorium
should be put on it till India reaches a
stage of stable growth and surplus
budgets. Even Mr. L. K. Jha towards
whom in a drunken moment Mr.
Kissinger titledq the other day in
Washington had said that the most
useful role for these PL 480 funds was
to have no role at all.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Your
time is up.
SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: I will

need a few more minutes; otherwise
there is no point in political parties
taking part on the foreign affairs
debate. ¥

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I wish
the House were more realistic in
allotting time.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: I shall
finish in two or three minutes; I shall
finish as quickly as I can.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: You can
take three more minutes.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: Influe-
nces such as these make a shambles of
our foreign economic policies. I am
glad Mr. Goswami also referred to it.
Mr. Moynihan, the American Ambas-
sador made a speech in Bombay before
our business people which is a very
bad pointer for the future of Indo-
American trade. We find that unlike
Chile which has taken over copper,
we go slew, we hesitate to take over
fareign oil interests. That is why
we find open allegations in our Press
that a Planning Commission Member
formerly employed by the scandal-
generating Bechtel firm has accom-
plices in high places to connive and
put fertiliser = operation largely in
hands when we can take them over
easily. = : ’
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Foreign policy needs to be conduct-
ed with more courage and a sense of
perspective, a feeling about the
rapidly changing world and our role
in it, that is to say, with a spirit and
a certain ideological orientation so
that the world knows our stand, that
we are on the side of peace and
socialism, so that the world does not
doubt our bona fides.

This is not done because of a wooden
administration. Our embassies are
sad, often ineffective establishments.
In London our High Commission is
more a mausoleum than a live organi-
sation. Information Officers are badly
recruited and few find congenial con-
ditions for effective work. Last year
I was in Sofia. Our Ambassador with
his vivid cultural and human interests
made himself immensely respected.
His poem on Dimitrovwon the heart
of the Bulgarian people. But for
same reason which I cannot fathom
I find him transferred to Guyana. T
am not sure if we have Embassies
which are adequate in countries
specially important to us, like Chile
or Tanzania, not to mention others
nearer home.

Big money propaganda in Press,
Parliament and outside goes on; the
new orchestration is: love United
States, love Pakistan, love China—
all in the name of ‘maturer relations’,
of objective analysis, and most
laughably, in the name of compassion,
of peace, of geo-political wisdom.
So prepared publicity is given. to all
kinds of things like what I, have
already referred to, Kissinger tilt
towards L. K. Jha.

Let us remember that on the con-
trary if arms supplies make a decisive
change in relation between countries
the Pentdgon would rule the world. :
But, to-day, the United States is
driven to licking its Viet Nam wounds
and manotuvring in orfder to carry on
in’ a different fashion. If Government,
therefore, pursues radical policies at -
all, ‘mobilises the enthusiasm of our



279 D.G. Min. of

[Shri H. N. Mukerjee)

people as Government did at a point
of time when the Seventh Fleet of
the United States was prowling in
Indian waters, when Government had
given ‘a new assurance to our pecple
about a new texture of foreign policy
as well as the economic organisation,
we can bring together our people in
a position of strength which alone
would lend our foreign policy a
character and the potentiality which
it deserves.

With these words, I would point
out that there are many lacunae,
many weaknesses and many defici-
encies still in our foreign policy and
pusillanimity in the face of the U.S.
imperialists which stand as a disgrace
which, another we shake the better it
will be for our country.

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I wish
the House had allotted a more
realistic amount of time so that this
tussle between the Chair uand the
speakers can be avoided to a great
extent. B

Now, 1 have some bad news for
the speakers from the Congress
benches. There is a request from
the Whip that they should confine
themselves to ten minutes.

Dr. Austin,
DR. HENRY AUSTIN (Erana-
kulam): Mr, Deputy-Speaker, Sir,

the recent international developments
have, in a way, given rise to the
hopes of men of goodwill, the world
over, that a new period of relaxstion
in the international fleld is emerging.
No country would be more happy
in this new turn of developments in
the international fields than India,
committed as it has been to the pur-
suit of peace, amity and concord
among nations. Various bilateral
understandings amongst even hitherto
warring powers and their political
leaders are proofs to the fact that
they have taken a more flexible
attitudes in their:international rela-
tions. They seem prepared to react
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with flexible responses. The affairs
of the nations show a tendency to be
guided keeping in view the best inter-
ests of humanity as a whole.

The recent Indo-Soviet Treaty of
Peace, Friendship and Cooperation
has been a model in this line. The
understanding between the Soviet
Union ‘and the United States as a
result of summit talks and with U.S.
and China with China and Japan
and the Berlin Agreements and the
understanding between Moscow and
the Federal Republic of Germany
have all contributed to relaxation of
tensions and comparative normalisa-
tion of relations. So, an approach to
the problems of world issues in a
spirit of tolerance and understanding
are clearly discarnible. I preface my
observations touching on these healthy
trends one sees in the international
field because observers of the interna-
tional scene feel that countries tend
to stress bilateral relations de-
emphasising power bloc considerations.
In place of bi-polarised world they
see the emergence of a multi-poiarised
world.

Immediately after independence
India’s foreign policy leaders visualis-
ed such developments. India did not
believe in power-blocs. It advocated
principles of peaceful co-existence.
Later, these cardinal principles of
India’s foreign policy had been for-
malised in the fine principles of co-
existence, commonly known as ‘“Panch
Sheel”. At that time - big powers’
minds were obsessed with power-bloc
objectives global hegemonic outlooks
—and so these ideas were rejected as
irrelevant and naive. Even against
this background we pursued an in-
dependent foreign policy, mecting
every issue on merits no matter what
the approach of this country or that
country was to any particular issue.

Since the Chair has given me a
warning, I do not want to go into the
details of the problem, Shall we come
to more concrete aspects of our foreign
policy? Ia our quest te build durable
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peace in our sub-continent, one sees
an abiding concern and commitment
to thé concept of peace as a whole.
Although Pakistan had repeatedly
attacked us, we exercised great
restraint in our dealings with Pakis-
tan, extending always the hand of
€riendship. In the same way, in our
relations with our neighbouring coun-
tries, although we had reason to be
antagonistic or develop a hostile
policy, never once we considered a
Government or a country as our
enemy. This attitude has been based
on one of the outstanding principles
of our foreign policy. It is no fault of
ours that we are a big country. The
concept of the colossug of the south
perhaps obsessed the people of Nepal,
in spite of the historic and various
other bonds which bind both Nepal
and India. In spite of the fact that
Nepal had tried to balance between
China and India and tried to build
up some relations with China, India
has been consistently following the
policy of cultivating Nepal. Today
after the recent visit of our Prime
Minister, the bords of friendship
between these two countries have
become all the more gtrengthened.
In the same way, later this month ovr
Prime Minister proposes to visit Sri
Lankd, which again has gone to China
fearing the colossus of the north. We
are trying to allay the fears and create
an impression that as far ag India’s
pursuit of foreign policy is concerned,
we are not dominated by geo-political
considerations or considerations of
hegemony. I am sure the ensuing visit
of our Prime Minister will pave the
way for better undertanding between
Sri Lanka and our country.

The situation in regard to Bangla-
desh hag bBeen referred to by many
friends who have spoken before me
I do not want to go into details of
that issue. We have passed through
difficult times and we have supported
the cause of that country at grave
risk. At a time when India was
trying hard to create an infrastructure
for economic self-reliance, forgetting
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our domestic commitments, we had
gone in a big way, which no other
country in the world has so far done,
to help liberate the people of Bangla-
desh for Pakistani military despotism.
We know the political implications of
our commitment. With a hostile
China and a hostile America, we went
to help them, because the history of
India and of the Indian National Con-
gress, which fought for the freedom
of our country, has always been to
B0 to the rescue of the people in dis-
tress, the people in agony whose
liberty is trampled upon.

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra):
Why don’t you go to Tibet?

DR. HENRY AUSTIN: I will come
to that a little later.

I prefaced my observations with
reference to this general relaxation
of tension in the international field,
But I do not think the developments
taking place beyond the western
borders of India and in western Asia
are in tune with the general tenor of
relaxation and detente. In today's
Times of India there is a reproduction
of an interview which the New York
Times correspondent, Mr Sulzberger
had with the Shah of Iran. It says
that the shah of Iran is unduly con-
cerned over the prospect of the dis-
memberment of Pakistan and he takes
unto himself the duty of preserving

Pakistan. Then he goes beyond this
and says that he will have to enter into
the field if such things take place. This
observation of the Shah of Iran has to
be related to the supply by the U.S.A.
of over two billion dollars worth of
military hardware to that country.
As everyone knows, Iran has no ene-
mies around except a little bit -of
conflict that had erisen between Iran
and Iraq recently, which wag patched
up. The resumption of military aid to
Pakistan by the USA. is again a
pointer which makes one think
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whether these steps are in tune with
the detente in the international scene.
So, we have got to be a little wulert.
Our foreign policy has got to be arti-
culate, taking into account these deve-
lepments, - because these developments
do not augur well for the security of
thig country,

Coming to the Simla Agreement,
everyone hoped that the President of
Pakistan would come forward in a big
way towards implementing the Simla
Agreement. Then again the reluctance
of Pakistan to accept the peace offer,—
the joint declaration of India and
Bangladesh expressing their readiness
to solve the humanitarian problems
concerning the Prisoners of War Issue
has also to be related to the emerging
situation. But I may say that our
foreign policy seems pretty conscious
of these developments in Western
Asia and Pakistan. The recent visit
of our Foreign Minister to the Gulf
countries and the increasing effort
made to cultivate the countries of
Western Asia will have a healthy im-
pact in evolving a correct policy in
that region.

The meeting of the Military leaders
of the Arab countries now being held
in Cairo has got to be watched in
the context of the continued provoca-
tion created in a big way by Israel.
A new situation has emerged in West
Asia because of the Israeli planes
attack on Lebanon killing several
persons. This hag alerted Arab Coun-
tries and today military leaders of
about 18 Arab countries are meeting in
Cairo. The Arab world will not re-
main a silent spectator when conti-
nuous provocations take place at the
instance of certain. imperial powers.
There again we.have got to watch the
situation carefully. .

In an examination of our ‘foreign
polioy we fingd thmt its -pursuit ‘has
‘been based on certain limitd objectives
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as well as long-range /consideraﬁons.
The limited objective is to ensure
durable peace in South Asia. Towards
that end we are cultivating friendship
with Nepal, Ceylon and Bangladesh.
Our aproach to the remaining country
in the region namely, Pakistan would
have been also more fruitful if that
country succeeded in extricating itself
from international conspiracies of im-
perial powers.

In pursuit of our long-range objec-
tives, we consistently stand in the
vanguard for peace and friendship
among natures. Another point at
issue is our relationship with China.
My hon. friend, Shri Piloo Mody, re-
ferred to the situation in Tibet. In
spite of provocations, our policy has
been to have a re-approachment with
China on terms beneficial to both coun-
tries. We are not going to be involved
in any conspiracy. We do not want
India and China to remain hostile
countries. There again we have ex-
pressed our willingness to be friendly
with China and I am sure China will
also see its way to build up healthy
relations with us.

To be brief, the pursuit of our
foreign policy has been on right lines.
It is sufficiently flexible and reponsive
to specific situations and, at the same
time, consistently steadfast to the
basic postulates of our foreign policy,
laid down by the architect of our
foréign policy, Shri Jawaharlal Nehru,
1 am sure that if we continuously pur-
sue this foreign policy, it ‘will create
conditions where, just as we have
entered into a treaty of peace and
friendship with the Soviet Union, ex-
tending the area of peace, we will be
able to enter into similar arrange-
mentg with other countries as -well,
thereby contributing to further streng-

.thening and consolidating peace, co-

operation and friendship .among na-

_tions, and thus ensuring -a-gecure, just

and affluent world.
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SHRI G. VISWANATHAN (Wandi-
wash): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, before
going into the details of our foreign
policy, let me quote two or three
sentences from the Report of the Ex-
ternal Affairs Ministry:

“The year under review witnessed
a wider acceptance of the principle
of non-alignment as endorsed at the
Conference of Foreign Ministers of
Non-aligned countries held at Guy-
ana....It was gratifying to note that
in the communiques issued following
President Nixons visit to China as
well as his visit to the Soviet Union,
the five principles of Panch Sheel
found reference in one form or
another.”

Again it says:

“India’s own contribution towards
peace has been widely welcomed and
acknowledged.”

If you are going to believc this state-
ment, you should come to the irresis-
tible conclusion that India’s diplomacy
is successful and it is the best in the
whole world. But what is the reality?
What is our influence and our status
in international affairs?

It was Shri Nehru who was said to
be the architect of our foreign policy.
He said, “We may have acted well or
badly on the international stage, but,
we are not frankly speaking influen-
tial enough to affect international
President Nixon’s visit to China as
events very much”. That wag said by
Sh-i Nehru in 1948,

The position remains almost the
same. Now recent Report from the
United Nations says: “India is finding
it difficult to make her presence felt
in the U.N. Lobbies”. This is our
foreign policy. This foreign policy in
all these years has been bankrupt,
sterile and static. Our foreign policy
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lacks dynamism and imagination and
our foreign policy makers suffer from
interia. They do no act, They only
react.

We assure the world that we are
really non-aligned even after the
Indo-Soviet Treaty. We forget the
changing world. When the United
States bombers are dropping tonnes of
bombs on Hanoi and other cities Pre-
sident Nixon is given a warm welcome
in Kremlin; China ig calling President
Nixon an imperialist and he is given a
warm welcome in Peking; the two
Germanys are coming together and the
two Koreas are coming closer. I want
to ask the Government what is the
relevance of non-alignment no-a-days?
1 would like to quote one of the autho-
rities on non-alignment. Shri K, P. S.
Mcnon said, “Non-alignment as an
emollient of the cold war ceased to
have any relevance because one did
not know with whom to non-align
oneself.” In this context it would be
better to the warning given by the
ex-Foreign Minister Shri Chagla.
He said, “it is always a mistake
for a country to put all its eggs
in one basket. We ought to survey the
situation and see where our interests
lie, where our friendship should be,
not permanenfly but for the time
being.”

We talk of Panch Sheel day in and
day out and try to discover this Panch
Sheel in Nixon’s communique. This is
what the originator of the ' Panch
Sheel said about it,

“Where is Panch Sheel? It cannot
be worked in the present interna-
tional situation. It has:' become
merely ‘a slogan.”

This s what Pandit Nehru said once
when he was in Nepal, We are harp-
ing on this old slogan. Now-a-days
our policy should be realistic, flexibie
and up-to-date. Leave this old
slogan. ‘ "~
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What is our policy in Asia? Our
diplomacy has been a failure and it is
the most ineffective as far as Asia is
concerned. There are many reasons,
may be the main reason is our hostility
with our neighbours. China and
Pakistan. Another reason is that our
policy towards South East Asian coun-
tries has not paid good dividends.
Another important point which I would
like to express is about the wrong
posting of diplomats particularly in
South East Asia. One of our senior
journalists has written.

“Indian diplomats posted in Asian
countries and in particular in South
East Asia are not always men of
calibre. The best ones seek and get
European postings. While European
and American capitals are rated “A”
Asian capitals are considered C & D.”

This is what Mr, Kuldip Nayar has
written.

As far as our nearest neighbours
like Nepal and Sri Lanka are concern-
ed, we wish our friendship should be
strengthened. ] understand that our
Prime Minister is going to visit Sri
Lanka in a day or two. I hope the
main issue will be the implementation
of the Shastri-Sirmao Pact of 1964.
1 would like to bring to the notice of
the Government that fears have been
expressed by the so-called Stateless
persons in Sri Lanka that their future
may be bargained away or jett.soned
by the Indian Prime Minister in a fit
of generosity towards a small neigh-
bour country.

Again, we have been demanding that
in countries like Sri Lanka, Malaysia
and Singapore, to understand and ap-
preciate the problems of the people of
Indian origin, Tamil-knowing diplo-
mats should be posted. The Govern-
ment should consider it.

Coming to Pakistan, efter a long
time, after many years, democracy has
returned to that country and we wish
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them well. The recent gesture or the
offer by India and Bangladesh on
repatriation should be considered a
very fair offer. I think Pakistan
should be wise enough to accept this
offer. This is a package deal. Once
Mr. Bhutto was quoted as saying:

“The prisoners of war issue is the
main hurdle and Kashmir is the
hurdle of all hurdles.”

If he is going to accept this offer, at
least the main hurdle will be solved
and removed. As far as Kashmir is
concerned, we have shown the world
that bilaterally this problem can be
solved. The delineation of the line ot
control has proved that problems can
be solved between Pakistan and India
bilaterally. As a preliminary step, I
think both the countries should resume
over-flights and also other channels of
communication.

Again, I would like to point out
that diplomatic relationship should be
immediately re-established.

On the Kashmir issue which is sup-
posed to be the hurdle of all hurdles.
1 want both the countries to take
realities into consideration and find a
lasting solution. Otherwise, there will
be no real solution to the Indo-Pak

issue.

Now, let me come to our relationship
with China and the Soviet Union. The
ideological quarrels between the two
leading countries of the socialist camp
are going on in the international
arena. So long as China and Russia
are hostile towards each _other, our
relationship with one will automati-
cally have repercussions on the other.
The Soviet Union has given its fullest
support to us when we were in trouble.
It is our good friend. But China is
perturbed at the implementation of the
Indo-Soviet Treaty and, particularly.
they smell a rat in clause 9 of the
Indo-Soviet Treaty. They fear that
the Soviet Union may attack China
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from the west and ask India which is
a partner in the Treaty to attack the
same, country frem another side on
some pretext or other. There is no
harm in taking an initiative to dis-
abuse these unfounded fears to the
extent possible. Since there is a
change in China’s attitude which I find
from the Report is now for the better,
we should go in to seek normalisation
of our relations with China.

I think, Mr. Chagla is correct when
he says:

“It is a mistake to rely on friend-
ship with one power. Russia has
stood by us and we are grateful to
Russia for that. But there is no
permanent friendship in interna-
tional affairs. This friendship may
last so long as there is confronta-
tion between Russia and China.
The confrontation can easily change
into ping pong matches and hand-
shakes.”

Sir. war is over in Vietnam. The
United States has drained about
rupees 81 thousand crores. And, final-
ly, after burning its fingers, it has
now left Vietnam.

The country which has lost its image
badly in Indo-China is not South
Vietnam, nor even the United States.
But it is India. We have suffered
irreparable damage for our omission
and commissions because of the Gov-
ernment of India’s policies. India had
been playing a major role in Indo-
China from 1954. India also acted as
the Chairman of the International
Control Commission. But, what is the
position now?

After the Paris Conference India has
not been included even as a Member
of the International Supervisory Com-
mittee because of the policy of the
Government of India. While India
raised its relations with North Vietnam
at Embassy level—which we wel-
come—, it completely ignored South
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Vietnam. As a consequence w2 had
to shift our headquarters from Saigon.
Whereas, the other two countries—
Poland and Canada—were allowed to
function from Saigon. India has
given room for a charge of partiality
between two Vietnams and that is
one of the major reasons why India
has been excluded from the new
Supervisory Committee,

Sir, let me now come to the ques-
tion of West Asia. The situation of
No War and No Peace continues there.
The super powers have not helped o
find a solution in that arem. Attacks
and terrorism are continuing irres-
pective of the fact whether it is by
Arab Guerilias or Israeli Commandos
or whether the scene of activity is
Munich, Lod Airport, Khartoum or
Beirut. Killings are going on, which
is not going to solve the fundamental
problem. What is our contribution to
this immediate problem? We have
been repeating that the ceuse of Arabs
is just and that Israel is the aggressor.
But, we have not so far taken any
concrete steps to break the stalemate.
There is a change now in the Israeli
attitude. We found recently evidence
in the newspapers. Even though Israel
is armed to the teeth, it knows its
limitations. With all the preparations
of war the Arabs are aware of their
weaknesses. India should play a cons-
tructive major role in bringing these
parties to the table. We alone cannot
do it. We also should persuade super
powers to help us in this. This neces-
sarily means that we must have our
diplomatic relations with Arabs as
well as the Israelis, At present we do
not have diplomatic relations with
Israel. We should have diplomatiés”
relations at least at the le?/"of
Consul-General at Tel Aviv.opiJerus-
alem so that we can unyﬁtand the
other point also. ’/ —

Sir, here I would like to say that
in spite of all our unstinted support
to the Arabs, none of them came to
our help when we needed it. It is



291 D.G. Min. of

[Shri G. Viswanathan]
unfortunate that of the 96 countries
thet recognised Bangla Desh, only four
are from this region. I think Govern-
ment of India should not allow India
to be taken for granted.

Now, 1 would like to say something
in regard to our policy regarding dip-
lomatic relations—which seems to be a
policy of untouchability. Whether it
is Israel or North Korea, we practice
this aparthied policy. I want the
Govemmg.nt to take a comprehensive
vnew of this policy,

Sir, the United States must note that
all of ug-in this country and in this
House ‘have unanimously condemned
its rearming Pakistan. Now, there
seems to be a change for the better.
Even though White House has damag-
ed friendly relations, the public opi-
nion and the opinion of Parliament in
the UgS. in favour of good relations
with o ~country. United States
should desist from rearming Pakistan
and we should get an assurance froni
the United States Government that
their arms given to Iran will not be
passed on to Pakistan,

We should go in for a pragmatic
relationship as far as the.USA is con-
cerned.

15 hrs.

Bangla Desh has been blocked from .
entering intp the United Nations by.

the Chinese veto. It is unfortunate
that China which was itself kept out
of the United Nations by the American
veto should itself use veto against
Bapgla Desh. Now the time has come
for all countries to think of a thorough

of the Security Council of, the Unit
Natxons because the. system i of veto

ﬁhei one ¢ountry can hold the eptjre.

change in the struetyre and workn:%

w ta gansom is creatjng havoc and.
I thi shouId be removed.

Now,. T point, I would 'like
to mention tha the third world coun-
trieg must come together and we

should take the initiative in this. The
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Guatemala session of the Latin Ame-
rican Parliament has passed a unani-
mous resolution asking for a prepara-
tory committee to make a study of
the problem of Africa, Asia and Latin
America. This is a great initiative and
we should take the offer which is given
by the South American countries and
India should be one of the countries
faremost to formulate policies so that
all the third world countries can come
together and solve the international
problems.

SHRI SANT BUX SINGH (Fateh-
pur): What strikes me as amazing in
these annual debates on External
Affairs is that while the world is
changing very tfast, the approach and
the analysis of the Opposition still
recedes to 1948. They are still debat-
ing non-allignment and all the rest of
it. The speeches are full of adjectives
and there is hardly any analysis of

the events. I would like to put some
facts before the House to see what
the world is like.

On the 10th of April,  President

Nixon in a message to the Congress
on trade asked for the most favoured
nation's treatment to be extended to
the Soviet Union. At the same time,
he asked for trade barriers teing
raised against Japan. Japan is to
invest huge amounts of money on
Siberian oil. China does not want
American absence from South East
Asia. The Uniteq States is going to
invest 3.5 billion dollars on Russian
gas and the Soviet Union is selling
Uranium fuel to West Germany.

Thig is the  world that we find to-
day in the face of which the old con-
cepts, the old ideclogical considera-
tions and the old approaches are
completely meaningless.

I must congratulate 'the Government
for the flexibility it has shown in its
approach to the world problems and
the boldness and the decisiveness that
has marked our actions. We have
shown to the world that decisions
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concerning the interests of the country
will be taken by us in terms of our
matipnal  interests.  Neither the
Seventh Fleet nor dollars nor food-aid
is going to stand in our way at all.

15.02 hrs,

{Surt K. N. TIWARY in the Chair]

The initiative taken in Simla by us
and the recent proposals to Pakistan
bave been welcomed the world over.
No third power was responsible for
this and it is this boldness of approach
it is this positiveness and it is this
‘Pragmatism that has been marking
the policy of my Government.

There is talk about Pakistan. But
we should remember that Pakistan
to-day is not the Pakistan as we knew
it over the years and the greatest dis-
service that we would be doing to our
country and to Pakistan is to keep on
equating Pakistan with India. The
sooner we disabuse our minds of this,
the sooner we make it clear to our
people that Pakistan to-day is not
going to be equated with India no
matter how hard the USA tries the
better it will be. One result of this
fanciful approach was that Pakistan
collapsed and it is not the same Pak-
istan as it was earlier. When Pakis-
tan becomes a pawn in the hands of
the supar powers or when Pakistan
is playing the game of the United
States or the Chinese, certainly, it is a
matter of concern for us and it is
here that we have to look at the two
billion dollar arms sale to Iran. The
interest that the United States is
taking in the Persion Gulf is going to
affect this country far more than the
interest that it toox in the Indo
Chinese war. There is an energy
crisis and every kind of diplomacy is
going to be employed in the West
Asian countries, in order to corner
oil resources, and millions and mil-
lions of dollars will flow into the
hands of autocrats and unstable
rulers. What we are going to witness
is not something which is very easy
to foresee. It as going to be very
difficult; there is going to be great
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pressure by the United States, by the
huge cartels ahd mondpolists. Today
the idea of the United States seems to
be to use Pgkistan ag a flank of its
own West Asia policy. This will he
disastrous to Pakistan. We hope that
it will learn from past experience and
not allow itself to pe treated in this
fashion. '

Some of our friends here talked
about equi-distant. But they seem
to forget one thing. We cannot be
equi-distance with powers which act
adversely to us and powers which act
friendly to us. People gave us lectures
about non-alignment having been lost
because of the Indo-Soviet treaty.
Wherefrom has this criticism some?
It comes from those people who criti-
cise our country, who criticise my
party and this Government for not
joining with the United States of
America. India has decided to exer-
cise its sovereignty and it has decided
to seek a peace which would be in its
national interest. There was no up-
roar when between 1962 and 1965 we
received 82 million dollars worth of
arms from the U.S. and Americans
supervised the deployment. In the
late fifties we signed an agreement
for 16 million tonnes of food grains
from the USA. No voice was raised
then of India becoming over-depand-
ent upon the USA.

Historically we have seen this,
Whether it is a question of Kashmir,
whether it is a quest'ion of Goa or
Bangladesh, the Soviet Union has con-
sistently stood with us. No tangible
reason has been given by these people
why we should not be on the friend
liest of terms with a country which
has consistently stood by us and stood
with us; facts prove this. We have
received millions of dollars worth of
arms from the Soviet Union not to
mention all the other help which we
have got in the matter of manutac-
ture of heavy electricals and many
other industries like steel and basic
industries’ which are very vital for our
country. With reference to our naval
dockyard, with reference to our heavy
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[Shri Sant Bux Singh]

industries and also steel, heavy elec-
triqalg and machine tools, the Soviet
Union has helped us tremendously.
We seek the friendship of Soviet Union
not because it adjoins us, not because
our ideologies are common, but be-
cause there is a certain mutuality of
interest. It is not in the interest of
the Soviet Union to make a satellite
of India. That would serve ng pur-
pose. Soviet Union wants India as
much as we want the Soviet Union
today. On this mutuality of interest
we should come closer and closer with
the Soviet Union not only in terms of
our foreign policy but I would be bold
to say even on economic matters.
Those people who criticise us for get-
ting closer to the Soviet Union do so
because they do not have the facts
clear, because they have been brought
up on western books written by wes-
tern intellectuals and western news-
papers. Consequently, those people do
not think of national interests, btut
think in terms of their prejudices.
There is yet another set of people who
quite often come between the great
friendship of the Indian people and
the Soviet people. These are the peo-
ple who forget that it is national in-
terest that joins India and Soviet
Union. People who make it party.
group or coterie interest are not being
national and there must be many in
the Soviet Union who would be say-
ing: “God save us from such of our
friends in India.”

Sir, we should not debate these
points any longer. In West Asia,
South East Asia and at several other
places our interests will be found to
be common with those of the Soviet
Union. The havoc that is going to be
plaged in the Indian ocean is yet an-
other thing because of which we will
further need to ally with the pro-
gressive and socialist forces in the
world. We must ever be keen on
our relationship with our neighbours.
We must ever be vigilant about peo-
ple who want to disrupt the economy
and we must see to it that we produce
a policy which is consistent with the
aims of the people of this country;
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that is, we march towards the path of
socialism and not towards the path
of reaction and monopoly,

ot wzw fan e mwgd (anfeae):
awrfa Y, T ¥ seacten eAT-
% WX Ig qraw § Wi A Af
T 9@ g® faar 57 § @Y g g
¥ i o g & e g s
Iz § 1w gafon e gy -
W # qfer & wgrEww F weAT AEE
T wE N gfaer N wdTd
da ¥ FAT IBTAT | 9T zafAv IO
gr & f5 gw 39 wfgesr #1 Fraw
LIRS U

fRw warew A fooE § awr
mar &, ¥ 3ga FT AEATE ¢

‘AE g wwE war @
T WRAT I H ewrd
wifa Ay 3 @Y arfeear & F4v
feafa &Y gurdar ®v w7 FF
AR AT AT FA FAATRA
F QAT FEH AT STfEO 0
09T 74 & IT @A faa) £ arEy
& WO F1gF FA & ggraan
forgi e s arandw #T JgFT
WA % quer gager fear ar 1"

e ¢ fr wa 73 fod oy ok
Y W AT ag g i 5 qEd
qifeer aTeT 2w &1 qEar @ HIT
ﬁtqﬂiﬁq‘f'ﬁﬁufiiﬁﬁﬁ
@ 1 AfF R fadw @i X oow

sk afeee & g ® fel & o
dvw g = aw = wf 4
fgr ®  fome aw@em g
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T A@ 97 a9 fgar mar ar fF oA
R THAR ZA ENT A1 THE A garat
N gH FW A qifeeara @Y S A
W A wAm ) e frww 9T
&xwt gwY Gm awwar fear, fad
&S O A8 F7T AT wwar, A A
FERIAT 9T, gAY [AF qATAl B AfA-
vﬁa@!&mu‘kmuaﬂfw‘t%m
«Qmmﬁmfé’rmwan

¥ A agar § f5 awarw A
HTTAT FT FT EW ? g A & 6 W
arET & Afe g w@T I gAY
faa arEtg &, aifeear & forg aradta
78t 2 7 fagenr § wifeeam wadr wfae
¥ war, gq arfeeaE & wene # oafw
gifag 78 & % | 737 aF f§ g
SFT & g F N gE FEY A oA
48 w1 gH Ard A vz awy 9
fF Be7 T #q W q7 @ v,
o 1 4 g9 a9 Wq% TE @A
T T AW WG F qr9 AT w1
afear By F fag §a @1 wd
IfFm wifs & gowdfasr ¥ waw7
gAY iR ® o &1 qEAtE &%
faar | o wa aifdeam gzaEfer
RNAFIr v 97 =7 & fr ofrey
gg Wt & A« g AwaT | g
TASEFTA AIT TG Y, I W@ M
e §2g G FF @A &1 g
59 |4 g3 aifre ¥ fg qeita aat
FIX T F 247 FIfge | aifream
N T § fF IATRT B AT W@H
THA T F | qZ AR AT FeArdw
# fRaar & @wdl F1 O waEd
FE X @gmE AN gm0
Y Y TqedETr WA § 72 q@-7 TS
g wiw @r gwd & AT A7 48w
T qrar g @ N =fzm
i qay qifeeE 9 FAT TG
2 A TTARW B ATIAT I FTARA
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& gfafafy & amq ot T #34 ¥ fag
darc @y

g wift A FrwAr ¥ gy
farwer awelar fear o1, w3 ey
T4 IATAAY 2 @ & 5 afeear @
mrzmwﬁ%mfmmmwzm
Q@ E, T T 9T 207 T <@,
arfieara ¥ ¥R 720 T ¢ | 2 anee
T R AT et ot WG F7T Y §,
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TINE At WA g 9 | Sfew s
*f @ a9 ¥ HR FT qwAT ¢ o
HHET § Qe H a7 Iqr 9 @) fraar ?
qHOET g9 & fedt W 4R FW a3
@H aw fra¥ w1 argw T FT qwar
q1 | Faq oftar ) & 3w v F
faramme weaY & SwET £ o sy
qHAT AT Z | AT A WWT WA AW
cfear wem & g5 w7 a@), w<
W &3 faar a1, a) fgvra & ara sg =
ad @ arfew ar

afea for & frdaw s g
(e mim s e it e s
zara ¥ § oiefer WY gn wz-favdw
Afa az aa% #1 2rar F@ § 1 gH woA
fw Aifa afax qoedt, ofuw s,
yfus agagvardy M7 = faat 71
gTEor ST gagT FIA AT qqTAr
gt 1 wrw gary faRw Afq &
Fafemn &1 owig § I §, #
THAGT FT W § T & w7 g
FTTN 77 q9 qA1< A g7 A A FF
FuTE 41, g7 I¥ FHEAW TG @ |
afe fagw ifa & fauior &, 97 59
garaT #, gravas ofvads #T ¥ @w
o fedl &1 qw FT 8% "l
fawg-wrfa & famfo & qaz 2 &%,
aviY gardy fadw faq awer A=Y Srraefy |
o #Y feafa ¥ <& aw & wgr o
awar |

SHR]I C. M. STEPHEN (Muvattupu-
zha): I rise to support the demands
for grants of this Ministry and in
supporting, to compliment the Mini-
stry of External Affairs for the way
in which the affairs of this country in
the external field were being conduc-
ted in the course of the last year. In
retrospect 1 honestly feel that enough
has happened in the last year which
should give us, as a self-respecting
country, satisfaction. The policies we
have been adumberating have  been
accepted on a global basis and stand
vindicated. N
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My friend Mr. Viswanathan said that
the prestige of the country had gone
down and that in the United Nations
we were not able to pull sufficient
weight and also that our foreign policy
lacked the backbone. Whether we are
able to pull sufficient weight in the
portals of the Unitedq Nations, is one
thing. But I would ask one question:
what is the yard stick by which you
judge whether the foreign policy is
correct or not? That we pull some
weight in the United Nations—is that
to be the sole yardstick? Should we
go about as a big power with all the
world following us, is that the yard-
stick? Or is it to be the yard-stick
that the stand you are taking in the
international affairs matter by matter
and country by country stands vindi-
cated? My submission is that when we
approach the question of evaluation of
foreign policy, the yard-stick we have
to adopt is not the measure of the
so called influence that you are wield-
ing but the measure of acceptance of
the policy which we have been fol-
lowing up in the international affairs,
that is, in essence, what we mean by
the principle of non-alignment. Non-
alignment idoes not mean non-coop-
eration with any other country. It
does not mean that you are not going
to pull your weight with some other
country. Non-alignment simply meang
that you reserve your right of sover-
eignty in your own affairs and in tak-
ing your own stand with reference to
different matters that are coming up
on the international front and the
thrust that you are taking up. The
correct test is whether that stand has
been accepted or not by the interna-
tional community when time goes by.

Judging the whole scene from these
standards, I feel that India has got
sufficient scope and sufficient justifi-
cation to feel satisfled because, what
ever stand India has been taking in
the international problems now stand
vindicated one by one—whether it be
on Vietnam or whether it be on
Korea or whether it be on German
Federation or whether it be in the
matter of lessening of temsion or ad-
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mission of China in the United Nations
or whether it pe the principle of co-
existence or whether it be aggressive
aspects of the block politics. In all
these matters, when we look back, we
find that last year is a year in which
many of these stands have been vin-
dicated. It is in that respect that I
say that although at a time when we
were plouging hat lonely furrow, with
respect to certain areas, we find that
in the international policies the other
countries are compelled to take up
the stand that we have been taking.
That bloc politics is now going out;
that confrontation is now lessening
and it is certainly a matter of satis-
faction for us that Shri Nixon had to
go to Peking, he had to go to Moscow
and agreements had to be worked
out and the two Germanies had to
come together. And a four-power
agreement had to be evolved and the
Viet Nam confrontation had to be
called off.

SHRI G. VISWANATHAN: Is that
all because of India?

SHRI C. M. STEPHEN: I am not
saying that this is because of India
but I am saying that the stand we
took with respect of all these issues
to-day stands vindicated. It is one
thing to say that it is because of
India and it is yet another thing to
say that the stand we took in the
international politics has been proved
to be correct. It may or may not be
because of India. But, certainly it is
a matter of satisfaction that the posi-
tion we took stands vindicated to-day
whether it be because of us or whe-
ther it be in spite of us. But, I do
submit that we also contributed in a
big measure. We had been asking
for the admission of China year after
vear to the United Nations. We con-
tributed to the building up of the in-
ternational opinion. We were cam-
paigning against the Viet Nam war.
I do submit that our country continu-
ed for the cessation of confrenta-
tion in Viet Nam. We did contribute
to the building up of the international
opinion on Korea. After all whatever
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contribution you can make in the in-
ternational arena it is only upto the
extent upto which you can evolve the
international opinion. You cannot
do that either by your atom bombs
or by your arms. It is by the build-
ing up of the international opinion
that you can spare the international
policy and the fate of the inter-
nationai current. Therefore. 1 say
that in the course of these years, we
have been making our contribution
by building up international opinion.
It is this that ultimately necessitated
or compeiled the powers to come to
the line which we have beenAadvo-
cating. It is there I submit that we
have proved to the world that our
foreign policy is proved to be a com-
plete success. There we have got a
sufficient satisfaction. It was said
here that in the portals of the United
Nations we do not count for anything.

But I humbly beg to differ from that
evaluation. Times have changed. Thece
was a time when India was free and
African countries were in bondage.
Then India by her very presence
could exhume dynamism in the in-
ternational flelds, in the portels of the
United Nations. Since then the Afri-
can countries have emerged as free
and sovereign. They are independent,
sovereign countries. A largg number
of such independent sOvereign coun-
tries, there are in the United Nations.
Therefore, the same demonstrative
sort of influence which you might per-
haps have been able to exert some-
time back, you may not be able to
do now. But the question is whe-
ther in the portals of the UN you are
able to get the stand you are taking
accepted by the intgmati’onal com-
munity. 1 want to a'_sk, when the
Bangladesh controntation begm.a,
where were we? What was our posi-
{ion in the UN? We were struggling
to get our position accepted. We
had -to go from coqntgx" to’ country to
get accepfance of our positlon. “Today
may be Bangladesh has r.:ot_ got ‘ad-
mission mto the UN. But the Sec‘tirity
Council 'has  accepted the position.
and exceptliig for a veto, Hahgladesh
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would have ‘been'admitted. When
the real tussle began in the General
Assembly, 'what happened? Is it not
a real diplomatic victory that we
could get the General Assembly accept
‘thg resolution not by a division, but
unanimously recommending to the
Security Council that Bangladesh bte
admitted? Have we not covered a
long distance in the last 18 months?
From a point where Bangladesh was
a moot proposition and could not be
accepted as a sovereign country, we
have travelled so far that the General
Assembly recommended the admission
of Bangladesh to the Security Coun-
cil. Is it not a real victory? In my
view, the way we have managed
things in the UN is really admirable.

In the election to the International
Court, we put up our candidate. There
was a real tussle and our candidate
won with the largest number of votes,
excepting one. Could you say we are
not wielding any influence, that we
are without friends in the UN and
we have estranged and been put in
isolation in the international forum?
Let us not be wunrealistic when we
make an evaluation. Let us be charit-
able to ourselves. Charitable you be
to others, but let us be charitable to
ourselves also. If you do so, you will
have to acknowledge that the foreign
policy of this country has proved it-
self to be a correct foreign policy,
which is being evolved by an indepen-
dent country. Mr. Vajpayee said, we
are not able to evolve an indepen-
dent foreign policy. May I ask him
in all humility, can you give an ins-
tance where you can say that this is
not an independent decision and an
alternative decision could have been
taken? To evaluate as to whether
the policy we are pursuing is in-
dependent or not. the method is to
point out one action and say, this is
not in the interests of our country
and this is not the stand we would
have taken if we are a real sovereign
country. 1 would cHallenge the op-
position to point out a' single ‘step
whére we hdve beén following the
dictates ‘of 'sothe’other country. It
does “not 'béAt dien the leader of' an
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cpposition party to portray a picture
in 'which you announce to the world
that we are not a sovereign country
but an appendage of some other
country. If there is some justifica-
tion for it, all right. If not, it will
be the most ruinous sort of stand to
take in its relationship to the welfare
of our country. So, taken altogether,
we have sufficient ground for satis-

faction about the foreign policy we
have been pursuing,
Mr. Vajpayee said that the new

initiative we have taken in the sub-
continent is against the interests of
the country. When the Simla Agree-
ment was signed. he said it. Now he
says it again. I can only sympaphise
with the deliberate attempt on his
part not to understand the implica-
tions of the initiative we have taken.
The cease-fire took place and the
prisoners-of-war are with us. The
Geneva Convention says, prisoners-
of-war have got to be returned.
But our reply is that the Prisoners-of-
war surrendered to the unitedq com-
mand and, therefore, except after
discussion with Bangladesh and India,
the prisoners-of-war could not be
returned. We are taking this stand.
Now he says that the prisoners-of-
war should not be returned before re-
cognition. I am looking at it from
ancther perspective. The General
Assembly of the United Nations have
taken a decision that Bangladesh must
be admitted to the United Nations. A
recommendation to the Security
Council to that effect has already
been made. Along with that there is
another resolution that the prisonets-
of-war must be returned. If Bangla-
desh insists that nothing should be
done except after discussion, of course
we have no alternative, But if
Bangladesh is prepared to de-link with
the issue why should we be stubborn
about it? The admission of Bangla-
desh is now in the hands of the United
Nations itself. Therefore, we are at-
tempting to delink it from the pri-
soners-of-war issue.

'The humanitarian problem is not
only one. There is the humanitarian
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problem with regard to the prisoners-
of-war. There is "another humani-
tarian problem with regard to the
‘Bengalis in Pakistan. There is a
third humanitariap problem with re-
gard to the Pakistanis in Bangladesh,
Are we to allow these humanitarian
problems to remain there and are we
to use these human beings as host-
ages for the purpose of recognition of
Bangladesh by Pakistan? Now that
a majority of members of the United
Nations have accepted and recogniged
Bangladesh, recognition by Pakistan is
only a matter of time. It is in their
interest to de-link it, as has been done
by Bangladesh.

If anything, we have to congratu-
late the External Affairs Minister for
this initiative he has taken whereby
he has put Pakistan in the dock. We
have found how Pakistan has been
put in the dock. Pakistan has now
come out with another argument that
the moment the hostilitiegs are over
the prisoners-of-war must be return-
ed. What do they mean by hostility?
Are the hostilities over? I am afraid,
the hostilities are not over. The
cease-fire has taken place but the
hostilities are not over beacuse the
basic causes of the war are still there.
One basic cause was the demand of
Bangladesh for their own national
identity and, therefore, their soverei-
gnty and existence. That has got to
be satisfied. Until that is satisfied
the seeds of hostility will certainly
remain. Therefore, the argument of
Mr. Bhutto that because the hostilities
are over, the prisoners-of-war must
be returned under the Geneva Con-
vention unilaterally and without any
discussion is a position which cannot
pass muster. Now the Geneva Con-
vention will be observed. the prisoners-
of-war will be returned to Pakistan
and the Pakistani prigoners in Bangla-
desh will be returned to Pakistan

. when the Bengalis are returned to
" Bangladesh. Unless Mr. Bhutto agrees
to this, he will find it difficult at the
bar” of international opinion to justify
hig stand. For this supreme strategic
and diplomatic move I must congratu-
late the External Affairs Minister. As
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far as recogmition is concerned, that
is a different matter. All the powers
of the sub-continent have recognised
Bangladesh; so also the largest num-
ber of members of the United Nations.
How long can Pakistan remain with
eyes completely shut to the - hard
reality of the existence of Bangla-
desh? Time will compel Mr. Bhutto
to recognise Bangladesh. If Mr.
Bhutto will not recognise Bangladesh,
Bangladesh will not recognise Mr.
Bhutto. That is a problem between
them and we will leave it at that.
Therefore, this is a major stroke that
we have achieved,

There is one point which I would
like to emphasize and that is our re-
lationship with the countries of Africa
and South America. Our relationship
with Africa has been consistently
good. Even when Africa was under im-
perialist rule we had intimate rela-
tions with the African countries. No
country had identified itself with the
hopes and aspirations for indepen-
dence, sovereignty and liberation from
racial discrimination of the African
countries than India. In fact,
Mahatma Gandhi started his political
struggle from Africa. Even today
Africa is under the heels of neo-
colonialism. Racial suppression is
continuing there. When I went to the
United Nations is was a matter of
pride for me to find that India is still
completely leading that section of the
United Nations which is fighting aga-
inst apartheid in Africa.

1 was really proud to note the con-
tribution that was made by a member
ot our Embassy Mr, Barkat Ahmed
as the Rapporteur of a Committee
which was dealing with Apartheid.
Nevertheless, I have my doubts whe-
there we are sufficiently getting emo-
tionally integrated and moulded into
the problems of African nations.
‘There is neo-colonialism going on. We
have got to get completely emotional-
ly integrated with them and we will
have to give them a feeling that we
are completely with them. It is not
money that they need. It is emo-
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tional sympathy and support that the
African countries need. Let us re-
member it is not only Soviet Union,
it is not only America, it is not only
China, that counts in the world. It
is the re-emerging continent into the
consciousness of their rights, it is the
re-emerging continent into a struggle
to re-establish themselves, that is
going to count. We have got to evolve
a policy whereby we will be part and
parcel of the great continent and will
be completely emotionally with tRem.

In conclusion, I do congratulate the
External Affairs Ministry for the way
they have been piloting the affairs of
this country, for the magnificent
stroke of diplomacy that has put
Pakistan on the wrong side and for
the way we have been able to take
a stand that has been vindicated by

the international community from
time to time.
With these words, I support the

Demands for Grants relating to the
Ministry of External Affairs.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Mem-
bers may now move their cut motions.

SHRI SAROJ MUKHERJEE: I heg
to move:

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to project India’s image
abroad properly in all the matters
in international politics (2)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to evolve a bold,
healthy and popular policy which
reflects internationally India's
honour and dignity (3)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need for further initiative and
earnestness on the part of the
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Ministry to develop good neigh-

bourly relations with Pakistan.
91

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need for quick and impressive
steps to break the existing thaw
and bring about friendly relations
With People’s Republic of China
(10)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Failure of Indian Embassies
anq Consulates’ activities in other
countries in respect of publicity
and other programmes (11)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need to immediately recognise
the Provisional Revolutionary
Government of South Vietnam
and cut all relation with Saigon
Regime. (12)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Failure to recognise the Gov-
ernment of National Union led by
Prince Sihanouk of Cambodia.
(13)1

“That the demand under the hea&
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Failure to guide properly and
in time the offices, charge-
d’affairs and ambassadors of our
country in foreign lands by keep-
ing very regular contact with
them from India. (14)]
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SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: I beg to

move:

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Continuing defaults in the
working of our Embassies and
High Commissions abroad. (15)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Desirability of closer
with countries like Chile
Cuba. (16)]

links
and

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Role of foreign policy as an
instrument for countering depra-
dations on Indian economy by
foreign oil companies. (17)].

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Ways and means.of consolidat-
ing India’s friendskip and frater-
nity with Bangladesh. (18)1]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Desirability of having full dip-
lomatic relations with the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea.
(19)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Problems arising out of recent
Anglo-U.S. build-up in the Indian
Ocean thus preventing its emer-
gence as a zone of peace. (20)}
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“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Problems arising out of the

situation in Indo-China and conti-

nuing neo-imperialist designs in
the region. (21)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[India’s role in the task of ac-
complishing security and peace in
Asia. (22)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Ways and means of overcom-
ing the intransigence of Pakistan
in regard to implementation of
the Simla Agreement. (23)]

“That the 'emand unde- *he head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Role of the United States,
China and certain other Powers
in aggravating sub-continental
problems to the detriment parti-
cularly of India. (24)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[India’s relationship with the
United States and dangers latent
in present policies. (25)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Situation lately arisen in Sik-
kim and Government’s action in
relation thereto. (26)]

SHRI P. G MAVALANKAR
(Ahmedabad): I beg to move:
“That the demand under the head

Ministry of External Affairs be
redueed to Re. 1"

[Feilure to constantly evaluate
and implement an imaginative,

APRIL 23, 1973

External Affairs 316

realistic and fruitful foreign policy
of Indiu': 271

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to keep India genuine-
ly non-aligned as between the
two super power blocks of East
and West. (28)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to follow an indepen-
dent foreign policy in tune with
the national interest and security.
(29)]

“That the demand under thc head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to play a more effec-
tive role in the United Nations
and its specialised agencies for the
promotion of peace and develop-
ment and al] round progress in the
present day world. (30)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to provide leadership
and fresh initiatives to the Com-
monwealth of Nations. (31)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to promote and cement
better relations with the develop-
ing and newly independent coun-
t-ies particularly in the continents
of Africa and Latin America.
(32)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to produce a meaning-
ful friendship and partnership
with a number of neighbouring
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and countries in Asia more es-
pecially in South East Asia, on the
basis of equality and mutual in-
terest, benefit and respect. (33)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of Exterpal Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to drastically reduce
the number of both Indians and
non-Indians in employment in
various embassies, high commis-
sions and consulates of India
located all over the world. (34)1

“That the demand under the head
Minjstry of External Affairs be
reduced to Re. 1.”

[Failure to build-up good, well-
knit, bold and efficient external
publicity units in India’s embas-
sies and ‘missions with a view to
creating a correct and proper
image of India abroad. (33)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need for taking a firm, positive
and definite stand in regard to the
implementation of the Simla
Agreement. (36)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need to provide immediate re-
lief and help to Indians who have
been thrown out of Uganda. (37)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need to take concrete measures
to start a diplomatic dialogue with
the People’s Republic of China.
(38)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need for resumption of a vigo-
rous, free and mutually respect-
ful diplomatic relationship bet-
ween India and the U.S.A. (39)]
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“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100,”

[Need for establishing a full
Indjan diplomatic mission in Israel
and a similar Israeli one in New
Delhi. (40)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need for looking after ' the
Indians who are being forced out
of Fiji and other areas and re-
gions of the World. (41)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need for severely cutting the

reckless expenses and luxurious

ways of living in our diplomatic
embassies abroad. (42)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need for cementing further
friendship with the Government
and people of the Republic of
Bangladesh, so that the ideals of
democracy, socialism, secularism
and freedom can be strengthened
on the sub-continent of India.
(43)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need for taking all necessary
steps to keep the Indian Ocean as
a zone of undisturbed and positive
peace. (44)]

“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need to support al]l peoples and
places fighting against colonialism,
neo-colonialism, fascism, totali-
tarianism and apartheid pursued
by various governments or estab-
lishments. (45)]
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“That the demand under the head
Ministry of External Affairs be
reduced by Rs. 100.”

[Need to sympathise with. ap-
preciate and support the natural
and democratic urges and agita-

tions of freedom-loving and
peace-loving people of Sikkim.
(46).]

MR. CHAIRMAN: The cut motions
are also before the House.

SHRIMATI MAYA RAY (Raiganj):
Mr. Chairman, Sir, in consonance with
the basic tenets of peaceful co-exist-
ence which forms the matrix of our
Foreign Policy. India has throughout
accepted and followed the principles of
Panch Sheel.

Jawaharlal Nehru was passionately
devoted to internaticnalism and we
remember him being associated with
International Assemblies fighting
against all forms of colonialism, ra-
cialism and imperialism.

For him, as, for us all India was
not to be rel-gated to the position of
being a mere hanger-on to any one
couniry or group of nations but imbib-
ing the ideals of Gandhiji we were to
be a naticn destined to bring moral
and ethical values to bear in our re-
lations with the international world.

Our policy of non-alignment has
been or extreme importance to us and
beneficial, for we had seen the settle-
ment of differences amcngst nations
and the alleviation and easing of poli-
tically dangerous situations

In Panditji's own words:

“The policy India has sought to
pursue is not a negative or neutral
pclicy. It is a positive and vital po-
licy that flows from our struggle for
freedom When man’'s liberty or
peace i8 in danger, we cannot or
shall not be neutral. Neutrality then
would be a betrayal of what we
have fought for and stand for”
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Further, in 1947, he said:

“We have sought to avoid foreign
entanglement by not joining one
block for the other., We propose to
keep friendship with other countries
unless they themselves create diffi-
culties....”

Non-alignment as a philosophy allows
judgment of individual events, each
on their merits while leaving com-
plete freedom of action to each coun-
try keeping in view its own national
self-interest.

But in the seventies, Sir, we face
new challenges and new obligations
We find that political independence is
incomplete without economic emanci-
pation. Further, militant economic al-
liances dominate globa] trade.

The determination df ‘the |quality
and quantity of foreign aid from de-
veloped countries to the less develon-
ed nations has to be evalued, for
the majority of the weaker under-
developed countries are at the mercy
of forces often beyond their control
or liking. Therefore, countries which
have the same common problems of
abysmal poverty anl economic dispa-
rities must endeavour to cooperate
with each other as ‘far as possible
for their development and must re-
duce their dependence cn developed
countries.

In the words of Pdesident Nyerere
of Tanzania:—

“We shall never be really free
while our economic weakness and
our economic aspirations force us
to our knees as supplicants or sca-
vengers of the world’s wealth. Sep-
arately, that is, and will remain,
our position. We shall beg or
wheedle our way towards a little
development here and a little in-
vestment there all on terms deter-
mined by others. But tcgether or
even in groups we are much less
weak.”
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These are the new challenges that
we are facing in the Seventies—for no
longer can one quarter of humanity
live in the flamboyance of opulence,
while millions starve for a grain of
food and a drop of water.

With our conduct being consistent
with our professions, we are still to-
day trying to continue retaining fri-
endly relations with powerful na-
tions. In spite of the arms aid to
Pakistan, we are endeavouring to sus-
tain our efforts in continuing our good
relations with the USA.

Curiously enough, the founding
fathers of the American Constitution
had in fact demonstrated their belief
in the concept that we to-day hold
dear, for, when they were confronted
with the spectacle of warring nations
in Europe trying to import their own
feuds and rivalries into the United
States of America in the late 18th
century and early 19th century,
Thomas Jefferson in 1793 announced
at the height of the Anglo-French con-
fiict:

“We were in a state of peace
with all belligerent powers in Eu-
rope.”

Coming to the Far East, in accord-
ance with our principles, once again,
India had all along tenaciously, per-
sistently and consistently fought for
the admission of China to the United
Nations. Even now we have demons-
trated our desire, readiness and wil-
lingness to normalise our relations
with China.

It is no use other nation casting
aspersions on India’s philosophy of a
peace-loving way of life by trying to
coerce us and subjugate us into ac-
cepting the dictatés of major global
powers. It is soul-destroying to see
efforts to achieve precisely this by
dubious means—sometimes vicious—
at other times insidious—but at all
times obvious.

We see around us ‘policies of un-
‘serupuléus stalling to ‘achieve gran-
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diose aims of territorial claims by
mighty nations, and shameful mano-
euvrings in the forum of the United
Nations against newly independent
countries by the so-called revolu-
tionary powers of this era.

Must foreign policy rest entirely on
expediency? There is of course one
school of thought which believes in
precisely that. Quick results might be
achieved ' at the expense of sweeping
away all ethical and moral considera-
tions at great human cost and misery.

Coming to our own sub-continent,
our contribution to peace has been
consistent with our own sense of
values. It was India who took the
initiative in her attempt to brush
away all veils of suspicion and appre-
hension between Pakistan and our
country, after the cessation of the last
war—with the definite aim of bringing
to an end the politics of confrontation.

Ours was a sincere effort to begin
afresh in creating an atmosphere of
peace and mutual co-operation. It
is only through sympathy, mutuality
and tranquality that we in this sub-
contient can deal with the common
problems of devastating proverty, and
gross under-development and massive
over-population. Without the solution
of these common problems, no country
in this sub-continent will reach the
point of take-off to assume its right-
ful place in the international world on
terms of sovereign equality and dig-
nity—and the world will be poorer for
that. It is India’s sincere belief that
left to ourselves, it is possible for all
the three countries in this sub-conti-
nent to live in peace and harmony
with each other and strive towards
our goal of prosperity and develop-
ment in the shortest possible time.

Again India has taken the initiative
to resolve the humanitarian problems
of the Pakistani prisoners-of-war and
for the simultaneous solution of the
‘allied ‘problems such as the repairia-
tion of the Bengalis still in Pakistan
and fthe Pikistanis in Bangla Désh.
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16 hrs.

Our actions are overt evidence of
the fact that there is no desire to be
rigid or inflexible. Pakistan today is
no longer obliged to recognise Bangla
Desh as a precondition to securing the
release of the Prisoners of War.

At the same time, Sir, it has to be
noted that Bangla Desh has not moved
away from its previous stand that it
would negotiate only if Pakistan ac-
corded recognition, and, if I may say
so, for the ultimate solution of all
problems, this is something which is
inevitable.

After the ravages of a brutal war,
both India and Bangla Desh have by
this Joint Declaration shown their
complete sincerity and earnestness to
evolve a solution to the outstanding
human problems that come inevitably
in the wake of such events,

The deep desire and the unalloyed
anxiety for such solution has been
congistant with our past conduct,
namely, to offer every opportunity to
the Government of Pakistan to meet
us half-way in this process.

Also, this Joint Declaration has de-
monstrated that the two Governments
have shown dignity, maturity and
utmost sagacity in their extreme con-
cern to iron out the humanitarian
problems involving the Health and
happinegs of millions of people of this
sub-continent.

What, after all, is the position now?
There are, on the one hand, a large
number of non-Bengalis in Bangla
Desh who have declared their alle-
giance to Paldstan. Bangla Desh is
ready to repatriate them to Pakistan.
Is Pakistan unwilling to take them
back?

On the other hand there are an
equally large number of Bengalis In
detention in Pakistan. Surely, their
return is equally imperative. Is there
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not a far stronger case for the imme-
diate return of all civilians confined in
alien countries, as a result of war,
than for that of soldiers, who, after
all, have to anticipate the possibility
of such detention, because it is their
profession?

What possible human consideration
can there be to prevent a peaceful ex-
change of such groups of unfortunate
people? Both morally and legally, not
to allow such exchange, is reprehen-
sible.

I venture to say that only an utterly
immature Government would reject
this Indo-Bangla Desh Proposal for the
solution of this great problem, arislng
out of the 1971 conflict.

These proposals are eminently rea-
sonable, palpably just and remark-
ably generous as well as being gen-
uinely constructive in their approach.

India has to consider the views of
Bangla Desh in this whole issue, not
only because the prisoners surrender-
ed to the Joint Command of India and
Bangla Desh, but, mainly because
there are amongst the prisoners,
officers and men who had committed
heinous crimes against the peovle of
Bangla Desh.

Bangla Desh is entitled to require
such persons to be tried publicly, and,
if found guilty, to be punished,

These trials are justifiably to be
held to expose the brutality let loose
against Bangla Desh,

Do not those of us who have lved
through and survived the last great
war in Europe, have memories of
gsimilar atrocities perpetrated against
the Jewish race in the West? Do we
not remember the Nuremberg trials
held in the West after the last war?

Therefore, what is there for anyone

to object to, in respect of a similar
pattern of behaviour here in the East?
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It is in the light of this background
‘that there has been an attempt by
India and Bangla Desh to separate
the purely humanitarian aspects of
the problem from the political and
other aspects. There is before us an
uncomplicated offer of a bilateral

deal.

Pakistan has been harping on the
humanitarian aspect of the Prisoners
of War problem. The Joint Declara-
tion is positive, undiluted, evidence of
our earnestness in throwing open the
portals for normal relations. The set-
tlement of any problem can only be
reached by negotiation on an equal
footing and Pakistan’s response to this
gesture will be an acid test of the
sincereity of their frequent professions.
With these words I support the de-
mands and grants of the Ministry of
External Affairs,

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA
(Begusarai): Mr. Chairman, Sir, the
present position of India to my mind
on the international map is a tragedy
of 550 million people of India. Poli-
tical will and drive are lacking in the
conduct of international affairs and
everything seems to be going on with
bureaucratic steam. It lacks vision, it
lacks elements of growth and adapt-
ability and while every important
country seems to be in the midst cf
fundamental transitions—Mr. Nixon
can bring America up-to-date; Mr.
Brezhnev can bring Russia up-to-date,
-—Mrs. ‘Gandhi’s India presents a
static and petrified picture. That is
as a result of the conduct ot the inter-
national affairs in this country, the
way in which it is being done,

Therefore, I am tempted to say that
Mrs, Gandhi seemg to be looking into
the last year’s time-table in order to
catch the train to destination. There-
fore, India has become almost a non-
country in international affairs. Where
would we be reckoned with in the
world—I ask my hon. friends on the

other side—if we do not matter at all.

in South East Asia. After nearly 17
years of peace-keeping role. in Indo-
‘China, today we are wanted neither
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by South Vietnam which we scorned,
nor by North Vietnam which we em-
braced. We were left out of the Paris
Conference on Vietnam. Certainly,
India had much greater interests and
responsibilities than Britain, Poland
and Hungary in the region. Yet India
did not find a place in the Paris
Conference. Not only that, India was
also excluded from the new Inter-
national Commission for Control and
Supervision.

Where do we find ourselves in the
power balance of the world today?
What is India’s position on the global
power map and is that position in
keeping with the size and population
of the country. It is clear that we
are not among the power centres that
have emerged or are emerging. The
new balance is constituted by five
power centres—United States, USSR,
Western Europe, China and Japan.
In other words. the emerging pattern
is a five-power balance.

I agree with the view that India
cannot settle down to being a second-
rate country in international affairs.
India’s role is not that of a middle
or middling power. Either India be-
comes a major power in the next 10—
15 years or she will face a menacing
situation of tremendous external pres-
sures and internal turmoil and dis-
array. That is the position which we
must realise. But at the moment India
does not seem to be even on the pri-
phery of this power balance that has
emerged or is steadily emerging in the

world.

In the world today a country has to
be a nuclear power or an economic
giant in order to be a major power or
an independent decision-making ceatre.
But the sad position is that we have
neither great economid, strength nor
we are a nuclear power. Our eco-
nomic position even amongst the de-
veloping countries is indeed very
pathetic. We ‘have got a population,
amongst developing countries, of the
order of one-third of the total popula-
tion 0f these countries, but our out-
put is only one-seventh of the develop-
ment countries. So, we can play
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neither the game of power-politics, nor
the game of power-economic. We can-
not play any one of these games.

Among the four Powers, three
Powers belong to Asia, and the fourth
Power is also directly involved in the
affairs of Asia. It is also to be noted—
and it is indeed a matter of greater
significance, which ought to be noted
with the greatest concern in this
country—that the Soviet Union s
being pushed into a situation of rela-
tive isofatfon in the power balance
that is emerging in the world.
Similarly, except for the Soviet Union,
we have the power-—centres, all of
them, agaihst us. Thus, both the
Soviet Union and India are facing a
situation of relative isolation in the
present power configuration of the
world.

The ties between the Soviet Union
and India have to be viewed in this
international setting. While India has
to steer clear of over-dependence upon
the Soviet Union, the realities or the
compulsions created by the present
international  situation ~ cannot be
ignored. Nevertheless, it must be said
that dependence on the Sowiet Union
may now be crossing the permissible
limit, and the test of our diplomacy
lies in surmounting the constraintson
our present situation which limit our
manoeuvrability and make our non-
alignment less credible. It is also re-
markable that the present power
balance is more favourable to China
and Pakistan than to us. If Pakistan
and China can turn the present power
balance to their advantage, why can
India also not do s0? This is the most
important question to which the
Ministry of External Affairs and the
Members of Parliament must address
themselves.

Coming to South-East Asia, the
crucial question is: What kind of
equilibrium is going to be brought
about amongst the four great Powers?
It is possible that in South-East Asia.
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we may have the same kind of divi-
sion as exists in Europe. Just as yvu
have got Russian Europe and Western
Europe, it may well be that in South-
East Asia also we may have what you
might call, though you may not call
it so at the moment, the Chinese part,
the non-Chinese part or you call it
in a general way, the communist part
and the non-communist part. That
might be in the crucible at the re-
sent moment. In the communist part,
the two communist powers might be
competing for supremacy, while in the
non-communist part the United States
and Japan would try to make a big
thrust. And this position might be
liked even by China that in the non-
communist part, Japan and the United
States might retain their hold aad
predominance.

Japan has already become an ecano-

mic giant. It is already an economic
super-power and it can no longer
remain a political pygmy. This is

the position which comes out of all
our analysis of the present situation
in clear profile. Japan'’s share 1in
South-East Asia’s import was of the
order of 25 per cent in 1970, and it IS
expected to go up to 40 per cent 1n
1980, Recently, I got a figure that the
Japanese exports in South-East Asta
amounted to about 10,000 million
dollars. So, we can imagine the
tremendous surplus and consequently
the tremendous economic leverage
that Japan would have in South-East
Asia and the tremendous dependence
that this region would have on Japar.
Further, the new defence programine
of Japan is going to make it the fourth
military power in the world, if you
exclude the nuclear powers. If you
include the nuclear powers, Japan
would soon come to acquire the posi-
tion of the seventh military nower In
the world. It is this tremendous
economic power and potentiality of
Japan that have made both China and
the USSR woo Japan so eagerly, to
get it cloger to them. It has also to
be realised that Japan’s growing
interest lies in the Indian Ocean.
Much of the raw materials for Japan



329 D.G. Min. of

pass through the Indian Ocean, and
Japan is going to make a big thrustin
this area. That was what was Linted
at by the former Defence Secretary
of the US only recently.

This is the position, namely, that
Japan and China are going to play =
kig role in South East Asia, parti-
cularly in Vietnam. In Vietnam, the
reconstruction of that country woula

require much resources which may
not be internally available in that
area and they may have to come

cither irom the US or the USSR or
from Japan. But it does appear to me
that there is a great opportunity for
the countries which can show s:me
eaterprise. which can bring themselves
to muster some rcsources for this
purpose. Japan is going to have «
tremendous opportunity for the recon-
sAructio;. of Vietnam and so is ke
opportunity for India. There is a
great economic opportunity for India
for the reconstruction of this area.
China has indeed a direct stake in
this area: she is also going to make a
direct impact on the situation with all
the resources that she can command.
When China could have a trade of 500
willion doliars with the East European
countries, it is certainly going to
have trade of a much bigger amount
with South East Asia. That is what
its interest in that area demands.

Now it appears to me that if you go
into the present economic situation in
India. you will come to the conclusion
tk.at India is not equipped for the role
South East Asia demands at the pre-
seht moment. With the present dyna-
mic drive to zero rate of growth, this
country cannot expect to make any
impact on the South East Asian situa-
tion.

Coming to Indo-China, it is quite
clear that the situation there is very
much disturbing; particularly tre
conditions in Cambodia are of grave
‘concern. It is feareq that there might
be a relapse into the situation that
existed before the settlement in Viet-
ham. The capital is surrounded; it is
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amost a beleagured city and it is difli-
cult to see how Geg. Lon Nol can
withstand the pressure much longer.
Reports indicate that the fighting is
done by the Cambodian communists
and by the supporters of Prince
Sihanouk. The US must resist being
drawn into the Cambodian quagmire.
after gll the bitter experience it had
in Vietnam. I think, therefore, that
a dialogue between the United Stat”
and Prince Sihanouk is called for in
the present situation. But we have
also to consider and generally we did
think in those terms in the past when
India did matter in international
atfairs—whether we can along wilh
some other countries take the 1nit’_
tive in holding a South FEast Asian
Security Conference. So, my concrete
suggestion would be that we should
take the initiative in the matter of
convenihg a south-east Asian security
conference.

In west Asia, or the middle east, we
should be watcnful of the proclivities
of Iran more than those of Pakistan.
In many ways, Pakistan might act as
a proxy for Iran. Iran is being help-
ed substantially both by the United
States and the USSR, and it might
soon blossom into a substantial middl~
power. The desire for access to oil-
bearing areas as well as the ytrategic
areas in the Arabian Sea and the
Mediterranean can result in an orienta-
tion of policies towards Iran
Moreover, it is likely that Iran might
build its strength in the Indian Ocean
too. Angd with Pakistan’s close rela-
tions with Irap we have to be indeed
very vigilant so far as the moves of
Iran are concerhed. .

Now, since my time is up, I would
like to say a few words about the way
in which our ambassadors are chosen,
because earlier I had made a reference
to the bureaucratic method by which
these things are done in the South
Block. I would like to say that in the
balance, the ratio between the officials
and the non-officials among the amba-
ssadors in our country is extremely ad
verse to non-officials. Recently, one
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instance came to my notice which 1
would like to place before the House,
and that is indeed very disturbing.
One person who is going to be ap-
pointed as High Commissioner of our
country is currently facing an enquiry
commission. The charges that have
been made by an hon. Member of the
legislature belonging to the commu-
nist party—I would also like this mat-
ter to be checked—were brought to
my notice. That person is facing
charges and yet he had been appoint-
ed to an important post as that of the
High Commissioner.

Now, lastly—it may not be the last
point as I want to make one further
point also—the Prime Minister recent-
ly spoke of the political parties having
external alliance. I think it is not in
keeping with the dignity of the posi-
tion of the Prime Minister that such
remarks are made. May I say, with
all responsibility and without any
fear of contradiction, that there are
only two parties in the country which
have got external allies, and one of
them is the ruling party. (Interrup-
tions) No other party has got any
external alliance. May I say also,
with all the emphasis at my command.
that it is not this policy, approach or
the attitude of the Prime Minister
which can bring a measure of unity
behind the foreign policy. Therefore,
ithe Prime Minister presents an
extremely pathetic and mserable
figure on the international scene. This
is not the kind of statement which
can rally the whole country behind
her policy.

Lastly, may I say that one depart-
ment of Ministry of External Affairs
which seems to be meagrely financed,
one section which seems to be putting
up a kind of window-dressing over
the whole thing in such a manner so
as to make the conduct of foreign
affairs look very attractive, is the
external publicity section.

Only one minute and I have
done. It is tryihg to put up a very
attractive veneer on the whole thing.

May I say that thereby also I imply
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a commendation of that gection in
the External Affairs Ministry but it
seems that that section is not so fully
equipped with adequate resources.

Finally, in the joint declaration
by India and Bangladesh seems to be-
encountering some difficulties. They
are bound to encounter some difficul-
ties. But may I say that the Simia
spirit hag to be infused there. And if
we want to make good in international
affairs, if we want to present g picture
of strength on the internatjona] scene,
then we have to be more active than
Pakistan in bringing about a settle-
ment in the Indian sub-continent.
Without a settlement in the Indian
sub-continent, the whole raison d’etre
of India as a country of irhpourtance

and strength would vanish.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
How do you do it?

“SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
How do you do it? That is the ques-

tion. May I say that this joint dec-
laration is indeed very fair and
reasonable. But I am really sorry

why so much time should have been
taken by the Government of India in
taking an initiative in this matter.
Pakistan did have some interest in de-
laying this matter, because the release
of POWs might have a disruptive in-
fluence over Pakistan. But India should
not have taken so much time in coming
to a decision of the kind as it has final-
ly done, because there was a measure
of support to Pakistan on the basis
of the Geneva Convention and
there was the humanitarian pre-
blem, which was very much before
the Tnternational community. Even
so I should say that India has now
shown some kind of a statesmanship,
though late, anq we hope that that
would be reciprocated by Pakistan.
But the main problem, which this
declaration has to encounter, is how
to save the lives of Bengalis in Pakis-
tan if Pakistan takes the retaliatory
measures as a result of action taken
against those P.O.Ws., who had taken
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part in the criminal acts. That is
going to be the rock on which it might
founder. There is the humanitarian
problem with which we must grapple
.. (Interruptions) Since this problem
has been sliced into small dimensions,
I hope, realisation would dawn on all
the parties concerneg to settle other
problems also in future. With these
words may I say that the External
Affairs Ministry must show a record
in the years to come, of which we
can feel proud as Indians and hold
our heads high, not as a middle on
middling power but as a major power
emerging in the intgrnational scene.

SHRI VASANT SATHE (Akola):
I rise to support the demands of the
Ministry of External Affairs and while
doing so, I wish to congratulate the
Captain and the Crew for having
piloted the External Affairs depart-
ment through difficult times very
successfully during the last year. F
congratulate the Minister for the good
report that the Ministry has submitted
although they have had to cover a
vast canvas,

16.30 hrs.
[DRr. SarapIsH Roy in the Chair]

The last Speaker Shri Shyama-
nanda Mishra was unhappy about
India’s foreign policy. He said that the
picture presented by Shrimati Indira
Gandhi’s India was petrified. Probably
he was thinking of his own petrified
party, that is, the Cong.(0O). He was
thinking of his party but he described
the country in those terms. He tried
to find fault with the recent joint
declaration. This joint declaration has
taken the winds out the sails of the
Pakistan propaganda efforts to malign
India on the international forum. Both
Bangladesh and India jointly decided
to send back all the 93,000 POWs ex-
cept 195 who were charged with geno-
cide and other heinous crimes and
said that they were prepared to deal
with the humanitarian problems; They
also said: let us agree to have the
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Bengalis in Pakistan repatriated and
the Pakistani citizens in Bangladesh
sent back. Can you really find fault
with this package deal He says that
we have delayed this decision. He
knows fully well that it is only after
the elections in Bangladesh that Sheikh
Mujibur Rahman Government would
take a positive turn on this matter
and Mujibur’'s Government has suc-
ceeded in dealing with this problem
which was a very ticklish and sensi-
tive one as far as Bangladesh is con-
cerned. Therefore, instead of com-
plimenting both Bangladesh and Gov-
ernment of India on having taken this
decision, Shri Mishraji wants to find
fault with them. Unfortunately, again,
there is another point which he was
obsessed with: India was not a
sixth power in this world. Five
powers are there and he said
that India was not emerging
as a power in this region. He says
that either we can be economically a
big power or a nuclear power. He
further says that India’s power has
been weakened altogether. He knows
that India’s foreign policy right from
the beginning has been against any
power-mongering in this world. We
never wanted to be a power to deai
with any of the countries either in
this continent or anywhere. We have
never talked of wanting to be a nu-
clear power or a big brother to these
smaller neighbours of ours. In fact
our role has been a role of friend-
ship, cooperation that we want to
generate in this world of peace. And
that is what we have been standing
by now, Sir, after the emergence «of
Bangladesh in this sub-continent and
our victory as a supporter and cham-
pion of peace in this sub-continent,
we have our own role in this entire
continent of Asia and in fact, I would
go to the extent of saying that India
has a positive role in Afro-Asia and

in regard to economic growth to cover
all those countries. We ourselves are
struggling as a developing country.
Therefore, let us not try to think
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in terms of this role, or go on talking
about depending on the economic
power of others. But, we can have
mutual assistance among all these
countries. In the South-Asian coun-
tries we should try to develop to-
gether without having to depend on
any big power. That itself is a posi-
tive role that we may have to play.
In this, whatever role the countries
like Japan and others can play we
would welcome them as our close
friends. As fur as the attitude to-
wards our policy relating to Pakistan
is concerned, as 1 said, we have taken
a stand by this joint declaration. Now
the ball is in the other court—in
Pakistan’s court—if they cannot utilise
that, what can India do? I would
submit that there is a snag when
they asked for a delegation to come
from India to clarify the package
deal. There is a snag in this because
this is the package deal given by
both Bangladesh and India and there-
fore, India alone cannot take any final
decision.

As regards this package deal, 1
submit that India must not lose an
opportunity of sending its envoy or
its representative. There is nothing
to be lost thereby. What is wanted
is to clarify the package deal. That
is all. Whatever decision has to be
taken regarding the exchange ot
P.0.Ws, ultimately the whole question
has got. to be solved. The release of
P.O.Ws from India’ and the Bengalis
from Pakistan, will have to be solved
by India and Pakistan by Bangladesh
joining hands in this whole deal.

Therefore, we are not going to be
wanting diplomatically in this matter.
As far as my friend Shri Vajpayee
is converned, I was surprised to hear
him in the same tune as Shri Mishra.
He said....

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
I spoke before him,
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SHRI VASANT SATHE: 1 said
‘tune’. I think that the tune can be
earlier also. I shall quote:

I oF wfe| & ¥ &
®7 ¥ 3w, qg U A faRw
Afa &1 @& Qa1 =rfge 17

Again he also wants that India should

_concentrate on emerging as a power

centre. I know his attitude; he wants
India to go nuclear. The moment we
try to do it, our whole objective of
economic revival and taking all the
countries in Afro-Asia with us will
be defcated and we will also become
a party to the power game in this
world. That mistake India should
never make. If you emerge as a
power by your own growth, just as
the sun is rising, nobody can point
a finger at you. That is the attitude
we have to take.

He says, India has not got an in-
dependent policy:

“nz favim Afa W= oz o
Fifs e a7 iz Tz g1

Mr. Vajpayee saying this is really
sad for a person who is full of pride
for his nation. We have not got it
as a gift. We have paid for every
iota of grain we have obtained.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYER'
We have paid for dhatura also.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: Having
paid for it, what is the harm in ac-
cepting it? Which country in the
world faced with difficulties of drought
is not purchasing food? China, Russia
and even Japan are purchasing food
from other countries, Do you mean
to say the moment you purchase
grain from somewhere you become
subservient? We had the guts to tell
the world that we are not going to
toe the line of any other country....
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SHRI PILOO MODY: Except

. the
- Soviet Union.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: Not even
the Soviet Union. With Soviet Union,
‘our policy is mutual friendship.
Throughout thig period, it has been
proved that this policy has paid us
dividends. They have never let us
down. I am surprised that Mr. Vaj-
payee should have tried to deride
our country for this policy of friend-
ship towards the Soviet Union.

Coming to America, our policy is
{ricnashup towards all but friendship
based on mutuality, without any
strings attached and without any
sense of subservience to any other
country. How did we prove this?
Recently when the United States gave
arms to Iran, we made no secret of
our indignation as far as dumping.
of arms in the sub-continent is con-
cerned. These are obsolete arms in
America—12 billion dollars worth of
arms. What can Iran do with it?
Even Pakistan could not use those
Sabre jets and Patton tanks. There-
fore, this policy of America of enslav-
ing the smaller countries by dumping
their obsolete arms there is most
detrimental. It is really a policy of
the famous Ugly American. I do not
understand why this Dulles’ philo-
sophy is still continuing in this region,
although they seem to have given up
this policy of containing communism
by force of arms as far as China is
concerned, after they have had a
licking in Vietnam. By dumping arms
on smaller countries, they are trying
to create other areas of conflict, Mr.
Vajpayee was right when he said that
this whole sub-continent is being
made a practising ground as it were
for this arms racket. This must be
condemned strongly. If America gives
up this policy and play a positive
role by helping the developing coun-
tries to stand on their own feet and
develop themselves economically, we
have nothing against America.
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We are right when we say that there
are certain basic common policies, so
far as democracy is concerned, even
with America. Therefore, as far as
the American people are concemed
there is nothing against them. We
definitely like to have friendly rela-
tions. The same applies to China. It
has been categorically and positively
stated in this Report that India would
always be willing to normalise its
relations with China in spite of our
different attitudes on disputed issues.
Bearing that in mind, we are quite
willing to normalise our relations.
But we cannot be over-enthusiastic,
as scme people would like us. I am
really surprised that these very peo-
ple who up till now were saying “let
us not have any truck with China”
have suddenly started saying “well,
why do we not have a second look
and why do we not have better rela-
tions with China?”. This sudden
change is because USA and China
have become friends. Therefore, I
would submit that we are following
an independent policy.

Our foreign policy has always been
consistent. We want to be friendly
with all. The interest of our country
and peace in the world are always
kept supreme by us. As far as our
foreign policy is concerned, the Gov-
ernment under the leadership of the
Prime Minister and Sardar Swaran
Singh have really succeeded in pilot-
ing this foreign policy in a very suc-
cessful manner, in a very creditable
manner of which India can be justly
proud.

SHRI FRANK ANTHONY (Nomi-
nated—Anglo-Indians): Mr. Chairman.
we are still preoccupied with our re-
lations with Pakistan. I was among
those who had welcomed the Simla
Agreement. Although I had a num-
ber of reservations, I expressed the
hope that that Agreement would be
a hostage to the bona fides of Mr.
Bhutto despite his long hostile record
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to India. Large sections of our peo-
Fle had hoped, and continued to hope,
for some kind of breakthrough in
these 27 years of confrontation with
Pakistan. But let us face the facts.
Since the Simla Agreement Mr.
Bhutto's actions and his statements
have moved away from at least the
spirit of the Simla Agreement. Some
people have sought to explain it away
on the ground of some kind of inner
compulsions or political pressures.
Whatever it may be, the stark and
unhappy fact today is that the spirit
of the Simla Agreement is largely
pztriﬁed, if not completely extinguish-
ed.

May 1 say with respect to the Prime
Minister that it is unfortunate that
the practice initiated by Jawwaharlal
Nehru, strengthened by Shastri, has
not been continued of consultation
with the Opposition Groups. I sup-
pose each Prime Minister has his or
her way of functioning according to
his or her particular style,

Immediately after the Simla Agree-
ment I had been asked by the press
what my very humble reaction was.
and while I welcomed it. I said that
if we had been consulted, I very res-
pectfully would have suggested a
different order of priorities. In my
respectful view. India’s supreme deci-
sive advantage was the territory that
we had occupied and, in my view, it
should have been the last condition
of the Simla Agreement. The reiurn
of that territory should have been
made squarely based on the acceptance
by Mr. Bhutto of the realities in
Kashmir. Now in regard to the ac-
tual line of control it is only a provi-
sional acceptance. Neither side has
.given up its original position, and the
original position of Pakistan continues
to be a plebiscite in Kashmir,

So far as our retention of prisoners
of war is concerned, it has never
been any kind of an asset. On the
other hand, it has exposed us legally,
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psychologically, because of the Geneva
Convention, the obligation to return
the prisoners of war on the cessation
of hostilities. It has exposed us to
not a little criticism that we have
been trading in human misery.

Let ug realise that Mr. Bhutto is a
first-class political acrobat. He has
got counter-weights in this matter of
prisoners of war. He has got, at a
conservative estimate, 200,000 Bengali
civilians; he has got, at a conserva-
tive estimate, 30,000 fcrmer Bengali
members of the Pakistani armed

forces. He is going to use these
counter-weights, whatever we say.
Bangladesh has said that they arc

going to have a trial of prisoners of
war, perfectly permissible under in-
ternational law and according to legal
precedents. But you can expect Mr.
Bhutto to do this. For one Pakistani
who is tried, Mr. Bhutto will try two
Bengalis; for one Pakistani who i3
sentenced to life imprisonment, he
will send two Bengalis to life impri-
sonment for treason. So, we are
likely to see a kind of competition
in trials and a kind of competition
in giving savage sentences.

I am looking at the facts, Now,
India has offered Mr. Bhutto this
package deal. Western countries,
some of whom are not unduly friend-
ly to us, have taken it eminently
reasonable offer, indeed a generous
offer. Hecre again, I do not want to
misjudge Mr. Bhutto, I think, the
chances are that Mr. Bhutto’s pen-
chant for political acrobats will get
the better of his tendencies to ary
statesmanship,

Here, I have a very respectful sug-
gestion to make to the Government of
India. Don't get us to a position
where Mr. Bhutto gets the ball back
into our court, whatever acrobatics he
is likely to indulge in. My suggestion
is that if Mr. Bhutto does not accept
this package deal, apart from handing
over the prisoners of war who will be
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tried for all kinds of heinous offences.
let us hand back to Bangladesh at
least half the number of prisoners of
war. Let them go to Bangladesh.
Some people have treated the joint
control as a fiction. Let us make it
a fact. Let us hand back half of them
to Bangladesh. They had surrendered
to the joint command. There are seve-
ral former Pakistani cantonments, Jes-
sore for instance, and we may help to
feed them. If Mr. Bhutto does not
accept this package deal, let us hand
back half the number of prisoners of
war to be kept in custody in Bangla-
desh. I know, sooner or later, Mr.
Bhutto has to come to terms with
realities and the prisoners of war will
be back. But my fear is—I hope, it
does not become a reality—that once
the prisoners of war go back, then
whole Kashmir issue will be resurrect-
ed. We will be back to square one
on Kashmir. That is a reality and a
fact that we are going to face.

As I said, the supreme advantage
that we had was the territory occupi-
ed by us. It never makes the same
impact psychologically. Israel has
held a lot of territory. Nobody has
made an undue amount of noise about
it. But we have abandoned that. Once
the prisoners of war go back, we will
be back to square one on Kashmir.

The Prime Minister’s thesis appears
to be that this doctrine of balance of
power is outmoded. With great res-
pect, I must say, the balance of power
doctrine is as old as history itself. The
major powers today subscribe to it and
they will continue to subscribe to it.
Whatever thesis we may propound In
thix country, every move on the iIn-
ternational chess-board today is condi-
tioned by real vpolitik—this global
power struggle. What did we see in
Indo-China? Russia and China look-
ing on silently while the USA was

savagely bombing North Vietnam. Cy- .

nically they even feted Mr, Nixon and
Mr. Kissinger while it was going on.
What was the reason? It was a game
where this whole doctrine was at

VAISAKHA 3, 1895 (SAKA)

External Affairs 342
play, Russia wanting to ensure that
China does not achieve any hege--
mony in Indo-China and China wanting
equally to ensure that Russia does not
achieve hegemony in that area, so both
playing into the hands of America and
allowing America a massive military-
presence in that area—Thailand, Cam-
bodia and Laos. And, another probab--
ly lesser motive, because it is all the
time part of this strategy between
these major powers, was that they pro-
bably did not want North Vietnam to
emerge with a certain amount of hege-
mony in this area because there is a
feeling that North Vietnam might de-
velop into another variant of Titoism.

So, whatever the Prime Minister
might think of this doctrine of balance
of power, it is going to be applied with
a vengeance to this sub-continent and
we are going to have to live with it,
and I hope our foreign policy is going
to be adapted to it.

I know this word of India being a
dominant power has some kind of
odious connotation, but India has an
inherent right to primacy in this area.
It inheres in her size, in her potential,
in her crucial geo-strategic position the
position of primacy, and because of
that we are going to be in the vortex
of this game of balance of power.

There is no thaw in our relations
with China. Personally, I would like
to see some kind of thaw. But unlike
us. the Chinese are supreme pragma-
tists. So, before any thaw, the Chi-
nese will want some kind of a move
from India on Aksai Chin and the
McMahon Line ...

SHRI PILOO MODY: And the Indo-
Soviet Treaty.

SHRI FRANK ANTHONY: To a cer-
tain extent, yes. My own feeling is
that we are not emotionally condition-
ed to make any move with regard to
Aksai Chin and the McMahon line.
Another Chinese motive is that from
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the old Chinese imperialist tradition :n-
herited, they seem to think that this
area is a part of their sphere of In-
fluence and that is why, as my friend
referred to the Indo-Soviet Treaty,
they are using it as an additional argu-
ment. Because they are not going to
allow Russia to increase its sphere of
influence in this area, and that is why
we are going to see the Chinese give
increasing assistance and encourage-
ment to Pakistan. There was some
report—I do not know whether the
Minister will {ell us whether it waus
right or not—that there was some kind
of a secret military pact entered intio
Pakistan. Then Tikka Khan was
there, there was an open declaration
of support by the Chinese leaders for
Pskistan’s stand on Kashmir, that is
for a plebiscite. Ang China misses n?
opportunity to embarrass India; every-
day. almost, we read reports of mili-
tary assistance and hardware to Mizd
rebels. Naga rebels, and I am quite
certain—we do not know what posi-
tion they have adopted—that they
would fish in sensitive areas—Sikkim,
Bhutan and Nepal. And I am very
happy that the Prime Minister went
to Nepal, because I read reports which
were quite disquieting. and I do not
know to what extent they were true
that certain elements, extremist ele-
ments in Nepal were exporting not onlv
subversion but also arms not only to
India but to Bangla Desh. I was
therefore, very happy that the Prime
Minister went to Nepal.

In this global policy the Americans
are not going to be disinterested spec-
tators. Who are the two main conten-
ders in this game of global power
struggle? The Russians and the Ameri-
cans. Both are building bases, carry-
ing out spheres of influence, one
against the other, Russia also against
the Chinese. I read this. Mr. Nixon

not long ago has avoid this doctrine..

He has. accepted it as part of his for-
eigns policy thesis, the doctrine of
balance -of power because,. according to
Mr. Nixon, the, alternative.to a balance
of power 18 an imbalance of power, and
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according to Mr. Nixon, an imbalance
of power can easily escalate into war.
That seems to be the main thesis of
Mr. Nixon. And, America has the re-
sources. We see them. It is extra-
ordinary whom they are helping. Sri
Lanka; secretly, Burma: then Malaysia
and Singapore: they have got massive
bases; Thailand. Australia and the
Phillipines. It is a liitle amusing—
probably it amuses a cynic more than
anybody else--just look at the assis-
tance they are givinz ‘o tne Russians.
The Indian disciples of the Rus<ians
abuse Mr. Swaran Snzh even if he
talks politelv to the Americans. But
look at the Russians today. They are
getting aid. They are getting huge
amount of subridised grain from Amc-
rica. They are having more and more
projects in collatoration with Ameri-
can business-men. projects iike, ol
fertil.zers, attomobiles, ete. They are
doing all these things and wvet there
are disciples in this countrv who ‘m-
mediately begin to abuse the Prime
Minister for trying to friendly with.
America. And, I was a little interest.
ed to see this that Sheikh Muiibur
Rehman the other dayv paicd a tributle
to the two main benefactors of Bang-
ladesh. He named America first. The
assistance of this kind can be given
only by a country like America.—mas-
sive economic assistance, and there-
fore. he said. tenefactor number one
is America. And, henefactor number
two is Indie.

What 1 am trying to show is this:
America is going to have its own poli-
cy towards Pakistan whatever we may
say because she is also engaged in
this game of balance of power with
Russia. Here I want to sound a note
of respectful warning. We dare not
become too dependent on any country.
whether it is Russia or America. Mv
own fear is this that more and more.
begcause of the communist comrades

‘controlling—I won’t say manipulating—

the levers of economic power, thev are
going to edge us into the Russian Orh.
The Prime Minijster is not on the sce-
ne, she is not in charge of the economic
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ministries, because she knows where
she is. These communist comrades in
the Government will have edged this
country into positions where they will
have dovetailed not only our economy,
they will have dovetailed our defence,
not only with Russia, but with the
Comecon countries. That is my real
fear and I do not know what is the
cignificance of this Joint Commission
on Economic, Scientific and Technical
Cooperation. I do not know whether
it savours of some kind of a Comecon
technology: but we take our cue so
easily from the Russians.

I remember reading an account of
the Press foundation asking the Gov-
ernment to join the one Asia Assemb-
ly. The communists on this side and
the communists on that side did not
want Government to join. So the
Government practically said. it would
not join. But, as soon as they heard
that the Russians and the East Euro-
pean satellites were going to partici-
pate. they joined with alacrity.

I want to end on this note: Let us
have no illusions about Russia or
America. None of them is going to
share the latest secrets with us. As
far as I am aware—I don't know
whethe:r the Minister is going to admit
it or not,-—we wanted quite rightly the
MiG 23 and they gave us a flat no.
They do not trust us one bit with their
latest techniques and items of techno-
logy.

About Indo-Soviet Treaty I read a
very knowledgeable article, a heavily-
documented one,—there is no reason
not to believe it,—showing how thils
rupee-trade agreement with Russia is
weighted entirely in favour of Rus-
sians. 80 per cent of our traditional
items, foreign-exchange sarners, have
now been diverted to the rupee-trade
agreements and the trade is being
switched by the Russians to earn for-
eign exchange. As Mr. Mishra said,
in the ultimate analysis, it will be our
economic strength that will decide
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what position we have in the interna-
tional sphefe. Japan has shown that
she is being wooed by all the dominant
powers. But we have this lesson io
learn from Japan: Japan is being res-
trained by America from going unclear
because they had liaison. My fear is
that the more we move into the Rus-
slan sphere of influence they will com-
pletely inhibit us from exercising our
nuclear options at any time. Many
years ago, long before Mr. Vajpayee
had come in this House, I had made a
request to the then Prime Minister
that India should exercise her nuclear
options. That was the time when we
were 10 years ahead of China so far
as nuclear know-how and capacity
was concerned. We were ten years
ahead and now we are ten years be-
hind.

17 hrs.

I want to end on this note that, I
am afraid, by putting increasingly all
our eggs 1nto the Russian basket when
at some time sense dawns on this
country we may not be able to aban-
don this vegetarian ahimsa complex-
that has made us abandon our most
powerful instrument. I want to say
finally that had we exercised our nu--
clear options when we asked Jawahar
Lal Nehru. there would have been no
war with Pakistan., and we would
never have been exposed, as Shri
Mishra pointed out, to this humiliating
spectacle. Thirteen countries were
invited to this peace conference on
Vietnam, and among them were eight
European countries without a glimmer
of any interest but we were not even
invited. North Viet Nam does not
bother; so-called Russian friends do
not bother, because when it comes to
brass tacks, each country is pursuing
its own interest; each one is going to
do what it feels to be in jts own in-
terest so far as the doctrine of balance
of power is concerned.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS
(SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH):
Mr. Chairman, Sir, already a very”
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wide spectrum of topics has been
covered by the hon. Members and
many points have been raised by them
both in appreciation of our foreign
policy and the working of the Ministry
as well as in criticism of our policy
and the working of the Ministry. On
behalf of the Ministry I wish to thank
all those Members who have said kind
things about us, kind things about our
policy, and also those hon. Members
who have made very valuable and
constructive suggestions for the better
working of the same. We are passing
through a period of time when very
significant changes are taking place on
the international scene. Hon. Members
have already referred to those changes.
The configuration of world forces is
changing; the bipolar world has al-
ready changed into a multipolar
world; the days of balance of power
and political domination, in spite of
what Mr. Anthony has said, said, are
also coming to an end, and the very
basis of relationship between countries
is changing from a basis of domi-
nation and leadership to a basis of
friendship and equality. These trends
and developments are not only very
welcome, but I would say they are a
clear vindication of the policy which
India has been pursuing since our In-
dependence. Our policy is based on
the fundamental principles of Panch
Sheel and it has been clearly vindi-
cated by the present developments.
India has never sought leadership or
domination of any country. In fact
‘the very word domination is repugnant
to us and we expect and hope that
no other country in the world behaves
in that approach. We want to have
friendly relations with all countries in
the world based on equality and
friendship. Our policy of non-align-
ment enables us to do this. It enables
us to follow a path, which enables us
to achieve stability and peace in the
world. Stability and peace in the
world are gomething for which non-
aligned countries and developing
-countries of the world are hungry and
‘they want it badly so that they can
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be left alone in order to develop their
own economic strength and to develop
industrially. A great deal of criticism
of our policy of non-alignment has of
late died down. Many erstwhile
crities of this policy have now veered
round to the view that despite the
changes in the world, despite changes
in circumstances, this policy has still
some relevance and validity. But
there are still some critics in our
country. In one group of such critics,
we have people. like Shri Atal Bihari
Vajpayee and Shri G. Viswanathan
who maintain that whereas the policy
of non-alignment is really valid and
is a good policy, however, India is
not adhering to it properly. They
accept this policy but their main criti-
cism is that we are deviating from it
and that we are not adhering to it
sincerely. To them, all that I can say
is that their entire contention is wrong.
and I would like to ask them if they
can give one example anywhere or on
any occasion on which India has taken
a policy decision which is against our
national interest or we have taken a
decision under the influence of a
foreign power. We are absolutely
independent ih taking decisions, in our
judgment we are adhering to the prin-
ciples of non-alignment véry strictly.

There is still another group of critics
who maintain and ask the question
as to why India is still stricking to the
policy of non-alignment when the very
circumstances under which this policy
was enunciated have changed. when
the big powers are giving up the
policy of confrontation and tension
and are trying to come closer to each
other and are striving to reach detente
and understanding amongst them-
selves. In these circumstances they
maintain that thi‘s policy of non-
alignment has no relevance. To these
critics, all that I can say is that they
base their arguments on this pre-
sumption that non-alongnment fs
something which owes its origin or
raison d’etre to the division of the
world into two power blocs of the
forties and fifties. They are basing
their contention entirely on wrong
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promises. It is true that the division
of the world into two power blocs was
responsible to a certain extent in
bringing about this policy of non-
alignment, because at that time, deve-
loping countries and the economically
backward countries were most Teluc-
tant to be drawn into the vortex of big
power rivalry and they wanted to be
left alone and follow a policy of their
own. But the real essence of non-
alignment lies in the urge and aspira-
.tions of the developing countries to
follow their own policies, their own
political and economic and social
policies according to their own genius
and according to their own require-
ments. That is the real essence. It
is not a question of the world being
divided into so many blocs and that
is why we have got to do it. In the
present context or nowadays, even
the smallest country in the world will
not tolerate any kind of domination
from a big power. We have the
glaring example before us of Viet Nam.
Nobody could keep Viet Nam down.
Even the biggest power in the world
tried its very best to subdue Vietnam,
but their will and their aspirations
and their strong desire to be inde-
pendent overcame all these difficulties,
and they refused to cow down before
this big power.

This feeling of nationalism in its
broader sense and not in its conno-
tation of chauvinism is something
which is gaining strength. It will be
very difficult for any big power
to suppress this urge and these ag-
pirations of the smaller powers and
the backward powers. No power on
-earth can suppress this national urge
or will of the Third World.

The House is aware and hon. Mem-
bers know that the classical colonialism
and imperialism of the old days is now
giving place to a new-colonialism and
imperialism of economic domination.
It is not very obvious but it is a fact
‘that it i{s more dangerous than the
-classical type of colonialism and im-

perialism. ' It is also a fact that this
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understanding and detente between
the big powers can also lead to the
carving out of the world into spheres
of influence, which would not be in
the interests of smaller powers or non-
aligned countries. The non-aligned
group of countries is aware of these
trends and these developments, and
they will see to it, I am sure, that
they do not succumb to this kind of
pressure or this kind of strategy which
is now being evolved by the so-called
big powers.

We also fully realise that so long as
there are conflicting pulls and pres-
sures of bigger countries on smaller
eountries, the need for non-alignment
will remain, and it is in our interest
to strengthen this movement so that
the bigger powers are not able to
weaken it or to erode it by their subtle
machinations.

The Third Summit Conference of
non-aligned countries which took
place at Lusaka in 1970 was an event
of far-reaching significance. For the
first time in a conference of non-
aligned countries, the idea of econo-
mic and technical collaboration
amongst the developing countries
and the mnon-aligned countries was
mooted there. It was done in order
to safeguard and to see that the smal-
ler countries did not come under the
domination of big powers. It is true
that political domination is coming
to an end, but economic domination
can be equally bad. The whole idea
was mooted so that the smaller coun-
tries may not come under the influ-
ence and domination of bigger powers
and they may be encouraged to bring
about economic co-operation among
themselves and to become selfreliant
through mutual co-operation.

We are looking forward to the next
meeting of non-aligned countries
which will take place in Algiers. I
am sure that attention will again be
focussed on the theme of economic
co-operation among the non-aligned
countries and the deliberationg of this
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conference will throw some light on
some concrete and important steps
which might be taken by the deve-
loping countries in order to achieve
this very laudable objective.

SHRI PILOO MODY: What has
happened in three years?

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH:
There is, if I may say so, nced for
garibi hatao at the international level
also.

SHRI PILOO MODY: Having fail-
ed in India, they were exporting it.

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH: If
you are to prevent any kind of con-
flict between the haves and have-uots.
if you want to avoid any tensicn and
confrontation between these countries
which can be called ‘haves’ and these
countries which may be termed
‘have-nots’, we have to have this co-
operation, and dehelp each other to
achieve economic development. That
alone will achieve the objective and
nothing else.

SHRI SHYAMNANDAN MISHRA:
The world does not owe it to us: we
have to do it ourselves.

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH:
Since the emphasis these days is on
economic co-operation, I should like
to say that we have attached great
importance to it and have taken cer-
tain steps in order to give more 2co-
nomic content to our policy, and we
are giving more importance to the
economic aspect of our foreign policy.
It is our firm belief that international
stability and well being of humanity
can best be achieved through an effec-
tive system of international economic
co-operation and by establishing
economic and commercial contacts and
by promoting collaboration in indus-
trial and technical ventures with our
immediate neighbours as well as with
all the developing countries in the
world. 1 am happy to say that
as a result of the various steps 'the
Ministry has taken in that direction.
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a number of initiatives we have taken
in that direction, there is now visi-
ble a growing awareness among the
countries of Asia and Africa about
the competence and ability of this
country to be a provider of technical
knowhow and expertise, training
opportunities to people from these
countries, and consultancy service,
preparation of survey and feasibility
reports, etc. We have also taken
keen inferest in the activities of such

multilateral organisations as the
Colombo Plan, ECAFE and SCAAP
(Special Commonwealth  African

Assistance Plan). Through our par-
ticipation in the activities of these
organjsations and through our bila-
teral contacts with a large number of
countries, we have given a real mean-
ing to our friendship with these
countries, specially through economic
collaboration with our neighbouring
countries like Shri Lanka, Mauritius.
Afghanistan and Bhutan, to name
just a few of them. Some idea of the
magnitude of our assistance to the
developing countries, friendly coun-
tries, can be had from the fact that
under our ITEC programme alone,
Rs. 80 lakhs to Rs. 1 crore are being
spent by us every year in order tn
promote various schémes under this
programme. This, however, does not
include direct economic assistance to
a large number of friendly countries
which is quite substantial. For in-
stance, under the Colombo Plan alone,
upto the end of 1971-72, we have
given assistance to the tune of
Rs. 85.83 crores; under the SC_AAP.
this assistance is of the order of
Rs. 82 lakhs upto 1971-72. India has
also advanced loans to a large num-
ber of countries to enable them to
purchase Indian goods as well as
Indian services. The amount ;gt-
stan as loans to various countries
at t:?‘end of 1971-72 is of the order
of Rs. 66,68 crores.

We have ilso sent a large number
of exports to developing countries in
order to assist them in their develop-
mental programmes.  About 180
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people are working abroad and they
have done an extremely good job.
Wherever they have gone, they have
earned a good reputation for them-
selves and laurels for our country
also.

From this, it will be seen that in
spite of our difficulties at home, des-
pite our own limitations, we have
done everything possible to share our
experience, our resources, with a
large number of countries, and we
have done everything possible to help
them in their very difficult task of
economic and industrial development.
I must say that this approach to our
foreign policy has already paid some
very handscme dividends inasmuch
as it has greatly increased the good-
will, friendship and trade between
ourselves and a large number of
countries in Africa and Asia.

Our greatest activity in the field of
economic co-operation is in the con-
tinent of Africa. We are more than
willing to share our experi2nce with
them, and to render all possible assis-
tance to them in their own efforts to

develop their countries as fast as
possible. The House knows fully
well that we have many common

things between ourselves and the
countries in Africa. They have
passed through an era of colonial do-
mination and exploitation and so have
we. So, we know what their difi-
culties are; and I think they can gain
a great deal from our experience
which we are very wllling to share
with them. We have very patiently
and assiduously established contacts
with a large number of countries in
Africa at the industrial and com-
mercial level and we are ever anxious
to proceed further to generate grea-
ter mutual economic activity with the
countries of Africa.

In this connection, I would like to
mention that a large number of joint
ventures have been settled by
Indian entrepreneurs in several coun-
tries of Africa in such wide-ranging
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industrial flelds as textiles, sugar,
chemicals, pharmaceuticals and forest.
based industries. We have also pro-
vided assistance through grant of
scholarships to African students by
providing training facilities in India
to their techncal hands and by mak-
ing available to them our technicians
experts, teachers and doctors.

Now, a few words about the strug-
gle of our African brethren against
imperialism, racialism and colonialism,
to which a reference was made by
Mr. Stephen. So far, we have on
every conceivable occasion, always
spoken in support of their struggle in
Africa. We have supported them
morally as well as materiallv and I
will go so far as to say that it is
really a shame that. in the stage of
human understanding and human
advancement, when man has achieved
the feat of reaching the moon, there
should be some countries which are
still living as in the 16th and 17th
centuries and following the obnoxious
and outdated policies of that age also,
policies of brutal suppression and
racial discrimination and to keep
people in perpetual bondage against
their wishes. We have always con-
demned such policies and we will
continue to condemn them, we con-
demn the regimes which follow such
policies.

It is our resolve that we should
stanq fast by our African brethren
and give them all possible help, mate-
rial support, in their own fight
against injusticE, tyranny and brutal
suppression of human rights.

A word about the African Organi-
sation of Unity, the OAU. We are
very happy to note that the OAU,
despite the challenges it .is faced
with, has been able to maintain its
integrity and unity and it is playing
a very useful and effective role of
harmonising and reconciling the diffe-
rent viewpoints and aspirations of a
large number of people in the con-
tinent of Africa.



355 D.G. Min. of

[Shri Surendra Pal Singh)

" In ‘the political field, our relations
with the countries of Africa are also
very close.. There have been a number
or exchanges of visits of dignitaries
both from India to Africa and from
Africa to India. Our President last
year paid a visit to Ethiopia, Tanzania
and Zambia, and our Foreign Minister
went to the west African couniries.
From the African side, President
Mobutu paid a visit to our country
as well as the first Vice-President of
Tanzania who came here a short while
ago. AF a result of these exchanges,
a number ol mutually advantageous
agreements and understanding have
been reached to give a new dimen-
sion to our traditional ties with the
countries of Africa.

Now, something happened last year
tbout which we are all very sorry,
and that is, the development In
Uganda. The House is fully aware
of the unhappy and unfortunate de-
velopment which took place last year
in Uganda. We are also sorry about
the shocking events. As hon. Mem-
bers know, thousands of people were
made to leave that country under
eonditions of humiliation, under ten-
sion, and for no fault of their own.
We took up their cause with the
local government, but unfortunately
we were unsuccessful in our efforts
to make things easy for them, but we
made all possible arrangements to
evacuate our own nationals from
Uganda, to provide them with all the
facilittes and concessions and to give
them all possible assistance in settl-
ing down in this ecountry. The
questlon of the assets left behind in
that country is still not being resolv-
ed. We have informed the House on
earlier occasions that we have taken
up this matter, on a number of occa-
gions. So far we have not succeed-
ed, and we have always been told
that it was not their intention to
confiscate property without compen-
sation. They have not yet been able
to evolve any formula or to carry out
the evaluation of this property. They
did not refuse to pay compensation
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but at the same time they have not
been able to spell out any concrete
policy in this regard. As late as a
few days back, our High Commis-
sioner mef their head of State Pre-
sident Amin, and raised this question
with him. President Amiin gave &
sympathetic hearing and he promised
that he would look into this matter
and expedite the question of evalua-
tion and payment of compensation,

The General question of the weople
of Indian origin in Africa had been
agitating the minds of the hon. Mem-
bers in this House for quite some
time past. In this connection I should
like to say that practically all the
independent African countries have
now restorteq to a policy of africani-
sation or nationalisation of theijr
Commerce Industry and means of
production.  This is a policy with
which we cannot have any quarrel
because we ourselves have gone
through that phase and we have tried
to take over control of our economy
and means of production. When Afri-
can countries adopt this policy, it is
true, that non-nationals in those coun-
tries do suffer. But it is inevitable,
Our only effort is to see that when
they carry out this policy it should
be done in a manner which .would
not hurt the interests of these people
unduly and they should be given
time to wind up their business pro-
perly and leave the country in an
orderly phased manner. We have
been trying our best to bring about
this kind of understanding between
the countries concerned and the
people of Indian origin there. We
are happy to note that a large number
of African leaders have made public
statements that the policy of Atfri-
canisation would be implemented
gradually and in an orderly manner.
The hon. Members know that recent-
ly there were some developments in
Zambia which caused a great deal of
hardship to that friendly country.
Their life line. their main outlet to
the outside world passes through
Rhodesia, and it was closed by the
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Ian Smith regime, as a result of which
the people of that country suffered
a great deal economically and other-
wise. This matter was taken up by
the Security Council and a resolution
was passed to give all possible help
to Zambia to develop one or two
alternative routs. We fully suppori-
ed that resolution Zambia ig now
in the front line of the battle, fight-
ing for the cause of human dignity
and equality. Not only India but all
countries of the world should give
their moral and material support to
Zambia in this fight.

It will not be out of place here if
I say something about the vast ex-
panse of water which lies between
the continent of Africa and the
continent of Asia, that is the Indian
ocean, to which some reference was
made by hon. Members. A great
deal of anxiety had been shown by a
large number of countries particular-
ly littoral countries in this area. Our
policy has been enunicated on a num-
ber of occasions. We are for keeping
this area as an area of peace and free
from big power rivalries.... (Inter-
ruptions). There is no justification
for the presence of big powers in this
area. We feel that left to themselves
the countries of the region will be
able to find a modus vivendi for the
problem. This matter was taken up
in the Lusaka conference of non-
aligned countries and a resolution
wag passed in 1970 which was follow-
ed up by the General Assembly re-
solutions of 1971 which declare the
Indian ocean has an area of peace.

Now, Sir, we agree that each nation
has got a right to move in in inter-
national water. But there is a dis-
tinction between moving in and in
their declaring it as a swimming pool.
These waters should be free for mer-
cantile  navigation. But their per-
manent presence in it is not called
for. We can only appeal to the big
powers. that they can certainly use
these waters for their bonafide needs
or their legitimate needs.
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SHRI PILOO MODY: But what
about Soviet Russia?

SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH:
We have not given them any facility.
Whatever facility is available to
others, we have given the same to
the Soviet Union. There is no other
facility given to anyone. I agree
that these are considered to be diffi-
cult questions. And they cannot be
satisfactorily solved unless there is a
serious dialogue and  discussion
among the big powers. Whatever you
may like to have, in this connection,
unless the big powers are seized of
the matter and they discuss it, it is
not possible to achieve anything. We
are in touch with likeminded coun-
tries and we are taking all possible
steps to bring about a favourable
situation and to mobilize world
opinion in this field. The bigger
powers would also have to listen to
the viewpoints of smaller countries
also.

Now. the hon. Member, Shri
Mishraji mentioned about the Com-
monwealth question. This has been
raised on a number of occasions
before. It is true that ever since UK.
chose to join the E.C.M. our commer-
cial interests have suffered a great
deal. Despite all that I may say and
this is our considered view that great
advantages can even now be achieved
by our association with the Common-
wealth of Nations. I can assure the
hon. Members that if we find that this
organisation is useless, then we will
have to think of leaving this organisa-
tion. Till such time, there is no
reason for us to leave this organisa-
tion. We feel that at present there is
need for a great deal of cooperation
between us and the other countries.
You know, we exchange our ideas in
the matter of education, in technical’
and so many other flelds. -And we
feel that it is a useful organisation
and it is not the time for us to leave
this organisation. But, as soon as we
feel that it is time for us to leave, we
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shall leave that. So long as it serves
our national purpose we should not
leave it,

In the end, I would like to say a
few words about the people of Indian
origin in Fiji. I wish to say something
about this because this question was
raised in the House on a day on which
it could not be taken up and no reply
could be given on behalf of Govern-
ment. So, with your permission, I
would say a few words about Fiji also.
Some apprehension was shown by a
large number of Members of this
House and also by the people outside
the country that things are not well
in Fiji and that something has to be
done. They said that something kas
happened against the interests of those
Indians who are living in Fiji. Those
apprehensions were based on a re-
mark which was made by the organis-
ing secretary of the National Federa-
tion Party of Fiii. It is reported that
the Indians in Fiji have been receiving
veiled threats from the Indigenous
Fijians that they would get the same
treatment at their hands as the Indians
got at the hands of Ugandans. We
took up this matter with our High
Commission. We asked him to find
out if there was any change in the
policy of the Fiji Government towards
the Indian community. ,But, we have
been informed by our High Commis-
sion that there is no basis at all for
any such apprehension in this regard.
There is no change in the policy of
the Government towards the Indians.
All Fijian leaders, particularly, the
Prime Minister, are dedicated to the
task of achieving complete racial
harmony and integration. All Fijians,
irrespective of race, colour and reli-
gion have equal rights under their
Constitution. So, it would be quite
irrational and illogical to compare the
Uganda development with the situa-
tion in Fiji. There is an obvious
difference. In Uganda, the people of
Indian origin or a majority of them
were foreign nationals, who had not
acquired the Ugandan nationality
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whereas the Indiap in Fiji have ac-
quired the Fijian nationality and so
they have got equal rights. There is
no tension there and everything is
going on very well

In this connection I may say that
the Fijian Prime Minister and other
leaders openly deplored these hap-
penings in Uganda, and offered to
take some of the expellees from
Uganda, into Fijii They would
never have made such an offer if
they harboured any anti-India feel-
ings. )

17.29 hrs.

[SHRI S. A. KADER—in the Chair]

Whatever apprehension has been
there in this regard it i8 not based
on facts. We have never received any
complaints.

With these few words, I would like
to end my intervention.

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra):
Sir. after having subjected myself to
the torture of having to listen to this
debate for so long, not only the
minister’s intervention but also the
otherg who spoke before him, except
for a few leading lights from whom a
few accidental words did come out,
I am really at a loss to participate
in thig debate at all. There wag a
time when the debate on the De-
mands of the External Affairs Minis-~
try used to coke a certain amount of
interest and enthusiasm not only in
the House but in the country as a
whole. I find that that position no
longer exist today. Nobody cares a
hoot as to what thAiz ministry is do-
ing. Nobody either abroad or in this
country cares as to what our foreign
relations are. It has become a com-
pletely lack lustre affair. Let us
evaluate it by the two acid tests that
are well known: Who are your fri-
ends today? Nobody knows who
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will help you today? Nobody knows.
We live from moment to moment,
from crisis to crisis, from event to
event and in the sum total, we sup-
port the Minister for External Affairs,
the Minister of State and also a very
large department and many legations
abroad, all of whom, I am sure, are
having a very good time, which I
think they deserve by virtue of the
fact that they belong to this ministry.

What is the acid test? Can we say
that India has a great many friends
abroad? Ultimately we will be judg-
ed only by our performance at home.
And, our performance at home is
wretched. We have demonstrated to
the whole world our total incapacity
to be able to handle our own affairs.
This is the exact impression they
carry abroad in every single country
of the world. I cannot think of a
single country including the Soviet
Union where they do not have con-
tempt for us and our Government.
1 wish, Sir, you understood a little
bit of Russian. I certainly wish that
Comrade Swaran Singh also knows a
little bit of Russian. If he did, he
would findg that when these people
talk amongst themselves in what con-
temptuous terms they talk about us.

SHRI G. VISWANATHAN: How do
you know?

SHRI PILOO MODY: He does not
realise that my CIA friends tell me
that, not to speak of the KGB friends
I have. The fact of the matter is, we
have become contemptible because we
cannot manage our own affairs. I know
Mr. Vajpayee is terribly hurt when
I say it because he wants to feel no-
thing but the best for our country,
which I also want, but I want it in
substance, not in feeling. This is our
only difference of opinion. He thinks
by merely asserting that a thing
should be so, it happens that way.
But jt is not so. It is only after we
have learnt to behave responsibly
that it will be so.
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For instance, the Minister of State
said that we have made g strong pro-
test to President Amin about - valu-
ation and compensation of property
to these people. This coming from
a Government that does not believe
in property, a Government which does
not believe in valuation and in pay-
ing compensation? It [ were President
Amin, | would have said, “If you
have article 31C in your country, I
have many more such articles in my
own.” Tnis is the reply I would have
given to this Government. Yet, the
minister says it with a straight face.
This is what surprises me. And, he
expects that others will also believe
it! This is the credibility gap bet-
ween what they think of themselves
and what others think of them. If
you travel anywhere abroad or even
tulk to the foreigners who come to
our country, you find the same re-
frain: “India is a nice place. There
is Taj Mahal”. ...

AN HON. MEMBER: Moti Mahal
also.

SHRI PILOO MODY: The entire
country is being supported by the Taj
Mahal on the one hand and Moti
Maha] on the other. This is the sum
and substance of what we can pro-
vide,

I think it is a terrible thing because
We are a very rich country, we are a
very great country, we have all the
assets and perquisites, all the know-
ledge, talent, expertise, everything
that you want to have in this country
except the capacity to put it together,
except the capacity to govern our-
selves intelligently. This is the only
thing that is lacking. Then, what is

the point of talking of foreign policy?

We have signed the Indo-Soviet
Treaty. Every member of this House
has got up to chant like a parrot what
a great deal of good this treaty has
done to us. I have no doubt that in
our relationship with the Soviet
Union we have been fortunate enough
to be placed in a position by circum-
stances where we can demand certain
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things from. the Soviet Union and get
them, This is a matter of circum-
.stance, not a matter of signature. As
a matter of fact, after Mr. Kissinger’s
visit to Peking, I told the Prime
Minister jn the presence of many of
my comrades over here “I hope you
realige that as a result of this visit,
what options have opened up for this
country”. I said that we are now in
.a position to demand anything we
‘vant from the Soviet Union. Because.
all these years we have suffered from
an unequal relationship and this visit
of Kissinger to Peking has given us
.an oppoartunity to rectify that im-
balance. We are rnw in o position
even to turn round to the Soviet
-Union and tell them “you take care
of China when we are involved in
Bangladesh”. But they did not do
that, because there was no apprecia-
tion of the fact that Kissinger went
to Peking to scare the Russians, not
to scare the Indians and it was the
Soviet Union that was isolated as a
result of Kissinger’s visit. Therefore,
it was the Soviet Union which started
wanting ug more than we had wanted
them. Instead of this realisation, we
panicked and we sent Shri D. P, Dhar
to Mosgow. He came back with the
treaty, not only the treaty but with
a Hindi translation of the treaty that
was done by the Russians in Moscow
and not the Indians in Delhij, and it
was hastily signed by a Minister ap-
pointed Plenipotentiary who—well, 1
let that pass. This is the real situ-
ation. Now we have parrot after
parfot getting up and saying what a
great thing. ...

PR ]

. AN -:HON. MEMBER: Member after
Member.

SHRI PILOO MODY: I am sorry,
1. appreciate the ‘correction. Now

Member after Member get up and say
what s great thing we did.

* Huy anybpdy In this House apalys-
ed what the Soviet Union gained as
d rtesult “of the Indo-Soviet Treaty.
Hbs anybody analysed it or said a
word about it?  When they talk about
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other countries you find member
after member getting up and saying
“yes, we may have received this
benefit, but such and such country
has benefited more than us as a re-
sult of this”"—except when it comes
to the Soviet Union. This is the dark
area about which nobody may speak.
What is it that the Soviets have got
out of this Indo-Soviet Treaty? For
one thing it has exclusively stopped
al] other countries from flirting with
us. There was a very pertinent letter
that our friend Col. Gaddaffi of Libya
wrote to the Prime Minister, a very
uncouth, a very rude letter but in
substance what he had written is your
answer to the Indo-Soviet Treaty. 1
recommend to the hon. Minister that
he goes and re-reads it. He will
find the restrictive parameters of the
Indo-Soviet Treaty. It makes it diffi-
cult for other members of the inter-
national community to get in contact
with us.

Take the Chinese. Everybody
wants to be friéndly with the Chinese
all on a sudden. Why? Because each
wants to be a little Kissinger in him-
self. So here you have little Kissin-
gers, all advocating “let us get to-
gether with China”. Everyone wants
to get together with China, like
Kissinger. But they do not realise
what China thinks of us. The Chinese
will have nothing to do with us what
time the Indo-Soviet Treaty is still
in existence. At the same time, do
you .realise what the Indo-Soviet
Treaty does to the Soviet Union? It
helps the Soviet Union in its doctrine
of the containment of China.

Today, it is the avowed policy of
Soviet Union to contain’ China. It is
its principle erlemy and the Indo-
Soviét Treaty helps in turthering that
policy. "That 1s why the Chinese will
not talk ‘to you till there is the Indo-
Soviet Treaty in existenice. This is
the reality. Who will explain this
reality to people believe omly in fie-
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- Some. people say, we are interested
in America. Let me explain about
America, As far as India is concern-
ed, India’s relationship with America
is worse than the Soviet Union’s re-
lationship with America. Are these
gentlemen aware of it? Today, the
Soviet Union enjoys a better relation-
ship with United States than India
who has spoilt its relationship be-
cause of the Soviet Union,

So much has been said about Paki-
stan. We can only operate in areas
in which circumstances present them-
selves. With the liberation of Bangia-
desh, for which the Inidan Army has
to be congratulated for their victories
in Bangladesh nobody ever thinks
that the Indian Army liberated
Bangladesh; they only think that the
Indian Nationa] Congress did it—a
certain situation has emerged in our
sub-continent on which we should
capitalise. You talk about dividends.
But you must know how to capitalise
before you expect any dividends.
How do we capitalise? The Simla
Summit was a step in the right
direction. But what happened there-
after? My hon. friend, Shri Ata)
Bihari Vajpayee, has his own side of
the story. Somebody over here may
have a -different side of the story.
But the fact of the matter is that
we are one of the parties involved
and one of the parties that could not
live up to or fructify an agreement
that we have made, an agreemen!
that was patently unrealisable be-
cause, on the one hand, we agreed
to discuss everything bilaterally, and,
on the other hand, we had a trilatera!
obligation which we had to fulfil
This is a sort of squaring of the hole
which only our External Affairs Mini-
sry can do.

. I must say, for the first time in my
life, I compliment. Sardar Swarn
Singh for having done-a reasonably
good -joh of presenting .a package
deal which my.hon friend, Shri Atal
Bihari Vajpayee, does. not like. The
package deal has several advantages.
It has been sugar-coated -sufficiently
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in a manner in which it might be ac-
ceptable to Mr. Bhutto. It is some-
thing that hes been arrived at in con.:
sultation with Mr. Mujib. Therefore,
L welcome this initiative that has been
taken. But, I hope| ‘as soon-ag the
threoputnesmehdolngﬂﬂsml
they will - wasta’ no thme in mutual
recriminations and ]n:t it through ‘

I am glad that considering the reso.:
lution that we passed at. Madras, the
Externa] Affairs Ministry has acted
with g great deal of alacrity and sup-
plied the package deal soon there-
after.

We have always maintained that
relations of India should not only be
comented around the Indian sub-
continent, that is, South-East Asia, but
should expand to our neighbours.
Take,  for instance, Nepal. 1t is a
patent example of Indian inaptitude.
Here, we have a country with whom
we have enjoyed our relationship
which is more than brotherly. But
by our moral self-righteousness or
smug behaviour over a period of time
we have so disillusioned the Nepalese
againgt us that there came a point
when it was even a matter of break-
ing relations with them. ’

I would suggest to the External
Affairs Minister to go and visit Nepal.
Nepal finally turned and asked the
Chinese to help them. The Chinese
built roads for Nepal. The Indians buflt
roads for Nepal and sooner or later
Indian roads and the Chinese roads
have to meet and that will be a meet-
ing of real tragédy, shoddily Suflt
roads on this side and  beaufifully
buflt roads on the other side! It s
4 permanent reminder to the Nepalese
that next time you want anything to
beé dorie, ask the Chinese and n0t the
Pndlam

They have asked fer édertain trlde
concessions. - After all. Nepal 'is a
land-lacked ' ‘country,: ‘@ backkward
country, -tucked away ' in the -mouns
tains. We ghould trest them as such:
as- friends with gemerosity. They:wint
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certain trading concessions. They
want to be able to import a few
things and then quietly sell them in
India. What is wrong with it? When
you have acknowledged that gome-
thing like Rs. 500 @ores worth of
smuggling is tekimg' place at our in-
ternational frontiers, what is wrong
with a few rupees dribbling in through
Nepal? And, in any case they have
not succeeded in stopping it. Why is
this attitude then? Accept it as part
of your trade deal. It will make the
Nepalese very happy and you would
have stopped this confrontation which
has been going on for the last 3 or 4
years. Now, Sardar Swaran Singh
thinksg that our Prime Minister will
go to Nepa] and everything will be
washed away, but, not in the manner
in which he thinks.

Therefore, 1 talked at some length
about Nepal, because it was a very
typical case. Whether it is the case
of Ceylon or Burma or the countries
in West Asia—take Iran for instance.
Here is another example, Iran has
been Pakistan's closed friend all
these years. We had an admirable
opportunity of short-circuiting that
relationship if only the Government
of India had acceded to the Mithapur
project. The Shah of Iran was so in-
terested in the Mithapur project
because it dove-tailed his Shahpur
praoject into the Mithapur project
in a manner where the whole
package was such a neat and was
beneficial to Iran and also to India
that it would have been something
that could have permanently cement-
ed relations between Iran and India,
by passing Pakistan whose relation-
ship with Iran is of such great conse-
quence and threat to us. But they
did nothing. We shied away from
the Mithapur project. Then the Shah
said, ‘You can go to hell. Whether
you make it or not, I will continue
with my project.’

This is the manner in which our
country operates, At that moment,
the External Aaiffrs Ministry should
have come down like a tonne of
Bricks on the head of whichever
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Ministry it was, including the Prime
Minister's, for stopping this project,
because it was required in the vital
interests of the country. But who is
bothered about the vital interests of
the country? We are only bothered
in India, either about the vital inter-
ests of our own pocket or the vital
interests of the Soviet Union. 1 find
very little evidence of anybody who
is thinking on a national scale, on u
scale on matters which will benefit
this country. In fact, the whole basis
of foreign policy, that is, enlightened
national self-interest no longer exists
and that is why I started off by say-
ing that this debate is rather irrel
vant. N

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Bhatia—not
here.

Shri B. N. Shastri.

SHRI BISWANARAYAN SHASTRI
(Lakhimpur): I rise to support the
Demands of the Ministry of External
Affairs.

The time at my disposal is very
short. Therefore, I shall confine my-
self only to the neighbouring coun-
tries. Our immediate neighbours are
Sri Lanka, Burma, Nepal, Pakisgtan
and China. Except Pakistan and
China, our relations with the neigh-
bouring countries have been good and
cordial.

1 have heard the speech of the pre-
vious speaker, Mr. Piloo Mody, He
has criticised our foreign policy and
he has said this debate is irrelevant.
But I would like to say that our
foreign policy is based on our own
national interest, not in the interest of
any other country. Along with our
national interest, we have to consider
about peace in this sub-continent
and the freedom of movement
of all nations in the Indian
Ocean and mutual cooperation on
economic matters. Non-alignment {is
a policy which hag a posture in rel-
lation to the two big powers. It has
nothing to do with neutrality; it is
not a synonym of passivity; non-
alignment is a policy of selfconfidence
and independence formulated by
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Pandit Nehru and subsequently fol-
lowed. It is this policy which guided
us to conclude the Indo Soviet Treaty.
It is not in the interest of the Soviet
Union that Indo Soviet Treaty has
been concluded. It is in the mutual
interest. It is equally beneficial to
the Soviet Union and to our country.
Therefore the criticism made against
Indo Soviet Treaty is wholly irrele-
vant totally unfounded.

It is known
person in this

to every intelligent

country that Russia
had been and is with us through
thick and thin. From Goa to Bangla
Desh issue, it is the Government of
USSR which stood by India and which
supported the views of India and
therefore it i8 not for the sake of
Soviet Union that our relation with
USA is not cordial. In respect of
whatever India is going to support,
USA stands in the way and that is
something which is creating distur-
bances and difficultes in our relations
with our neighbouring countries, For
example, when India supported the
cause of the suffering humanity in the
erstwhile East Pakistan, USSR sup-
ported that cause but USA sent their
Seventh Fleet to the Indian Ocean.
This indicates the attitude of the
USSR to India and the USA to India.
Therefore it is clear as to who is our
friend and who is not. We are friend-
ly and trying to be with all countries;
our poliny has been emphatically de-
clared and emphasised by the Prime
Minister on various occasions, Our
Prime Minister has made it clear in
the past. She asserted;

“Our doors are open dialogue
with any country in the world on
the basis of mutual respect for the

sovereignty and territorial integ-
rity of each other.”
Mutual respect for sovereignty and

territorial integrity is the basis of our
policy. Our relation with China is
not good. Why? Chinese foreign po-
licy is the reflection of its own do-
mestic policy. Similarly, our foreign
policy reflects our own domestic po-
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licy. China believes in changes, chan-
ges by violence and violent methods
and she is committed to perpetual re-
volution and she wants to export
those violent methods to the neigh-
bouring countrias; those viokent me-
thods have been imported into this
country which hag been creating dis-
turbances here, It is known to all
while there wes erstwhile East Pakis-
tan that region was made a fleld of
guirella activities by the Chinese.

So far as Pakistan is concerned
since its inception there is anti-India
feeling and tirade against India. The
rulers there want to live upto the
imagination of the people on the anti-
India campaign. When Pakistan at-
tacked India in 1965 after that attack
there was Tashkent Treaty. It was
concluded at the initiative of Soviet
Russia. It was expected by all that
after that Treaty Pakistan would re-
alise the reality and had learnt a les-
son that she would learn the golly of
armed hostility with India. But that
expectation has been belied. Pakis-
tan attacked India in 1871 and after
serious of hostility there is Simla pact.
Somebody criticised it that Simla
pact is a surrender. But I  would
like to say it is an improvement of the
Tashkent pact because Tashkent poct
was concluded at the initiative of a
third power but this Simla pact was
a bilateral agreement. Therefore, it
is a definite improvement and it is
not a surrender. Again this package
deal was considered as a surrender
and it was criticised that we surren-
dered our land. It was in consistency
with our policy that India has ngo ter-
ritorial ambition of any country far
less of Pakistan. Therefore, our Go-
vernment did not demand any portion
or did not want to retain any portion
occupied during the period of hosti-
lity.

The joint offer made by India with
Bangla Desh to Pakistan is also cri-
ticised as a surrender. May, I ask
had it been a surrender to Pakistan
why Pakistan took so much of time
to accept it or reject it. Has it been
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a surrender they would have been ple-
ased or glad to accept it but why they
are hesitant? It simply proves it is
not a surrender but it is a rather sig-
nificant offer by the Government of
India and the Bangla Desh. Recent-
ly there is some happening, some re-
volt, in our neighbouring country
whose external defence is vested with
India, that is, the Himalayan State
of Sikkim. There the people revolit-
ed against the ruler and the ruler and
the people alike sought the help of
the Government of India for restora-
tion of law and order there. Sir, it
has been criticised and it has been
also pointed out that India has in-
terfered with the internal policy, in-
ternal problem, of that small state.
It is not interference. It ig in the
interests of that country; it is in the
interests of the neighbouring countries
that India had to take that position
and restored law and order there.
It is significant that steps taken by
India are to the satisfaction, of course,
to the ruler and the people alike.

Since my time is up I would like
to conclude by saying a few words,
that js, regarding performance of our
diplomatic missions abroad. I from
my own experience and from other
reports can say that the performance
of some of our diplomatic missions
abroad ig not as satisfactory as it
should be. It is rather regrettable
that some of the personnel of diplo-
matic missions lack knowledge of
Indian culture and heritage. They do
not know what India is and who they
represent. I would like ‘to suggest
that instead of behaving like mini-
mughals of bygone days they should
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represent India as the Indian ciritizen
of modern age, the concept of the Go-
vernment and hope and aspiration of
the people.

18 hrs.

I hope the hon. Minister will take
note of this position and instruct the
personne] in the diplomatic mission
in a befitting manner so that they
can project the image of India pro-
perly. They should understand what
the policy the Government of India
are following and what the relation

of the Government of India is with
the countrieg abroad.
The hon. Minister Shri Surendra

Pal Singh may term it as a subjective
analysis, as I heard him saying on a
previous occasion, but I would like to
assert that there is nothing in the
world purely and solely as objective
analysis Every analysis is bound to
be subjective to some extent. There-
fore, thig criticism should not be ig-
nored simply as subjective.

With these words,
Demand.

SHRI HARI KISHORE SINGH (Pu-
pri): I rise to support the Demands
of the Ministry....

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hon, Mem-
ber may continue hig speech to-
morrow. NOw, we are to take up the
half-an-hour discussion. But Shri
Laxminarain Pandeya is not here. So,
the House will now adjourn and meet
again tomorrow at 11 am,

18.01 hrs.
The Lok Sabha then adjourned till

Eleven of the Clock on Tuesday, April,
24, 1973/ Vaisakha 4, 1895 (Saka).

I support the



