
3S7 RequiritiOfting aRd ASADHA 31, 
Acqui.riUonineJ of Im-

mooable Property 
(Amdt.) Bill 

emment to pay you only Rs. 2. You 
::m go in appeal and, no doubt, you 
will succeed. It is not mere hearsay. 
I myself had a plot of land in Delhi. 
When that land was acquired and 
compensation was paid it was so 
ridiculously low that I myseif went 
to court. I asked the man concerned 
why the price fixed by him was ,iO 

Jow when the market price was not 
Jess than Rs. 30 or Rs. 32 per square 
yard in that particular locality. His 
reply was that he knew it' but his 
instructions were that he should pay 
only that low compensation ana that 
I could go in appeal. When I went 
in appeal I got Rs. 8 per square 
yard and nOw I am goin" to the 
High ourt. All this means persecu-
tion. HOw long can a private mdi-
vidual fight against the Government. 
The Government fights with the 
money of the tax-payer whereas an 
individual fights with his own re-
sources. That is an unequal fight. 
It· is not correct, not right, not 
equitable, that Government should 
U>le these powers to harass people 
and pass orders which are contrary 
to the provisions of the law. 

So I want an assurance from 3ov-
emment that in the matter of pay-
ment of compensation they will fol-
low the exact letter of the law, 
namely, that compensation will be 
paid on the basis of the market 
value prevailing on the date Of issue 
of notification, plus 15 per cent sola-
tiuin. 

15 hrs. 

As I said, this. particular Pl"O,/lslon 
was made during the emerlency in 
the wake of the Chinese aggres~ion. 
What, is the justification today for 
continuing such a legislation? On the 
el18 hand, yOU say that the ~me .. -
gency has ended; on the one hand 
you say that the powers taken under 
the. Defence of India Rules are no 
JOD«er, yalid; and in the same breath 
YOU bring .forward the same law, 
i."e, an Ordinance and come to this 
~ for' pe,ll81ng it into law. If 
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I 
this particular provision was made 
because of the emergency, the (lmer·. 
gency liaving ceased, there should 
really be no need for acquisition. 

Thirdly, Government have more 
resources than any private individual. 
If your officers are in need of accom-
modation , ... 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Th~ hon. 
Member may resume his ileat a'ld 
continue his speech after ,he arl-
journment motion is over. 

SHR C C. DESAI: But til<' ~
joumment motion will go On till 6 
O'clock. So, it will be only tomor-
row. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: After 
the adjournment motion is disposed 
of, he will have to resume his speech, 
if he so desires. 

15,01 hrs. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT 
-eontd. 

SUPPLY OF ARMS BY U.S.S.R. TO 
PAKISTAN-contd. 

SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra): Sir. 
move: 

''That the House do now ad-
journ". 

There comes '!I time in the historr 'Of 
nations when the hard realities of life 
will overwhelm the puppy love, of 
adolescence. This change of life 
seems to have come over our Govern-
ment and it is about to acquire some 
wisdom teeth-perhaps. For 
years 'Our rulers have been Buft'eri:lg 
under the grand delusion that Indb'. 
Importance was a histone fact and that 
we can strut the world, giving advice, 
preachin" morality and talking peace. 
Unfortunately, that smugness r.ai 
wiped oft our face when the Chlne5l! 
ID 1982 attacked ua and are still squat7 
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rShri Piloo Mody] 
ting on thousands of miles of our ter-
ritory .;ot-ally unaware Of our histori-
cal importance. 

This buried the first major plank 
of our foreign policy when Hindi-
Chini bhai bhai became Hindi-Chini 
hai hai. In those day I remember 
Jawaharlal Nehru reciting from 
Glimpses of World History '3'nd talk-
ing about our historic ties and the 
ancient trade and the permanent ilnd 
traditional friendship that bound our 
two countries together. In 1962 all 
thi>' f'vaporatcd into thin air--, grim 
reminder of the fact that in the affairs 
of a nation there arc no permanent 
friends and n"<) permanent enemies but 
only permanent interests. 

The Soviets -are nOW gOing to ;lUpply 
arms to Pakistan. Nobody seem~ to 
know what arms they are going to get. 
Some say "wait and see"; others think 
that they are only "defensive wea-
pons", but no one seems.to know why. 
Why are the Soviets doing this? Why 
lire they giving -arms to Pakistan? 

There is no doubt, even though our 
Foreign Office may not yet have rea-
lised it, that the Soviets are makinF'. 
their next bIg thrust and propaganda 
offensive in the Persian Gulf. They 
ha ve alreoady started flirting with Iran 
and their trade missions have 'eached 
as far as Bahrein. Naturally in this 
move Pakistan excites their fsncy. 
Of course, there is the more formal 
lind official excuse that the USSR is 
try'ing to wean Pakistan away from 
the Chinese spheres of influence. Why 
are they selling defensive arms to 
Pakistan? If by selling defensive 
arms they can wean Pakistan 
.nd achleve that laudable objective, It 
would be a very good thing; hut whe-
tlIer they will jucceed or not is a mat-
ter 'Of pure conjecture. 

Whatever their reasons are--we are 
riot partiCularly concerned with thelr 
re*8o~the fact of the matter' ia:I, 
the Soviet Union notaW8re of the bet 
t~t~i~,Pak;i*-ln theSe aima ~ 10 -
ing to create trouble for our eoUIltry'!' 

HaVe they no fear Of offending us? 
Have they no fear of losing our 
friendship? Do they toake Us so much 
for granted; or, do they lmow that 
because of our own folly we have 
committed this country to the ':;ov'iet 
Union and have enslaved our economy 
in a manner in which the Soviets can 
turn round and say, "We are going to 
do this and if you do not like it, go 
'and jump in the lake"? 

According to Premier KosYl!in, all 
this supply of arms is being done fcr 
the promotion Of peace in the sub-
continent. The Government's most 
favoured paper, the Patriot, has accus-
ed pro-American parties and like-
minded members 'Of the Congress Par-
liamentary Party of trying to create 
anti-Soviet propaganda, with which 
Premier Kosygin of course concurs and 
accuses these elements of sabotaging 
Indo-USSR friendship; but the irmo-
cent act of giv'ing arms to Pakistan -and 
increasing the tension in this sub-
continent is nowhere responsible for 
what is happening! 

New Age, Moscow's mouthpiece in 
India has gone one step further and 
says that the Soviet supply of al1Ill! 
to Pakistan is a blow to the global 
strategy 01 the American imperialists 
and, therefore, in India's national inte-
rest 1 do not know how we are ell:-
pected to believe this sort of dri vel. 

SHRI VASUDEVAN NAIR (Peer-
made): You will not understani it. 

SHRI PlLOO MODY: Premier 
Kosygin has gone on to say that the 
giving of arms has been decided tnmI 
the pOirit of view of fJ'iendBhilp bet-
ween India and the Soviet UniOll: 
Any force that tries to put a wedge 
irito this will be destroyed, he 5815; 
He goes on fUrther to say tha~ thl? 
giving of arms is going to make our 
friendship gow frOm strentth to 
strength. After all, why should tt 
not! Our very own Prime Jruiiiter 
has asSured him that wbat they ... 
Y'ith giving Soviet armsia none ot D~ 
busiri'hi. tbCSullli, she I.nest very biiM7 
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about it. Our foreign policy, she 
maintains, will undergo mI change. 
With such a categorical assurance the 
So1l'let.·Union C'ID do what it likes. Our 
fdendship will have to improve with 
tM sOviet Union and grow from 
strength to strength beea use as Pakis-
tan ¢s stronger we will become more 
and more dePendent on the Soviet 
Union. I maintain that this is Il'Ot 
friendship, this ls blackmaiH 

It is nOW a IIr.ltter of historic fact 
tbat we have sold our economy to .he 
Soviet Union and that we are gettlng 
deeper and deeper into their clutches 
for the last few years. We have been 
appeasing them in every conceivable 
way, pandering to them and ultimate-
ly surrendering to them. In trade, in 
commerce, 1n industry, in our foreIgn 
policy, even in our defence, all along, 
they have been playing us for suckers. 
Take the rUpee payments of which 
the balance is highly in our favour. 
Because it is so, the Soviets ue forc-
Ing us to buy their arms, obsolete 
arms. Let us not forget that the 
Soviet Union operates a ~ommand 
economy, a totalitarian economy, and 
for fear of the cold war they h'D.ve 
converted their economy from oroduc-
tion of goods to production of arma-
ments. They have been stocked with 
these armaments for the last few years 
and are looking around to see for some 
place to unload them. They lrave 
found weaker nations like ours and 
they have been using these arsenals of 
theirs to enhance their diplomacy. 
The result is that our army, our air 
force, our navy are all equipped with 
Soviet arms. Missiles, fighters, bom-
bers, submarines--all come from the 
Soviet Un'ion. This is why we have 
become SO completely helpless, that 
is why we are afraid of otrending 
them. If so, I m'3intain that this is a 
Ilncular failure Of the foreign policy 
of this Govemment. 

SHlq NA¥SIAR (Tiruchirappalll): 
1I'e .,u1cl haTe bouebt it lU from 
America. .... 

SHRI PILOO MODY: At least the 
eq\.lipment would have worked then. 

The real tragedy of it all has bee. 
that India is the only country in the 
world, out of 20 countries to which the 
Soviets supply arms which is paying 
full Soviet prices for the Bl'DlI tbat_ 
get; all other countries are supplied 
arms at substantial di8counts, go~ LIP 
to 90 per cent. someUines, we' p~y 
original prices for obsolete equipment 
-anything that the traftic will bear. 

SHRI JYOTrRMOY BASU (Dia-
mond Harbour): No more '.>hsole!e 
than what the British sold us. 

SHRI PILOO MODY: The Soviets 
are forcip, us to buy planes for the 
lAC. They do mit eVIIQ make passen-
ger planes. They make only mllitar,. 
planes which they later convert fot' 
passenger use. They have been offer-
ing us this bullock-cart, the TU-134, 
in preference to the Boeing-737, DC-I 
and the BAC-lIl. 

SHRI JY0TIRl40Y BASU: What 
about Bhil'ai and Durgapur? 

SHRI PILOO MODY: It you wiU 
read Commerce magazine of June 
22ml, you will find tbat there is a 
complete breakdown of operaf:ng 
costs, and they have come to the con-
clusion that the break-even paint of 
the TU-IM is 101 per cent, which 
'means that in addition to all plane 
loads going filled with passengers. the 
co-pilot would also have to he a pas-
senger before that trip can ma!ce a 
protlt. When we rejected it, 1 ill': 
SOviets said 'Why do you reject this? 
You take them now and later on you 
can trade them in for the yet-to-be-
built TU-I54',-if of course. it will 
1\y. 

Rumania which has been ma~ 
hel;Culean etrorls to get out of the 
clutches of the soviet· ecODOmy had 
the couraae to reject the TU-13t ad 
replace its Beet Of IL-18 by the BAC-

111. 
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. [Shri Piloo Mody] 
In the matter of trade, Indi:1 has 

been buyin, nickel from the Sov!et 
Union at twice the price at which the 
Soviet Uni'On itself sells to the rest of 
the world. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Thanks to the 
STe. .1 

SHRI PILOO MODY: Then, I come 
to Soviet kerosene. We have been 
obliged to buy kerosene from the 
Soviet Union in spite of the fact that 
we could m-a ke it very easily in our 
own country. 

As for traditional exports like tea 
and cashewnuts, we are losing our 
foreign markets because they have 
been diverted to rUpee payment areas 
from where they are occasionally re-
exported, sometimes without even 
reaching their destination, earning 
foreign exchange for our co-partners 
'in this rupee trade area. 

Read yesterd-ay's Hindustan Times 
and read about Soviet technology at 
Rishikesh. The Indian Drugs and 
Pharmaceuticals have n'Ot been able to 
make simple consumable penicillin 
':tIter seven years and they are now 
thinking of producing animal feed 
with those expensive machines. You 
have no doubt heard of the Madras 
Surgical Instruments. I w111 say no 
more about it. 

But the most daring exploit of all 
has been the attempt by the Soviet 
Union to high-Jack the exploration 'Of 
oil in the area known as Bombay High. 
TENNACO, a company of the United 
States, had offered a deal to explore 
oil in Bombay High and to bring the 
most expensive and sophisticated 
equlpment for the purpose of dOing 
this 'lit their cost. If no oil was found, 
it would not cost the Indian Govern-
ment a single paisa. But if oil was 
found it would be exploited on the 
basis of 80 per cent to us and 20 per 
cent to them. This is the most 
tavourable oil deal that has ever been 
Q1fered by any tlil company to any 
country. 

SHRI NAl\IBlAR: Question. 

SHRI PILOO MODY: Even Shl'i 
Malaviya's brain-child, the ONGe, baa 
approved of it. As a matter of feet, 
the UAR which has no diplomatic re-
lations with the USA hoas accepted a 
similar but not so favourable Ii deal. 

Nasser, who is more socialist mar. 
'Our Prime Minister, mOre pro-Soviet, 
but in contradiction more inteligent, 
has found nothing wrong with it. 
But in India, the pets of the Soviets 
within our Government, 'We need not 
do this; we shall explore this oil to-
gether. Let us start digging around 
in knee-deep waters in the Gulf of 
Carnbay and then we will develop a 
techn'Ology'. The soviets do not haw. 
any technology for deep-sea dr'illing, 
and they said 'We will develop a tech-
nology, and sooner or later, we will 
m':lke the machines to explore Bombay 
High'. What is this? This is learn-
ing at our expense. This is what I cr.ll 
technical aid in reverse, because after 
learning from us how to do dee?-sea 
drilling, they will naturally go end 
exploit their deposits in the Caspian 
Sea. Because 'Of this tomfoolery, the 
TENNACO deal has been hanging fire 
since December last year, costing this 
eountry Rs. 5 crores worth of valuable 
foreign ex.change per month. Loss up 
to date: Rs. 40 crores. Future anti-
cipated loss: unlimited. 

SHRI NAMBIAR: Rs. 400 crores. 

SHRI PILOO MODY: Whether it is 
the MIGs or whether it is the Sokaro 
steel plant, Indian intersts, Indian 
technicians. and Indian know-how are 
playing second fiddle to soviet inte-
rests and oonvenience. 

The Public Accounts Committee has 
very successfullY disclosed what loss 
this country is suffering as a ~esult of 
rupee payments. We have had defec-
tive tyres that were given to the 
Defence MIDistry to be sent to the 
front. As for the tractors that we 
have received are concerned, they are 
cluttering up the junkYardl 01. thlll 
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country. None of them are operating 
at all, and in the supply Of spares, the 
Soviets are charging us hign prices 
and elq)loiting us with profits as high 
o:>s 200 to 300 per cent. 

" Then, I come to devaluation. When 
we devalued our currency, when we 
1ixeci the rate of exchange between the 
tupee and the rouble, it was fixed un-
dUly unreasonably high in favour of 
the rouble. 

"SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: Who 
:I.orced us to deV'3lue? 

,SHRI PILOO MODY: Now, we have 
1.he most spectacular of all ~uggestions 
that we shnuld dovetail our plan into 
the Soviet economy. After that, it 
would be imposslble for US to disagree 
with the Soviet Union on any pomt 
whatsoever, no matter how Jmall. We 
,hall not only become '3 satellite of the 
Soviet Union, but we may ultimately 
even become a republic of the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics, which, 
of course, will make both my friend's 
,itring here extremely happy. 

SHRI NAMBIAR: How can Shri 
Piloo Mody be the satellite Of any-
body? 

SHRI PlLOO MODY: A very POSl-
live sign of the selI-confidence that 
the Soviets have acquired about Indioan 
servility is the presumption with 
which they have suggested 'JIat the 
Ganges water dispute should be solv-
ed nn the basis of the Indus river 
water agreement. Unfortunately, we 
have not acquired the strength to sug-
gest to the Soviets that they should 
solve their border problems with 
China over Outer Mongolia on the 
~ame basis as the Kutch Award. 

While the economies of the Soviet 
slltellites such as Czechoslovakia, Bul-
garia, Rumania, Poland and Hungary 
are making desperate efforts to get out 
ot the stranglehold of the Soviet peo-
nomy, we are talking in terms of dove-
tailing "ours into their with the" eue 
of '8 shoe-horn. 

There has been a change in the 
Soviet pattern Of diplomacy since 1905, 
and this has not even begun to have 
any repercussions on Indn-Soviet rela-
tionships. The Persian Gulf Jperatlon, 
and the concomitant I3ttitude of the 
Soviet Union towards Pakistan, has 
gone unnoticed by both Government 
and press. Instead, some cock-and-
buli arguments are being advanced 
about how giving Grms to Pakistan is 
going 10 wean it away from China. A 
mouse is eJq)ected to move a mountain, 
the only victim being the man who 
believes it. Or, is the goviet Union 
hoplng that strengthening the Pakis-
tani arsenal is going to make Indi'3 
panic so that we are going to rush and 
buy more and more of those "obsolete 
arms of which they seem to have an 
unlimited supply? Defensive wea-
pons, they say they are going to give 
to Pakistan. Defence against whom? 
I can understand PaInstan thinking 
that we are going to oattack it. But I 
cannot understand the Soviet Union 
not knowing of OUr peaceful inten-
tions vis-a-vis Pakistan. And if they 
stil! after all this flirtation, do not 
kno:.v of our intentions, then this is 
another '3spect of the failure of our 
foreign polley. 

We hear constant reiteration about 
what friend the Soviet Union is of 
ours,chanted with the frequency of 
a mantra. But Soviet propagandll has 
not spared anyone except the Moscow 
communists with its foul, vituperous 
and false broadcasts on Radio PeacE' 
and Progress. If that is their idea of 
peace and progress, they can keep it. 
I can understand the glee with which 
this Government listens to the porno-
graphical stuff that Radio Peace and 
'Progress dishes out against my party 
and my leaders. But let" them not 
forget that their own right wine ill 
being attacked, and in fact, the Gov-
ernment of Orissa itself. Is the Gov-
ernment of Orissa something different 
and dvisLble from thl, {"ooIlvernment! 
Is this Government not able to protect 
its citizens or even itself agaiDSt tlUI 
sort Of malicious and false propa-
ganda? What sort of pusillaniDlolM 
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~rambulation is this! I would tell 
the Soviet Union to stop those damn 
broadcasts. And to Hell with the 
consequences. 

In 1954, the United States started 
at',l\ing Pakistan against the Soviet 
Uni~J1. A:l of us, quite rightly, 
we:e mortified that these arms 
_u.ld. .be used agaill8t us. In fact, we 
were· mortified at the g\\llibility, 
call it stupidity, of the United States 
to indulge in something like thllt. 
At that time, all ~f ~ including 
Jawaharlal Nehru, categorica!ly con-
demned the supply of arms as an 
unfriendly. act towards India and, 
for monthi, he went on to do that. 
Althffilgh we have been bitten once 
and ... ·e are faced with a sitnilar 
situation, what do we see? We see 
Jawaharlal Nehru's daughter come 
and whimper, and say, "We are not 
happy about it." At that time, it 
was a thorough gentleman like 
General Eisenhower who gave a 
categorical assurance that these arms 
would not he used against us. Un-
fortunately, he was not in a posi-
tion to fulfil that assurance. And 
now we are asked to take the word 
from the non-yet-purged-or-about 
tC)-be-purged K08ygin. And we are 
expected to accept it? 

Let me quote what the high priests 
of communism have said. Lenin 
said: 

"Promises are like pie-crust-
made to be .broken. It would be 
mad and criminal to tie our hands 
by entering into an agreement of 
any permanence with anybody." 

And this is what Stalin said: 

"Wards have no retation '. to 
actions. otherwise, what kind of 
diplomacy is it? Words are one 
thiD.", actions are another." 

I am not attacking the Soviet 
Gover~ent. I have nothing against 
it. I am attacking this Government 
this Council of Ministers and thei; 
forelgJ;l policy, Let the Soviet Union 
tiTe arms to Pakistan. We do not 

care. It is their right to do so. But 
let us not prove to be the zanyoll 
Soviet designs. 

It was at Soviet insistence that w,e 
met at Tashkent. It was Soviet 
leaders who presided over the Tash-
kent accord. Let It be Soviet Russia 
who will ultimately murder tl\Cl· 
Tashkent Agreement. We acclaim 
the spirit of Tashkent. We belill.V~: 
that we must make friends; with 
Pakistan. It is our only salvation. 
We share the same sub-continent. 
They were our brothers only 20 years 
ago. They will always be our neigh~ 
bours. But let us make friends with 
them in New Delhi or in Islamabad. 
We do not need any Soviet patro~ 
age. If in s!)ite of our best efforts 
Pakistan should be foolish enoujJh' 
to attack us, we will deal with th_ 
in our own way. If the Patton 
tanks were not successful against us, 
Soviet missiles and the TU 16 bom~ 
bers are not ,going to fa" any better'. 
But the fear of actmitting mistake~ 

and the self-delusion that we suffer 
from is the worst crime that a res-
ponsible Government can pel1'et-
rate on its own people. 

Why did we subject our revered 
President to the humiliation of the 
Soviet visit? It was like a B-ctass 
Hollywood romance in which the 
heroine was screaming at the top oC 
her voice about her fide'ity, virtue-
and virginity and at the same time 
she was ,!having an amorous orgy 
WIth her husband's step-brother. To 
avoid public ridicule, the husband 
should have been planning his own 
amorous adventure in Washington, 
London, Bonn or Paris. 

It is now public knowledge that 
even the Cabinoet was divided on thia 
issue. Further, the Kremlin has 
been quite thorough not only in 
planting its men in key positions of 
Government but also in flirting witlr 
many a Minister of our GQvern-
ment. 

I would like to ask the Prime 
MWater·- It few queations. Are yOU 
supcised that Soviet Union' are' 
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giving arms to Pakistan'! Were you 
not told about this when you were 
illl AIosc:ow at the time you were the 
Information and Broadcasting Minis-
ter! Did you at that time inform 
anyone or .broadcast the information 
you had? When you became the 
Prime Minister. what use did you 
make of this information? In the 
26 years that you have been the 
Prime Minister, what have you don!! 
to warn the Soviet Union that if it 
indulged itself in the luxury of giving 
military aid to Pakistan, it would 
s~rioUSly damage the growing bonds 
o! Indo-Soviet friendship? If you 
have done so and not succeeded in 
your efforts, what have you done to 
reappraise your foreign policy in the 
light of this Soviet perfidy? Are you 
committed to a policy of 'kick beloW 
and lick above'? 

By contrast look at Pakistan. They 
started on the wrong foot with mem-
bership of SEATO and CENTO. Th'~y 
did everything that is possibly wrong 
for a foreign country to do. They 
made friends with China; they made 
friends with the Soviet Union. Yet, 
to daY it is the only country that i:i 
getting arms from the Soviet Union, 
U.S. and China, including European 
countries and countries of the Muslim 
world. This is dip'omacy. And here 
we ace Spouting our non-alignment 
!lDd sanctimonious humbug. All that 
we can do is to prostrate before we 
can make any friends. Let us shed 
this humiliation, this long hIstOry of 
appeasement. Let our Prime Minis-
ter use the umbrella to protect her 
lender skin from the sun or use il 
occasionally to whack one of her col-
leagues on the Treasury Benches. But 
let her not make it the symbol of our 
foreign policy. 

Therefore, I insist that if we are 
to make frien<l- with the Soviet 
Union, let it be on conditions of 
hQllour, on the very sound principle 
lhat they need us as badly as we need 
them. And to protect this h<>nour, let 
IrIS tell them that they shall not give 
any ~ weapona to PaJdatan, 

that they shall not interfere with the 
eoonomy of our country, that au'' 
rupee trade agreements wi!l work 
only on a commercial basis, mutually' 
advantageous to both, that they shall 
not dictate our oil policy to us or how 
we should .build our steel mills or, 
for that matter, what ,p!anes we shall 
buy, that they shall not poison the 
minds of Ilur people by the foul vili-
fications of their broadcasts ovet' 
Radio Peace and Progress; and, above' 
all, that we shall not dovetail oui-
Plans into the Soviet economy. If in-
spite of this they wish to be OUI' 
friends, let us by all ·means embrace 
them; if not, let the devil take the· 
hindmost. 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Motiol'. 
moved: 

"That the House do now ad-
journ." 

Mr. Hanumanthaiya. 

SHRI HANUMANTHAIYA (Banga-
lore): I was greatly impressed with 
lhe eloquence of my hon. friend, Mr. 
Pi lao Mody. I wish I had been, and 
the House had also been. greatly im-
pressed by his intelligence. Matter. 
of foreign policy have to command 
conunon confidence in the House. We 
have to proceed about our discussion. 
specially on this .ubject on which 
everyone of us is perturbed, with 
dignity, decorum and self-confidence. 
To make use of the occasion to throw 
jibes at everybody, including the 
patriots who had served this country 
before, is hardly the way of consoli-
dating the position of India vis-a-vis 
Soviet Union or Pakistan or any other 
country. I very much wish that the 
Swatantra Party, which usually take,-; 
a very sober attitude towards prob-
'em.~, had adopted a different tenor, 
dift'erent arguments and a di1I'erent 
approach to this problem. Here i. II 

problem on which there is no differ-
ence of opinion, whether it i. bet-
ween the Communist Party and the 
Congress or whether it is between 
the Jan Sangh and the Congress or 
the Oppo8ition parti.,. ""e-r Be. There 
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[Shri Hanumanthaiyaj 
is hardly any difference of opinion. 
It is only a question of wording and 
in what shape it should be worded. 
Forgettin, that this is a common 
approach to the question, and making 
a grievance of every move that can 
'be plausibly sponsored is, to say the 
least. playing to the gallery, and not 
serving the true interests of the coun-
·try. Here is a single pointed problem 
of Soviet Union selling some arms to 
Pakistan. Our Prime Minister was 
the first to make it clear and in as 
.categorical a manner as possible for 
a Prime Minister to do, that this 
,country feels unhappy about it. What 
more can be said? This country is 
known for its sobriety, culture and 
long civilisation. Whatever' one speaks 
has to emanate out of this back-
ground. One cannot go on crying 
hoarse and using undignified word or 
argument against a sister country. 
Whatever is warranted by our his-
tory, civi'isation and culture has been 
succinetly. reasonably and concisely 
stated by the Prime Minister, 
,SHRI RANGA (Srikakulam): No. 

no. 

. SHRI HANUMANTHAIYA: The 
point of some of the Opposition par-
ties as to whether it should ,be in the 
form of a resolution or in the form 
of a statement is a distinction without 
a difference. As has been made clear 
by Government, when the USA gave 
military aid to Pakistan to the tune 
of H to 2 billion dollars, we protest-
ed. Wc never broke off diplomatic 
rf"ations. Nor did we discontinue 
economic co-operation and collabora-
tion in other fields. We digested the 
difficulty of the military aid to Pakis-
t,m, though Of that dimension. But 
we had the confidence, we had the 
restraint to see that other fields of 
co-operation were not affected. Like-
wise is the approach of Government 
in the present case. We are not 
ashamed of it. We feel dissatiSfied, 
we are not happy with what has 
happened, .·but to say that every touch 
of the Soviet Union is contaminated 
is to take an extreme view and be-
.come liable to the charge QY Mr. 

Kosygin or anyone else that there are 
certain sections of opinion in India 
who are interested merely in seeing 
that our friendship with the Soviet 
Union is put an end to, instead of 
correcting the situation that bas 
arisen in a wrong manner. We are 
interested only in rectifying a mistake 
done. Even in the best of relation-
ships, even in family relationships 
sometimes misunderstandings do arise. 
That is the way of the world. 

it may be said that with some ob-
jective, with some motive or with 
some intention, the Soviet Union has 
agreed to sell some defence equip-
ment. It must be noted that this is a 
sale as against the free gift of Ame-
rican aid of the dimension I mention-
ed. It is now understood that the 
whole of India, irrespective Of parties. 
feels unhappy, I do not suppose the 
Soviet Government and leaders who 
are very particular a,bout the friend-
ship being continued and developed 
will not take note of this dissatisfac-
tion. It is only the closed mind of 
the Swatantra Party or of Shri PlIoo 
Mody which may not take note of 
public opinion. But the Soviet leaders 
are ,bound to take note of this di.-
sa tisfaction, 

My hon. friend, Shri Piloo Mody. 
not only strayed into the foreign 
policy field, but also went into the 
en tire length and breadth of foreign 
collaboration, I am in a position to 
state after careful examination of the' 
various aspects of foreign collabora-
tion, whether it is with Russia or with 
America or with Germany or with 
UK or any other country that foreign 
collaboration has a tale of its own, 
These collaborations are not charity 
shows; they are not meant exclusive-
ly to help your own country. They 
are commercial transactions. It is a 
question of competing intelligence 
between the Indians concerned and 
the foreigners concerned. They are 
,bound to make the best of the bar-
gain in a situation. In my opinion, 
tbese foreign collabo·ations have not 
been oompletely to the adv~tage of 
Illdia;they have' ended in 'many sec-



373 Soviet Anna ASADHA 31, 11190 (SAKA) SUPPII to PukiatCln 378 
(A.M.> 

tors, in an imbalance in our foreign 
exchange position. This point requires 
a commission to study. The whole 
gamut of foreign co~laboration has to 
be gone through and seen how many 
of them have worked prOfitably to 
India, how many have not, how many 
have to be continued and how many 
~opped. Therefore, this is not a fieid 
where you can accuse only the Soviet 
Union. Much more accusations can .be 
hurled at other countries. Therefore, 
1hat argument in this connection 
would be an irrelevant argument. 

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI (Guna): 
Relevant argument. 

SHRI HANUMANTHAIYA: Every 
argument that criticises the Congress 
]:,eromes relevant to my friend 
.~charya Kripalani. Therefore, there 
is no ccnunon point of argument 'bet-
)I\leen that approach and my approach 
which i, a discriminating approach. 
Where there is something wrong I say 
,t is wrong; where there is something 
,ifht, I do say so. 

The Prime Minister this morning 
;:nde a great point. After the second 
,,(,rid war the world pattern so 
changed that the world was divided 
onto two blocks, and the cold war 
"tmosphere enveloped the whole 
~'orld as it were. I do not suppose 
my friends in the opposition will 
"ccuse India on that score. It happen-
ed it is the natural flow of history, 
:ts' 'currents ana events with which 
India had nothing to do. All that 
we could do was to maintain our 
~elf-respect and say we were not 
going to be hangers on of either this 
\)loc or that bloc. We have main-
tained consistent'y that dignified non-
aligned approach up to this minute. 
There have .been several occasions 
-When this country has not been able 
to agree with Soviet Russia. There 
have been more occasions when we 
have not been able to agree with the 
USA. If an impartial, objective 
scrutiny ill made of our foreien policy 
YOU will lee that literally lIS well as 
~thfuU1 we have never resorted to 

kow-tow anybody's line continUOUsly 
and all the time. 

. U Pakistan receives foreign aid 
from three contradictory forces, it is 
not the fault of India. We never 
asked these countries to simultaneo\lS-
ly help Pakistan. To say that we are 
also responsi.ble for that is to say 
that Mr. Piloo Mody is responsible 
for Mr. Kosygin's helping Pakistan: 
It is who!ly irrelevant. It is one of 
the international inexplicable factors. 
Its explanation will probably be dis-
closed by subsequent events of his-
tory. . It so happens that America 
helped Pakistan to the tune of 2 
billion dollars, and now that 'marriage, 
the a!liance in the Kall/an mandap. of 
SEATO, CENTO and all that, is gODe. 
After Pakistan's conflict with India, 
they have openy at any rate, stopped 
supplying any military aid to paltis-
tan. There may be here and. there 
some small transactions which take 
place through Iran or Italy. Even 
that has stopped. Therefore, they 
ran to China. China is interested in 
sabotaging India internally as well as 
external'y. Therefore, in order to 
satisfy its own hatred towards India, 
maybe it is helping Pakistan. 

As to why the Soviet Union is help-
ing Pakistan, many people make 
guesses., I do not want to base foreign 
policy on pure guesses. Let Us wait. 
Let us see how it works. After all, 
it is a sale, and if Pakistan has to get 
this aid, it has to ,be paid in currency, 
rupees or whatever it is. Let us wait 
for a few months or a year and see 
how this sale affects Pakistan, a!feets 
China or India. This is one of those 
things which it is impossible to fore-
cast. Interested people may be giv-
ing interested versions of their own 
impressions of this military aid. 

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI: Why 
should the Prime Minister given an 
opinion then? She could have waited. 

SHRI HANUMANTHAIYA: The 
Prime Minister fa really wille; \here-
fore, she is fn that poaition. MY 
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Prime Minister has to give the reasolll! 
given by the other country for public 
consumption. You cannot go on attri-
buting motives, twisting and interpre-
ting the opinion tlf the other country. 
If KostIin as a gentleman has given 
ene particulllr explanation, as a Gov-
ernment we have to accept it 'and say 
that this is what Soviet Russia says. 
That is all that has been said. The 
foreign policy is undergoing choanges 
not only sO far as Soviet Ru.qsia is 
concerned but so far as America and 
China are also concerned. My friends 
say that the Indi~n' policy should also 
change. I agree that it should change 
aecording to the interest of this coun-
try. It is the responsibility of the 
Members Of the Oppos'itlon to create 
this condition Instead of tait1ng an 
attitude as that of 8hri Piloo Mody's 
extreme, partisan and perfunctory 
attitude. No mOre propitious oppor-
tunity has been afl'orded tJt'!m this 
opportunity to forge common front so 
far as foreign policy is concerned. 
The opinion is the same among both 
the Government and the Opposition 
Members or is alm'ost the same. But 
on the paltry difl'erence Of whether it 
should be a statement or a resolution' 
we are kicking 'a big row. Every res-
ponsible opposition leader who is i~

terested in a common approach to thIS 
problem must take advantage of th~s 
opportun'ity to see that as far as possI_ 
ble course is agreed upon .... (Inter-
ruptions.) The position taken by the 
Government is not only right; but his-
tory will judge that it is the correct 
stand that We have taken. 

8HRI J. B. KRlPALANI: As in the 
nse of China.' 

SHRI HANUMANTHAIY A: In res-
pect of China, we took a stand .The 
other party betrayed. You can liS 

wen blame the house-owner for a 
theft committed by a dacoit. It is the 
dacoit 'Nho is 1n the right and no the 
ho'lIIe-owner-that is the 'argument 
.nat appears to weigh with m.- f\-(end. 
If China betrayed us, it was not our 
fault. 

1U'Iln. 

[SIDII THmuMALA RAo in the ChG·ir} 

I agree with the Opposition parties 
that if the Soviet Union il really s'ln,-
cere about the Indi'an friendship. they 
should discontinue showing in their 
maps Abai China and NEF A ::u-ea' as . 
belonging to China. Communiques 
are merely formal and C'Ourteous docu-
ments. Vis'its of Heads of States ar~' 
personal courtesies extended to indi-
viduals or officials. They ~hould not 
be taken so seriously as we do. Even 
when we differ from one anoiher. we 
may invite one another for a cup nf 
tea' that does not mean that W'<! change 
o~ political views. In the sphere of 
international relations, merely because 
there is a communique and there ',1; a 
visit of either this President or that 
President-that does not indicate that 
our relations are one hundred per ~cnt 
correct. 

There are courtesies, and the courte-
sies and the courtesies should not be 
magnified into propoSitions Of foreign 
policy or of ,permanent relationship. 

I very much wish that the Soviet 
Union takes note of these three things: 
t he first is, if they really mean to 
continue this friendship which iYas 
really grown for the last 20 years, they 
have to rectify their maps and remoVe 
all suspicion.~ in our minds. Secondly; 
they have to see whether they are 
helping the cause of socialism by help_ 
ing a country which is wedded to 
feudalism, thirdly, whether they are 
helping i~tern·"tional peace by help.ine 
a count~y whose one reason for eXIst-
ence is hat'lng India and is trying all 
the time to do some aggression. These 
20 years Of friendship is ~ enough 
for them to revise their deciSIon tin the 
sale of arms to Pakiatan. even if the:r 
have committed themselves to thIS 
position. 

·Publ'ic opinon in Indi9 is so strong 
that no part)', whate<rer it is, can 10 
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aeainst this current. Even the com-
n:umst party-from whatever I know 
from my private conversations with 
them-l feel they are first Indians 
p,triotic Indians more th'3n anythin~ 
else If they had been consulted by 
the Politburo in Moscow, probably 
they ",ould have given advice to them 
not to venture upon this step of en-
courag'ing an aggresoor, May be they 
are not consulted; maybe they will be 
able to persuade them on their own 
p'3rty leye!. A day will come, I hope, 
when th" wrong step taken b· the 
Soviet Union will be re!'!ified. Y Th(' 
co-('peration of the Opposi tion p3rties 
as well as dedicate handlini' of the 
situation by the Government is the 
-correct path to pLlrsLle in : he mean-
while 

'MR. CHAlRMAN: Shrl Vajpayee. I 
would request hon Member to adhere 
to the time-limit; a l'3rge number of 
Members are to take part in the de-
bate. 

~ 'Ar.r"~ If~ ('-<'rolf-
'F) : ~ 1f~ {~~ ~ 
~ ~ f1ro~ ~ fit; ~ 
;qr 1m ",!1.;~!fir ~Ifn: ~q. 

:;rr~ if; f.f'*1f q ~ 'fift (f1fT trnm: 
fiqfu m ~r ~ ~ I ~ {~ m-
~~ WIT "I'R ~-fimm if; ~ 
JI'I1Rr ~{t1fT I lI'fffif 1AfT it m 
~ lfllmf~ 1fT fit; ~ ~i~ 
~;it ~.~ it If "1m: ~ 
-.ir ~I'f t'flTr I ~ III 1fT f~ 
~ fiI;In 1fT fit; ~N ~ ~ 
~.iImf m ... ~ Tr ~Ift ~ 
.j~ rt t -a-nITW4if""!:hr ~ 
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f.t;1rr :;rr ~1fT I iflIT ~ ~r ~ 
~ fit; ~.r.r 9",.R;~ ~ 'fir 
~fu- 'liT m1A"T rn t r.rq- \;Il{f!" 

~'f if; m'1 ffi'1 ~ ~ lfr ~lf." ~ 
~ ~rflfltc ~~ t f.:ruT1t <tit ~T Herr 
qT<:: ~ ~ tfr~ 'f.'JIT fir. 'lfmf 
>f.r o;r<r w.r;f of>::T q7 ~r ~ t ~ 
~~ t~m~i1:~ 
if; lfmt ~ lff~ >f.r 'ftf ~ 
~<f I 'fit; ir~~~~~ 
'liT 5fRfTCr ~ ~ it lCil"1f;TT if>7'f it? 
Wl7 f,11 ~"f ~ it n:'" "'f' ~ ~ r 
ofr;;r ~;f ifT ~f!" ~r IT'f. "'f' 

~ ;fr;;r~ <Ii fi;rzf m ir~ <R<rT 
~ If'IiTT irRo f.f;m ~ <rT I If ,,(Of 
;f~r ~ 'f.6T fir. ~11 i'f<"f, if.T 
5fRfTCr m:r rn '1ft >f.rt 'fTP'fU 

"fii:T t 11h:T f'f~oB Hlf." ~"f i'f"'":F.lf."[ 
tf~ ~ of~ ~T Qt tfr I 

;;fiT ~~ ~ 'fff",fflT'f >f.r nvrlfF 
~q- "!Of ~ ~q 'liT '!fUm ~ ~cT 
it ~fit;;r ~ n ~ ~1'fT lR1f \3"oTifT 
~ f;;rn" ~ i!:lf1':T ~re- 11'\"1: 
"I"T RIfJr itT ~ ~ I ~[ ~ ~ nil' 
Arm ;f~" ~ ~If~ q-lf~ 
'liT ~lfnf '1fT ~r I mr 1fT I 

Jt.!" flmm ~ fir; 'fIT<:: it m f{lfTlf 
$fTm (l"r ;f~ ~( ~ ~ firoJr 
'f~ lfiW I. ~tt ~ 
'Ii'T wrftlfiT ~ if; fW"lT'i tt'f' 
~ "'r~"'rllft 11flrT1f~;f.ir 
1f~~ ('I" ~ 1fir q~ rn ~ 
~ i? if~.n;f .mr~ 'Ii'T f.I"« 
mr fir; wn: ill' i\' ~ if; 1(W(f 

~if; ~ ~a-'li'T~:ffiRr 
~W ~ ~ ~ ~mr.,," 
If lfie"llfi (OJ fif;lfr <I11f I IflrT 'ifni" i¢'t 
lfi"fi~ ~~ q it; ~ if ~ 
1:W~ 'IiT~~rof'Ii'T,j1fTT ~? Ipff 

1I'1IR'II'tt ~~mrifq'(f.;·tf 
1ft~ .-rhT~ t? 
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[rii ~ f~~i-U "'~:flfi] 
~ <tl: ifi{~ ~r ;r'flRr~T ~ 

if; ~ 't~ """" 'fT q'h: ~T J;ffi 
!f1fR 1f~ ~ ~ ~t~ if; 
.~ ~if;m~~;f~ ft;{1f 
~~~~~~~~~~~ 
~(lTm m ;r;;rr ~ ~<hr ~ 

~~I ~~Wlf~mef 
~ 'It>: '1~ ~ ~ A; i"« 'Wm 
1FffOlf1F~m ~~ m<m if; 1:fi:cm 
'fiT lf~ ~ "'l"'Z 'P" ~ ~ I 

I"!;IJ!; 'ffli ;;IT, ~ I W{"l;f1f;T ;f '1"li'f;-
"'erR" IJ!;T ~~ f'i.q- ~f'flffi m- ~ fit; 
qr~ ~ 'fiT snm: mm w 
~~ If;r,fifiT '1fT r" Qq0414", lft;;r;n 
1FT 1"!;1F o;i;r ~ ~a-lfT ~ ~~ 
if; ~<'fT~ ~ ~ ~~f if ~ qf!{lfi 
1Ffo;nf .,@ ~T'fr ~ flJ!; ~ 
1FT f11<i<T ~ ~ \In:(f ~ ~ 
q-h f'I;!ft if; ~~ ifiT11 if ~ 
miiiT I q"il"1:T<l>"t ~<q"1ffi ~ 00 
!!i1 f,,~ it q-n: ~!fT ~Iffi ror ~ 
<:~ g '3"'1" qrfirnrr;r 'l>l" ~ J;f'lft 
.. ~ ~ '1"Tlf ~~ iTo~ER it mf1I<;r 
'i@ ~J;fT I ,{ff if; m~rn- qrf~ q1ft-
1fT moJ;cT m ~tr 'tiT Jf~ ~ I ~ 
!!i1 R~m ifTfu" 'tiT ·~Vlf 1:if ~ 
iT5t!f;fT <t>"t 'f~ifT ~ I ~ffr WIlT<: 
~ '>mr CflF ~!f *";f(IT ~ if; 
!ffif '{ij" <:n:6 if; ;:frfu" w.r'!it ~ 
~ "l ~ nr-r~ f'I; J;fT!iT<: on:: ~~ 
~ ~~ fit; ~if; 
m ~ ;f\fu" if ~rt ~ m-
dif ~ irm I 

~ ~~ 1964 it 14 
q;~lfU.~ ~ lilt ~ mitt 
~~.~.~'~m.r 

~lI>l"~qrifll>l"~~ 
t ~ 'lI1 ifIflif ~ q-I{f 1fT ~ ~ 

~.m~on::~¥~~~ i 

m~ q~ it~ ~ ~~0f11f 
~)m ~ ~ 1fT'i ~ $ ~ ~~ ~ ; 
o.;fT~;ffill>l"~~~ 
it R; '<fTif if; ~ ~ lI>l" 11« ..; 

~~, ~ 'tiT ~ ~ ~ ~ q'h: 1ff"{?f 

iii ~ ~ ~ ~Mlm4~ <p" 

~ ~ I ~ on:: W:q-uft .~ 'lI"!; ,;(1 
~i'r~~q-r: 

"While allowing relations witt, 
India, which everybody knows j., 
not a member of military blocs, II' 
deteriorate sharply, the Chines" 
leadership at the same tIme actu-
ally leagued together with pakis· 
tan, a member of Seato and Cento 
whiCh are threatening peaee and 
security of Asian peoples. It is ·a 
fact that having discarded their 
'revolutionary pharase mongering', 
the Chinese leaders have in reality 
-adopted a line that can hardly be 
dovetailed With the prinCipled 
position of countries of the social-
ist commonwealth with regard It! 
imperialist blocs .... The approac!, 
of the Chinese leaders !o the 
choice 'Of friends and allies b 
strange, to say the least." 

"How is it possible, 1t may'b~' 
asked, to tUng mud at 3ociaIist.· 
countries; at . communist partie,,' 
and at tl)e same time with Lh~ 

·whole world watching sh')wer 
-·cnmpliments on the reactionary re" 
gime in Pakistan? Tlrst is simplJf. 
~inkable, .. , Can anyone tMr 
lieft tHat 1he .~oc:hemeat witii' .... 
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Pakistan has been dictated by the 
interests of the development of 
the revoluti'onary struggle of the 
peoples of Asia against imperial-
ists that the Chinese leader~ talk 
so much about?" 

~ ~ if 'nfifo'f"IR if; ~ 
~ fit;1n <ft ~ ;f.t lffuf.im ~ 
tit I m;;r ~ ~ ~ ~ ilf'f-
~~~wr~1 <m'n~ 'fiT 

~;mr ~ ~? If1IT ~ 
+lIQI1J'4qli{l .. q:9" ~;{\ ~ 

~r t; ~T 'li~[" ~n f~ii 
m-.: ~i'i 'f>i ~ ~ ~ ? 
;m~it~~'fIif 

~~~?~<tOT~ 
'f@~"fT~~~ it. ;f~~~ 
.,;f<f amft ~ ~ ~ ;ftfu" 'fiT ~ 

1P' 'tft o~ ~ ~ 1:fl'm;n- ;ffi~ I 

5HJR ~ ~ "'¢ & f", 2~ '«IT 
~ ~ fifo' w ~m ~~ <.~ ~I 
~~~'«IT~~~q1fi~m 
~ ~ ~T ttit ~ ~ q'1"If fi:I<;R qffl t I 

~~~~~~~~ 
~~~mr~~~~m 

~"'~~ it~T<'11if~ I 
il"u f.m';r ~ ~ {~ ~ ~ ~ 
~ q-~ ~ qT\R'.~ ~ I f~ If>"T1RI', 
'R ltl!f mffiWf ftN~<:t t '3'f ~m;:rT 
'fOr ~ '3'~ <m1Rr <it" ~ if; ~ 
'1ft ~ ~ ~ q'fr<;"~. 'W'ro ~ 
<it ~ <it".~w ~ ~ ~ q-r ~ 
~ foN ~ ~ ifiTtI\lr ~ -rt 
~ ~ ~ d ~ I 'lJl ~~ 
~I ~~ <fiJi '41:~.~ ~ ~ I 
~ .. ~ ~ ~ I {f1lR f~ 
m- if. qr t ow lIiT tmT IfIlT t ~ 
~~.'4I'''r"~~~ 
;5t ~·m·m ~ ~ ~ ~ 
"'" ~ ~.~ if m- ~~ 

iPi ~m ~ ~'I ~ a1:'Ii ~ ~ ~ 
"l'1"ffitfifo'~~~qffl~ 
~4n: 'I'I'm ~ ~ ~ it ~ ~ 
~iT ~ crofi ~ :omrr t ~ 'lJl 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ '1:~~ 
~~)lf I ~ 00 'l'1:~ f.rUtft orm 
~ I ~ ~ ~n::m- ~ fu~ ~ q'R 
'fit.T~~~~~l'l it~~ 
w~m-;;rr~~ I 

15.5i hr!. 

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair] 

'JIif m~ ~ if ~ ~ 
~ ~ <tOT ~ fit;1n ~r ~ 
~ if ~ ~ f,' ~ f.,~ <tt <mom 
~<it"~<tt,",I~~ 

<tt.,/ftr it ~ <tOT m ~.it ~ ~ 
f11<'l' 11m' 'fT mr ~ ~ ~ '3IT'fifT 
.~~w-n1iJmf1:n;Rif;~ 
-rt ~if ~ ~ i- fif~lf <it ~ 
if; foIiJ If1IT f.t;lrr? lff.ITif 1'I'tt;;IT ~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ <it ~~~ <it ~ 
~ !fiT ~ ~ I ~ IfIlT ~it mr~ 
JAi?: ~T!fiT q-fiA;n: ~~? !II11\: ~ 
~ ;ftffr;mA <tOT ~ ~ ~ om 
~ ~ it ~;ftffr <tOT '!"I{('4j",., 
~ ~ ~ ~~ !fiT ~' q-f~ . 
"f'@~? ~~~~~ 

~ fuif '" ~ ~ <iT ;J('f,f ~ 
~ ~ m~ .i:!;;ffl ~ ~ ;J('f"fft ff{ 
-rt~~~": <tOT~~ I 
'4I'fTl: ~f'f1m: ~ ·nrm 1fT Q'R m'" 
~,,:t~'3'if~~m~w~ 

fW<om; ~ iI~ ~ I 1f;;ri;;.fT 
~·Wfll;~~-q~m-~ 

.1fJI"t ~:~ Iftn ~ .? .~.nt\. 
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[ISfT W:"f f~r ~~,] 

~r "'~ mt ~. fit; ~ f~ ffi1I" 
~ ~ I l:fil: fq-¢t 'fOI"t ~IT': ;;r0ffiT 'fiT 
.~ lfft ~ cn:W; ~ lfifi" ~'t 
1!iUft (!) ~ '1ft ~ if ~i7 '3"ff if; 'fTif 
:if ~if ll:r.rr ~ I 

~&l ~lG<r, 5ITrr l:fil: if@ ~ f'fi If.l1 

.~ ~~!fT7 ~ 71IT ~ ~r, m ~ ~ 
~ ~6T ~ I 5ITrr ~ ~ f'fi ~ff "',. 'fTfu 
if ~ 5) ;p:rr ~ ~i7 ~ 'l"f'nfffif 
;it ISIITif if ;:Ii" 'fiT ~ ~~ ~ ll:m- I 

mi]- 'f<i 'fiT ~ if; ~ ~ ~. 
!fn1 ifiT rn ~ lfmT ~ <tT ~;;r 
#,r "'~ <tT .". ~ ~ I ~~!fT7 fll<;f.; 
if; f.fui<r ~ iff ~ if; ~ ifiT 

~ iR<'r ;p:rr ~ I srUr.1 ~ ~r 
~ m ffi 'iiIl'f ~ ~ '3"~ f.l;I:rr ~ 
~if ~ ~ifiT~ ~mm.. 
'~'f if; fcmr ~ ~ ~ fit; ill1 

.2fi~;f,' if wmt~ ~ 'ni:r 
<tit ~ 1fI'f"" ~ lfit;;: """" ~ ~ 
~13~<t>1 ~~~~~: 

"The Pakistan Foreign Minister 
warned yesterday, the 13th July 
that if India remained obdurate 
o()ver Jammu 'lind Kashmir and 
o()ther disputes, Pakistan wag ready 
to meet any situation," 

~ifiT 1mf ~. ~ fit; ~ 'lrof.~ 
en: ~ ~ (!) ~ ~ Qlf<ft:4if<'l if; 
m ~ ~ I ~if ~ 11ft ~~ 
~~~~I.m~<r"I1Ii<:~ 

.ItiT~m~~1 ~ it. itm 
1I"rof it. mi" 6fViT 11ft ~ ~ ~ 
fO: t I 1965 <tT ~ ...r ~ ~ 
~ t I Iflff ~ ~ ~ ~)1: 
~1f'ti~I" 'fiT f.rV-~ ~ ~ 
~ ~ t.1Rr ~ n if ~ em m "* f'tif ~tm: C' ~ ti·1fIIl ~ IWi1f 
~ it; ft;A' {f1f1frT t 'W t ?~ 
~~*-mt~~lfiTt'f 

JI1Wf lfit, ;pr;: ;a-;:r If;T ~ ~lfR 

am: -m itm ~ it.ifft if q if ~ 
~'f(f~~,m~ll:if~ 
ifi"{iIT ~ fit; '3"if mvrrm ;it ~ 
if; f~ f,lf iflfT 'fiT ~.f ~ I 

16 brs. 

~~r ~<f." t:[r~rif it; ~ ifiT~T' 
'fiT '7: <'I'ITrFi ~, 'q<[ '311 if; ,,'1'1" 'fi''I'rT 

ofn;;r 'l1T ~s ;p:rr ~ I ~ ~ ~ 
~r ~ f'f. ifiTlnff; $ 'liT'fr.T ~u;;r ~ 
'ff;;lf[lfr .,ifI"f ~, ;;rc:r i'f<f." ~ c;r.r. ;p~ 
~ iff ;:rtr tiT --m, oTQ; 'i'i'r;,-
;r;r;;ror ~~ it fQ; t:[rf~ 'fiT ~r 
if; ~~r' i'?'f ifift ll:'iiT --;;or o<f." !/rif.; 
if~ ~Iafr I m.: :am ~ srmif li<fT 
<f.lft;f;;r;; ifiT q(jf 'l1T fif'<'ffiT ~ 'fi''I''f.T 

'T<r;;r if; 'frT if ~ ~<n ;r,r >;'!l ifOi'fr'i'T 

~ I 

srS'r.1 QT ~ ~r ~ fir. ern: ~r 
5f~<: ifiT ~i~~ ~ ~ I IlI"I" 
~, if WifT ~ il:!m OJ) ~ 
'til" ~ tmfT ~ ~ 'R ~r fqt~'OJ 

5f.m1r<:f 'fiT ~ t ~ f~ if.T .". 

'f~ m ~Rrr I ~ if ~ "'~ 
.w rro ~ \'fi) ~ rot 
~~IfiT~I'fiT~il'1 ~'If'r-'IT 

m1fotiT \fIfi?: I'fi<: ~4iit it ~ w ~ 
i\'m ~ ..rnotiT \'fiT f.r1m:1rr rn 1fnfT 
lI'T'tIf ~~ m it I ~ ~ it 
~ IT"! ~ !lit ~ Rif 
<lj'1't \'fiT \'filt ~ ~ I ~ ·it ~ 
~~Rqr'flfTt:fit;~ ~ 
it;~I'I"~~~mrit;~~ifi'(1 
~R: mf.rf. ~~ ~ 1ft ;r\II' ~ ~<tit 
it fit; .q ft_~·it; WN ~ 
~ 1fif6' iJ wr.; ~ ~ ~it; ~ 
~it~If~it;Mw. 
~ fm;:e" ~ ~,~ ~ I tA"( 
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~ lIfu'f.n~ ~ ~ omr '!1: iI<'r ~ 
f~ I "'in m ;ij-<f>~rcrrf'fQT qnr 
~ ~ m f"l@("I"(l ;ftfu ~ 
fum ifif.f ;;rr ~ ~ I 'f<'I' ~ ~ 
m ~' ;ij-~;l~l<fTf't7l1T it '!~ ~ ~ 
~ ~'( ~T ~ w ~)1ft? ~ 

~~~m~it'TT~ifi'1f11' 
~ 'f><'f~ ~lj lR'f;T'( ~ mit ~ ~~ <fi!T 
t Imq;W"I'lrt;;mf~it~ 
~T t.ft "'r~lt- 'Ii f~T ~T ~~ 
~ " 'I'm if.T ~n;r ~ gt1;,q"f~ 
~ f~ '1>") ~~ rn ~ f'l>" ~tf"l'l«f 
~ ifilf ~m ;pl!' ;r <r.'t f;;rn it !1Tifu 
m.:: ~ ~T 'l>"T m<rnr 'f.T ~n: ~ 
if;T 'a<l' "if~ '!1: '1"R'T fil;7: I lfTr'( 'SI"al'f 
~T ;hiR<:trcnf'fQT ifi om: it 'TT ~ I 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~'f.CIT ~ f'f. ~ ~ 
~ mf~ it ~ ;rt, lfTr'( g;r ~ it 
;:lfflf 'fi"T, ;:ftf~ ~T, q'h: f~ m omr 
tft ;r@ ~ lj~ ? :;r;r ~ mr~ 
<:fm'( ~ <nrlf ~ ~m G<1T"I' '!>"T ljflfilT 
;r@ 'f>"'( ~, i"I'r :;r;r 'f;WfT<: '!1: WCf 
mW, ;f ITT ~ ;;r.r '!1:, '!i'(if~ ~;;r '!1: 
~ '!>"T 00"1' ~r ~ 'Ii f~T 'a<l' '!>"T 
m~'f>"'(~T,~~a- ~ ~ 
it f;mTlj ;r@ 'f>"'( lj<f>m I 

"!~ lii'!ft ~f'ilfr~ '!>"T "I1'l:T ;r@ ~ 
m<: ~ ~ ~ q'Tf~r;r ~) f~ <mr 
~ if~ ~ 'ifT "I1'l:T ;r@ f'follT I 
'frof 'fi"T ;;r;:rnT, ~!Jf ;;r;r or<'l', ~ 
m!iOf oqR ~ ~11 ~ ljrU~T ~ '3f;rn 
~);r 'f>"'( ~~ efr ~ it "3'mI' (~ emfT 
~,(T l/1f~ fq~ or~T ;:&T 'f.T ~ 
'f>"'( ~<f>crT ~ I r.mrr <tT orm- ~ iii 
~~ ;r@ ~, f'o/m 'fi"T omr ;;( f~ 
it; f.rohf ;r ~ 'fi"[ ~lfT ~ I q[tf ~fu'i.t 
fifo ~m f~ ft'irf~ 'iT I ~r't ~~ 
~ ~T lj~\lTCf~r lJrn-r 'f>"'( <t iit, 'fl'R 
OflR if 'frof 9ffi: ~~ 'l>"T l{ift ifi f",it 
1051 (ai) LSD-1f. 

(A.M.) " 

~~"<titoqRrn~~ 
SIlJR ~ ~ it ~ iii f.rItlJ <tT~
~ ~ltM'fm.r 'f>"'(~vff'l 
~ ~ lfi't ~ ~~ it ~, ~ 
'fflT ot1T ~r 'l"T f'f> ~ ~ ~ if 
~;r lfi't ~~ ~ 'f.T ~'!ori 
flr.<rT ~ crT ~ m lJrerT 11ft .~ 
f'fQT ;;rr ~,f.'ffi' 'l"T I .lj <mr ~ ~, 
lfTr'( 'fi"\lT 'f.'Ift ~ ~ <'I11J1 ~T ~ ",. 
~~'fiT~~f'f>~'ifT~ 
mi1cl'T ~ m.:: ~ '~ 'f.T ~ 
'lrn: f'f.lfT ;;rr;rr 'I'If~ I t;(kt <V""f14 
~~ it 'f.'Ift ;r 'f.'Ift, fm ;r fm 'SI"1f>T1: 
'fi"[ If,OT,( ~ "3Ofi'IT ~ ~ffiT ~ I 
~ lJm ~ ;r rn, ~l'Rf 'f>"'( m it 
~'f.;f ~ ~l'Rf ~T f'follT I ~ 
~ trlt I m ;;rr~ ~ m: lff.n'I' lI'itt 
~m fm 'fiT '1'ri;f'R;rr 'f>"'(~ it ~ ~ 
'iT I l1;'I>" forriro'( ~ ~ ;nit ~ 
~'( ifi ~ ~ ~~ it f'fi ~ 
~;f{ flf<'l'T ~ for. ~ filj ~ 'f.T f;;utlf 
~ W ~ ~f'f.;f :;r;r cr'fo ~~ ~ 
;r@ ma- ~ cr'li ~11 ~ iii <fT't it ~ 
;r@ ~'I f'f.i'<l ~ ;r@ f'fQT ~ I 

l1;'f. ifr'( '(T~cr ~~~ iii ~ 
~ ~ it I ~ '1'1<: 'SI"al'f ~~T ::;r;rc;r '1ft 
B\l' ~ ~'fo ;r ;;nit ~ f<:rit ~ tn: 
~ qr;fi 6T~ iii ft;rif ~ it iI1l 
'!>"T f~;; ~ ~ ~'fi qf<:f~cr 
'fi"[ f'l'i;l1l1' 'f>"'( ~T lit I 

,.r lR it; m'l" ~ ~ t fiI; 
f«lI1' ~ it; ~ ~ mIiftftr 
it~~<t~ l~omr'll'T~tr.ft 
~ fif; mtCflJcr ~ mr ~ 
lfi't ~erm ~ f.fahf ij+iI"'I(qiil'i ~ 
<hi' ~ I l{' ijlj'f'iff'(-m lfi't m ~ 
~lIT I O';f iFf·lfiT1f t IRU iFf qcrr 
ot1TAT I lJ1T'( fimr ~im'I'4' it; ~ 
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~ ~ "!,~ ltiT 'Olr ~T ~ I on:t ~ 
'lit ~ ~ f<;rf ~~ ~~ I 
~ f~~' f'i:r;:Gr ~ J;ffif]q ltiT m;:r ~ 
~~I 

SHRIMATI SUCHETA KRIPALANI 
(Gonda): I am rather unhappy that 
on this important oCC'3.sion we are dis-
cussing this subject, which is fraught 
with grave seriousness in this country, 
through an adjournment motion. '" 

SHRI NATH PAl (Rajapur): Gov-
ernment is responsible for that. 

SHRIMATI SUCHETA KRIPALA-
NI: I am not apportioning the blame 
now. I had hoped that some formula 
would be evolved which would make 
it possible for the largest number of 
members of this House, if not all, to 
stand together and tell the world that 
We are united in the face of such a 
threat. . .. (Interruptions) 

SHRI M L. SONDHI (New Delhi): 
Speak the' truth. Remember what 
Gandhiji said. Remember what 
Achayarya Kripalani said. 

SHRIMATI SUCHETA KRlPALANI: 
always remember that Acharya 

Kripalani is a very respon~ib!e mem-
ber of this House and I am quite sure 
that he will raise his voice for what 
is right for the country. 

I do not want tllis debate to des-
cend into a debate of criticism and 
counter-criticism of parties. This is 
a time when we sll'ould rise above 
parties because the threat is to the 
country. 

Let us sec whether this situation 
has arisen out Of our creation. This 
situation has arisen because Russia 
thought it fit to give arms aid to Pak-
istan. It is not a creation of the Gov-
ernment. We must accept that. 
Even if any blame has to be appro-
tioned to the Government, you can 
say that the Government should have 
recognised the shift In Russia's policy 

when the shift started and acquainted 
and eduC'3.ted the country that this 
change was coming. But when the 
change comes suddenly. it becomes a 
jolt. We feel let down as a felt let 
down in the case of China. We were 
sentimentally': friendly towards China; 
we had goodwill for Chim, and when 
China tried' to stab us in the back, we 
felt completely let down. Govern-
ment should guard against it. Be-
cause, after all, Government does not 
function in the air; Government !unc-
tions On the strength of the people. 
The Prime Minister in her statement 
has said: 'let us face it with the full 
support of the united people'. That 
is the right attitude. Let us face it 
with the support Of the united parties 
and united people. You can face it 
with the full support of the united 
people, only if people are taken into 
confidence in proper time. Everything 
cannot be told (0 the public, but they 
should be taken into confidence and 
told as to where our country is going, 
what is the threat that looms large 
before us. If there is any fault \)f the 
Government, then certainly Govern-
ment should be held responsible for 
this but the situation was not created 
by the Government; this has been 
created because of the shift in Russia's 
policy. Now at this juncture what do 
we find? We find that Pakistan is in 
a very happy position; Pakistan is be-
ing supported by the U.S.A., by the 
U.S S.R. and by China whereas we 
feel' that after alI theSe years we have 
no friends. We have some friends no 
doubt but those friends are also par-
tial friends .... 

AN HON. MEMBER: Dubious. 
SHRIMATI SUCHETA KRIPALANI: 

I do not want to use thc word 'dubi-
ous'. That the Russian position was 
shifting cannot be denied. Russia 
started with a position of unreserved 
support to India's position t,is .. a-vis 
Kashmir. In the Security Council we 
had the support of Russian veto. We 
are grateful to them for that. The 
USA and the UK never held the same 
attitude vis-a-vis Pakistan and India 
as RuSsia did. Please remember that 
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[E;l1rimati Sucheta Kripalani] 
when Mr. Khrushchev came here, in 
his Press Conference in Srinagar, in 
his usual fiamboyant manner. he said: 
"If anyone '3ttacks India, specially 
Kashmir, all that you have to do is to 
stand On the mountains of Kashmir 
and beckon to us, your friends'. This 
is what Mr. Khrushchev said. From 
that position, they have n'Ow moved 
very far. Why are we feeling shock-
ed or why do We feel this as a jolt? 
If you get a hit from a quarter from 
which you expected, it would not be 
a shock, it would not be a surprise, 
but if you get a hit from the quarter 
which you considered as a friend then 
it comes as -a shock. Russia was friend 
to us. Now there has been a shift. 
This shift is not of recent occurrence. 
In 1964 in the Security Council, over 
the Kashmir issue, Russia did not sup-
port the finality of Kashmir's accession 
to India which it had done before. 
But it emphasised that direct negotia-
ti'Ons should take place between India 
and Pakistan. 

Then during the Tashkent confer-
ence, it W3.S clear to anybody who had 
eyes to see that there was a reapprai-
sal of Russia's policy. Russia had ad-
opted a policy of studied neutrality. 
This agreement engineered by Russh 
did not do any great favour to us. We 
had to give back some Of the most 
important strategic pl-aces such as Haji 
Pir, Kargil and others. I know what 
the military feel ab'Out it. I know 
how many valuable young lives were 
sacrificed to gain those points. And 
all those points now pose a d'3.nger and 
threat to us. We just gave them away 
because we wanted peace. 

All this should have indicated to 
us that there was the beginning of a 
serious shift in Russi-a's "oliey. On 
top of this has come the s"IlTlPly of 
Soviet arms t'O Pakistan. This is a 
military threat. What is its full sig-
nificance? Today the Prime M'inister 
told us that we do not know what is 
the nature of the arms being supplied or the qu-antum thereof. May be she 
kriows, but does not want to disclose--
advisedly. But I would stress that the 
threat to us is not merely in terms of 

the quantum or the quality of the 
ams. There is also another threat. 
Russia is supplying arms to Pakistan. 
We h-ave also taken a lot of arms from 
Russia. Intentionally Or otherwise. 
there is a risk of divulgence of mili-
tary secrets with regard to the range, 
capaCity and numerical strength of the 
supplies we have received. from 
Russia. 

This arms supply has 'also its poli-
tical repercussions. What are they? 
We n'Ow see that Russia is very an-
xious to placate pakistan. That ex-
plodes 'Our assumption th-at Russia 
shares our analysis of the mlIitary and 
political situation as between India 
on the one side and Pakistan and 
China on the other. Our stand was 
that the real confrontation is between 
India and China, and our friends who 
wanted balance, peace and stability 
in this area should appreciate our po-
sition and help us. We thought Russia 
understO'Od this position of ours and 
subscribed to this stand or theory of 
ours. We had assured Pakistan 
through the World Bank that we do 
not want to fight Pakistan unless we 
-are attacked. Therefore, we thought 
that Russia understood our position 
and supported us. But now we Itn'OW 
they do not share our views in this 
respect. We are told that in the whole 
world there is a shift, the blocs are 
breaking and each country is trying to 
do the best it can for itself. Very 
rightly; there is nothing wrong in it. 

Why is there a shift in Russia's 
policy? It is beC'3.use Pakistan is 
nearer to RUSSIa's borders than India. 
Then as a quid-pro-quo t'O the wind-
ing up of the Us espionage base near 
Peshawar, Russia want to help Pak-
istoan. There is a temptation on the 
part of Russia to help Pakistan and 
wean her away from U.S.A. and 
China. Here also Russia's policy to-
wards China comes in. Russia wants 
to ~ntain China. She wants to hem 
'in China from all sides-Pakistan, 
India, Burma, Thail~nd and So on. 
P>akistan, Burma, Thailand-alI these 
C'Ountries have to take a particular 
stand. so that China can be contained. 
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In this grand strategy of .cont-aining· 
China. ':I small think like the rights 
and wrongs of Indo-Pakistan relation-
ship has to be overlooked, But. as 
one of the members sa1d if We are 
anxious to retain the f;iendship of 
Russia. I am sure Russia 'also should 
be equally anxious t'O retain our 
friendship. If ,they are anxious to 
retain this friendship. they should not 
do anyth1ng which hurts us so griev-
ously, We feo~1 that this arms deal is 
certainly going to hurt Us grievously. 
Therefore, Russia should find a way 
to retain the friendship of both India 
and Pakistan if they so desire. 

The question is: what should Gov-
ernment do to counter the influence of 
Pakistan? There ':Ire very few options 
before us, I do not want to spell them 
out, they are obv10us to all, but if we 
had started to work it out earlier, 
perhaps we might have had greater 
manoeuvorability, we might have been 
able to adjust our position in 
a bette" way, In foreign policy, there 
is no position of rigidity, One 
can never say: once a friend, al-
ways a friend. We C'3nnot follow a 
policy of bhai bhai eternally; we fol-
lowed it and to our detriment we 
have seen how that pOlicy in one mo-
ment was blown up by China. There-
fore, our policy should be one of 
constant appraisal, reappraisal of the 
situation ':Ind of making changes. 
These are the requirements. 

After all, the foreign policy of any 
country is 'motiV'3ted by self-interest, 
It is the mOst important thing, I hope 
our foreign policy also will be infused 
by that outlook of primary importance 
should be India's self-interest, India 
should be safe-guarded and strengthe-
ned. I do not wish to e:x:p'3nd on this. 

I want to say just a few words 
about the joint communique. 'rhls 
m'Orning Mrs. Tarkeshwari Sinha also 
tr.ied, to express her distress over the 
jOint cO'mmunique that was recently 
i$suedby our President and the Presi-
dent Of Soviet Union. First of all 

there is the timing of the announce-
ment of the arms de-a!. Should it have 
been made now? After all the Presi-
dent was not going all of a sudden on 
a private visit. It was known that the 
highest dignitary 'Of this country was 
g'Oing and preparations had been made 
weeks and months ahead, could not 
this announcement have been deferred 
a little? Anyway, when it was made. 
we were put in a very awkward posi-
tion, whether to accept, to L":lncel or 
postpone this VIsit. What were we to 
do? Whichever step we took. it was 
embarrassing. However, Hnally the 
President decided to go there and cer-
tainly he had t'O faCe a very embar-
rassing situatipn. On top of this, Jet 
us scrutinise the joint communIque. 
The st'3nd of the communique is that 
the two countries on a number Of in-
ternational problems hold identical or 
very close views therefore, it has un·, 
abled them to cooperate effectively 
and c'Onstructively in the international 
arena in preventing war. Tllis is the 
basic st'3nd. This was issued ngalnst 
the immediate background of the arms 
aid to Pakistan! I think it was almost 
farcical. I would like to ask whether 
their arms aid h':ls helped to enhance 
the peaceful atmosphere in the sub-
continent or initiated a cold war at-
mosphere. In fact, the Prtme Mini-
ster in her statement was very un-
happy and told Us in what strong 
terms she h':ls written to soviet Russia. 
She said that their action will not help 
peace, rather it will create a cold wIlr 
,situation. In fact, it has created -a 
situati'On of cold W'3r, because a few 
days before this, a statement 'was 
issued by the Foreign Minister ot 
Pakistan in which there is blusterillg 
and sabrerattling, and in fact it has 
been growing since then. 

Another thing 'which has hurt us 
most is this. In ':In effort to equalise 
Pakistan and India, In the statement 
they have said that "the Soviet side 
appreciates the mutual efforts made 
by both sides for normalising Indo-
Pakist'3n relations." I put a very big 

. question mark over ''mutual dorts". 
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SHRI NAMBIAR: It is the Tashkent 
spirit. 

SHRlMATI SUCHETA KRIPALANI: 
Tashkent spirit is not unilateral; it is 
mutual. There are two sid~ to that 
spirit. Not only do We feel that 
Pakistan is not helping to implement 
the Tashkent agreement in the spirit 
in which it should have been; they 
hav-e been very obstructionist; even 
the wounds infficted in 1965 have not 
yet healed. For instance, communi-
cation by air is still suspended. The 
step by step approach by which we 
desired to S'ettJe the disputes between 
India and Pakistan has bee'll rejected 
by them; they do not want to look 
at it and a new dispute has been 
created-the dispute about the Farak-
ka barrage. To add insult to injury, We 
have received gratuitous advice that 
we should refer this to an interna-
tional commission. I say that there 
is sufficioent reason for India to feel 
agitated. I do not say that we should 
straightaway start a fight with them. 
They are Our old friends and if they 
take a step which hurts us and goes 

, against our interests, We have every 
right to tell them thal alf these years 
we had been good friends; now if 
you want to change )'{Jur policy, 
please adjust your policy in such a 
way that at least it does not go 
against us. 

I felt deeply humiliated that such 
a statement was signed. I do not 
know who advised the' President be-
cause this joint communiqUe means 
that the President also perhaps holds 
these views. I am sure that even if 
the President holds the~ views, India 
does not. I am sure that people in 
India do not _ feel that way about 
the "mutual efforts at normalisation"; 
whatever we may do, the efforts from 
Pakistan were half-hearted and are 
not worth mentioning. Therefore, 
there is reason for us to feel agitateti 
~nd concerned. ,In the ultimate analy-
sis we shol\ld try our level best to 
be self-reliant, strong, and united to 
be able to face whatever threats come. 
1 would, therefore, appeal to my 

friends; please do nul make political 
capital out of this situation; this is 
not the time for an adjournment 
motion; let this motion be withdrawn; 
let Us all sit together and consider 
how at this juncture we can streng-
then our country alOel help the Gov-
ernment to meet the situation .... (In-
terruptions.) 

MR. SPEAKER: Every speaker is 
exceeding the time limit; that means 
it will take a long time fOr us to 
complete this business. I should ap-
peal Lo Members to avoid repetition 
and confine themselves to ten minutes 
So that one or' two more speakers and 
,1 a Member from the independ-
ent.. cnld be given a chance. 

SHRI MANOHARAN (Madras 
North): The country is rightly 
agitated over the issue that is before 
the HOUse and the leaders of Parties 
have expressed their concern. enxiety, 
apprehen~ions and misgivings regard-
ing the reported deal that is to be 
finalised between Russia and Pakistan. 
I am happy that none of the speakers 
haVe so far introduced unnecessary 
emotion or criticisms which would 
strain relations between India and 
Russia. FOr the past twenty yean 
we have been asser~ing that Russia 
was a good friend of ours and one of 
the Cabinet Ministers who visited 
Russia very recently thought it fit to 
say over a cup of tea or something 
that Russia was our friend .... 

AN HON. MEMBER: What is that 
something? 

SHRI MANOHARAN: We are deep-
ly indebted to Russia On so many 
grounds; let us not ignore that. 

In the field of technology, the -vital 
field of defence, steel, oil, fertilisers 
and all, the amount of help or the 
quantum Of help given by Soviet 
Russia can never be minimised and 
can never be forgotten I In the inter-
national context, no nation can claim 
isolation, as a sort of interdependence 
is always there. But my quarrel is, 
what right have we gOt politically or 
constitutionally Or otherwise, to ask 
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Russia that she cannot give arms aid 
to Pakistan. It is perfectly within 
their jurisdiction. 

But my basic question is this. For 
the past, 20 years, Russia has been 
a very good friend of yours. Now, 
certainly the same good old friend has 
become our enemy No. 1. How? Who 
is responsible for that? Whether 
Russia is our enemy Or whether we 
have to consider her otherwise, we 
are inclined to suspect the bona fides 
of Russia and the leaders of Russia. 
Why? Who is responsible for creating 
this sort of tension in the relations 
b:!tween Russia and the Government of 
India? I want to categorically put the 
question to the Government of India. 
We have got'7by that I am convinced 
and the entire nation is convinced-a 
special knack of converting Our good 
friends into enemies in no time. But 
for the past 20 years, if you take the 
record and if you take stock of the 
position of Our country, you can 
read:lv understand that We have been 
losing' our friends instead of gaining 
them. For the past SO many years, 
Pakistan has been in a position to 
gain the friendship of countries all 
over the world.' How Pakistan was 
able to do that and why we are not 
like that is a matter to be considered. 
Pakistan was able to get arms from 
China; she was able to get arms from 
America and very recently she was 
able to get arms from Russia, whereas 
We are losing friend all over the 
world. Is it simply because Russia has 
different designs so far as this' sub-
continent is concerned or Is It a classic 
example of the scandalous collapse of 
your diplomacy? So far as I am con-
cerned, I am convinced that It Is no-
thing but the failure of our diplomacy 
In all fronts. We failed miserably in 
that. That creates complications and 
creates troubles and as a result Russia 
has its own shift. ' 

Very recently, In the morning, the 
Prime Minister gave a statement which 
according to me is not all clear. On 
the contrary, it s vague. I was told 
by some that diplomacy means vague-
ness. In that way. I think the Prime 

Minister is very diplomatic in teUing 
Us all this. Here is a sentence from 
her statement: she has rightly said it 
but wrongly followed: 

"Every nation, whether mem-
ber of a block or not, is trying 
to assert its own individuality ill 
the conduct of its policies. The 
USA and the Soviet Union, cons-
ciOus of the need to reduce the 
danger of a direct clash between 
them, are evidently reshaping their 
pOlicies in accordance with the 
changing conditions." . 

While this has been admitted by '.he 
Prime Minister that even Russia and 
the United States of America are 
constantly changing their external 
pOlicies or the foreign pOlicies accord-
ing to the developments and events 
of the country, the question is wl\C-
ther we have done or have been doing 
or intend doing in the future anything 
regarding our foreign policy. The non_ 
aligned poliCy is all right. But for all 
practical purposes, we have aligned 
ourselves with some blocs or coun-
tries. N on-alignment is not at all 
practised by the Government of India. 
What is our non-alignment policy to-
day needs a re-definition and the 
foreign poJicy needs re-orientation. 

Regarding this rift I want to say 
something. The entire country has 
been kept In darkness; whether It is 
by the Prime Minister or the Govern-
ment, I do not know. But the day 
before yesterday or yesterday, the 
Deputy Prime Minister of this cO,un-
try has rightly pointed out that we are 
not worried about the quantum of 
weapons to be suppJied by Pakistan. 
He has said it very correctly. It h:ls 
been reported in the press that "Mr. 
Morarji Desai added an even sterner 
note by pointing out that what was 
inlportant was not the quantum of 
arms given to Pakistan but the dis-
tinct shift in the Soviet attitude." 
He has agreed that the shift took place. 
but the Pr:me Minister Is not in a 
mood to agree that the shift took 
place. As Shrlmatl Sucheta KrlpalBD1 
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JOinted out, the shift took place just 
two years back. When the Tashkent 
talks were on this shift took place. 
Two complete years were in the hands 
Of the Government. We have got dip_ 
lomatic missions abroad. We have 
got our Ministry of External Affairs 
here. We have got our personnel 
here. We have got our intelligence. 
I want to know whether these people 
have rightly informed the Prime Min-
ister of the developments gradually 
taking place in the attitude of the 
Government of Russia and the shift 
which is gradUally developing in the 
thinking of the Russian leaders. So I 
demand a probe into the affairs Of the 
Ministry of External Affairs and our 
diplomatic missions working abroad. 
Our diplomatic Ill1SS1onS working 
abroad are thoroughly incompetent as 
has been evidenced today. 

So far as our diplomatic mission in 
Russia is concerned, they mislead the 
Prime Minister. They 'misguided the 
country. They were not able to un-
derstand, probe and study the mental 
reactions of the leaders of Soviet 
Russia. The net result is that We are 
not in a position to find out what is 
the true attitude Of the Government of 
Russia. Even' the· Prime Minister was 
not able to say what is going on, 
whether the deal has been finalised. 
She says: 

"W~ have to face this develop-
ment as it presents itself. We do 
not, know whether the Soviet 
Union has yet formalised an agree-
ment with Pakistan for the supply 
of arms, lIlor do we have indica-
tions of the quantum Or' chaNlc-

, ter of these amns Or the terms and 
conditions Of the4" deUvery." 

So what I request the Government of 
India is this. In case you feel that 
your diplomacy is a failure-it is a 
failure and a thorough failllre-I re-
quest you to abolish all diplomatic 
missions abroad and have some peeple 
who know the job. It has been prov-
ed here that your diplomatic mission 
in Moscow believed the eXpectations 
'Of the people of India. Therefore, 
secondly, we must have a probe re-

garding the failure of diplomacy on 
'the part of our mission working in 
Moscow. ThirdlY, let us not unneces-
sarily intrOduce passion over this 
matter. As the Prime Minister said, 
there is no formalisation yet, no indi-
cation yet of the quantum etc. So we 
have got enough time to study the 
matter. 

We can ask the Government of 
Russia to reconsider this issue. Shri 
Vajpayee was ve"y strong, as usual, 
and he has been very critical. But I 
want to ask him one question. If we 
request the Government of Russia 110t 
to give arms to Pakistan so many 
reasons might be advanced by theDl 
and they might say that they have 
decided to give arms to Pakistan. What 
are you going to do then? Do you 
mean to Say we can declare war on 
Russia? It is an impossibility, What 
I say is, let us face facts and reali-
ties. We can request the Government 
of Russia. Shri Morarji Desai has 
correctly said that we can ask the 
Government of Soviet Russia not to 
do this. In case the Government of 
Rusoia does this, it is unfortunate but 
it is perfectly within their reu2h. We 
can only draw the attention of the 
Government of Russia saying that the 
people are terribly agitated Beyond 
that I doubt very much whether we 
can do anything. So let us not utter 
anything here which prejuidce the 
Government Of Russia. Let us not 9ay 
anything which strains the relations 
between ,the Government of India and 
Russia. Let us at least learn from 

. this incident. Let me ask the Gov-
ernment to reconsider its poliCies. 
This incident should be an eye-opener 
to the Government ,pf India. Let us 
.stand on our own legs. Let us build 
a .vigorous India on those lines ins-

'tead of cringling and crawling 
to countries all over the world not 
only for arms, not only for ammuni-
tions. not Only for money and every-
thing else. Let us create a healthy 
condition in this country. . 

I accu~e the Government for whole 
bungling during the paot twenty years. 
Because of your bungling, you have 
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muddied the whole lot. That is the 
exact .reason why we are compclld to 
face slU!h a kind of serious situation 
in this country. So many people have 
said that it is humiliating. Of course. 
it is humiliating. So many people 
have said it is painful. Naturally, it 
is painful. Beyond that, I can tell 
you that our national honour is at 
stake. So, I would request our Prime 
Minister, who is very reasonable, t:l 
see that non-alignment is re-defined. 
I would say to the Prime Minister on 
behali of my party this much, that 
the foreign policy of your government 
requires reorientation. If you would 
be able to do something on these 
two points. then you can project our 
image sky higl),. On the other hand, 
if we follow the so-called policies, 
the policies of vacillation and oscilla-
tion. policies which lack dynamism, 
those polides which we have followed 
f;)r the past twenty years. I am sure 
this country's honour will be in the 
mud. 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI 
SINHA (Barh): Mr. Speaker, Sir, 
after listening to the hon. friends 
from the oppooition, I was thinking 
whether we are really talking about 
shaping the ioreign policy of India 
or the foreign policy of the world. 
because, all the exercises that have 

'been made, gives 'the impression that 
we are controlling the entire com-
plexes of the world international rela-
.tiollship. There was a lot of subs-
tance, I am not denying it, in what 
Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee has said 
and a lot of sul)stance in what Shri 
Manoharan was saying, that we should 
behave with dignity and also not try 
to over-act so that the relationship 

. Which we have built up with Russia 
for a long time would not be destroy-
ed at the spur of the moment. There 
was also some, only some, content and 
wisdom in Shri Mody'sargument that 
we have to be self-reliant-I would 
again emphasize only some, because 
When he was speaking I was think-

. ing whether he was sleeping for the 
last tWenty years and has just woken 
up to see, that non-alignment and 

alignment policy and the complexes 
of the international relationship of 
20 years, have been operating in the 
same context and in the same rela-
tionship with every country of the 
world. He talks of non-alignment in 
relation to alignment. Probably he 
does not realise--he should have rea-
lised it, because he is a veri intelli-
gent member; he is well-read; he hal 
a very gOod mastery of the English 
language and I am sure he must be 
reading all the good newspapers in 
the world-and it is surprising to hear 
from him that non-alignment and 
alignment can be interchangeable in-
ternational situations and that to-
morow this Parliament can really rise 
up from the sleep and immediately 
switch over, like the gear of a motor 
'~ar from the third to second or first 
gear, from non-alignment to align-
ment because it is slU!h an easy 
formula in the international relation-
ship. When I heard this I was re-
minded of a song in a French film. 
Of course I am not singing it.; I am 
only quoting it. 

SHRI PILOO MODY: What a 
shame! 

MR. SPEAKER: She should con-
clude in ten minutes. 

SHRIMATI TARKESHW ARI 
SINHj\: Sir, I have worked so. hard 
to prepare this. I would be grateful 
if you will giVe me at least 15 
minutes. 

Maurice Chevalier was singing a 
song in one of the American fll.ms. 
The wording of the song was: "my 
business is my business and your 
busines is my business," Of all per-
sons, Sh~i Mody, who is generally 
gentle in his behaviour~I find him 
very restrained and very reserved In 
his remarks-he is saying in this 
Parliament, talking to the eyes and 
ears of the world that this country's 
business is, of course. this country's 
bus!ness; but the entire world's busi-
ness is also this country's business, 
Thi~ is nllt the way we can really 
deal with international relations. 



~oviet ATms JULY 22, 1968 SUPPLy to Pakistan (A.M.) 

. {Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha] 
The op:))sition has built up the ar-

gument about the inflexibility of our 
foreign policy. Shri Vajpayee wa~ 

arguing v~ry cogently that it is a 
difficult problem, with China, America 
,and many other countries of the 
world on the siue of Pakistan and 
now the Soviet Union. He said th"t 
there has been a very great rigidity 
in () lIr foreign policy and there has 
been little flexibility in our foreign 
policy. But I would like to ask hon. 
Members who are sitting to my right: 
Is it only the ~overnment which is 
responsible for this rigidity in the 
foreign policy? Though the Govern-
ment has been to blame, the Opposi-
tion also has been equaly to blame for 
building up a rigidity in the Indian 
foreign Policy. 

We build up our foreign policy 011 
'reaction. We always try to overdo 
it. I have b3en in this Parliament 
for the last 16-17 years and I have 
seen that whenever international 
affairs debate goes on, we indulge in 
historical perspective and talk of the 
mistakes we committed. Every coun-
try has committed mistakes in inter .. 
national affai' s, Is not Russia com-
mitting some mistake today which is 
very visible to us? But I would not 
go into that. I would not talk about 
it as Shri Mody was talking as to 
what Russia is doing or is not doing. 
We 'are concerned about our own pro-
blem. We have committed some mis-
takes in the past. I have no inhibi-
tion in saying so. 

It is only people who consider 
themselves too wise, like Shri Tapu-
riah, who never realise whether t'ley 
cammitted any mistake. I am quite 
honest with myself and I have the 
courage to say that our Party and our 
Government has corrupitted some mi.,-
takes in the past. But the Opposition 
has committed more mistakes in the 
past; and the charge that can be 
levied against the Opposition is that 
they have never provided any cor-
rectives or any solution to the pro-
'blem like evolving a national entity 
in foreign affairs. They have 1l1ways 

played politics in the foreign affairs 
debates. That is how our foreIgn 
policy has been a policy of reaction. 
The Government reacts because the 
OpP03ition Members sitting here act 
in a vociferous manner. We saw this 
mOt;'ling-I am not defending the 
Prime Minister-when she was mak-
ing such an important' statement on 
the floor of this House, as soon as 
she started answ,,,, 19 suplementaries 
there was so much of interruption and 
interference in the :'.rgument. There 
might be a very embarrassing situa-
tion for the country. We have to 
face that situation with courage, con-
viction and dignity. But there was sO 
much of interruption.".,. (lnteTrup-
tion) . 

SHRI M. L. SONDHI: So what? 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI 
SINHA: Shri Sondhi must realise that 
he might be talking like this in a 
young \\'0'11a!'!'s compn11Y but thiS is 
not 'the place where young wumen 
.... (InteTTUPtion). 

SHRI M, L. SONDHI: This is a 
serious matter and you are making 
an insinuation. Interruptions are 
basiC!; they 'are parliamentary ..... . 
(InteTTUption) . 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI 
SINHA: We are quite used to Shri 
Sondhi's unmusical voice and his 
demonstrations. . . . . . (Interruption). 
That is not going to serve any purpose 
in this foreign policy debate. It will 
be better for his party if he keeps 
quiet. 

SHRI M. L. SONDIn: Thank you, 
my grandmother. 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI 
SINHA: Weare seeing right now how 
hon. Members opposite. with Gil the 
wisdom at their command of which a 
demonstration has been made right 
now, are showing this kind of wisdom 
of interrupting at the wrong moment 
as Sh-i Sondhi Is doing. But I have DO 
quarrel with him. 
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The argument I was building was, 
th'3t we are conditioning our foreign 
policy to reacti·ons. We have a reac-
tion to any particular situation and 
try to condition our foreign policy to 
that reaction. In that' process we 
overact to such an extcnt th'3t we de-
velop rigidity. 

Even today. whatever may have 
happened in this particular situation, 
are we not tying the hands of the Gov_ 
ernment or-let us forget the Gr;\"ern-
ment for the time being-{)f the coun-
try with this kind of condemnatory 
utterances, in h'3ving flcxibili ty in 
talks or dis(,ussions even with Soviet 
Rqssia? 

Shri Mody said th'3t we are getting 
all obsolete things from Hussia. He 
spoke of the rupee payment and said 
that the economic structure is being 
built up in a wrong manner beC'3use 
of the Russian and eastern European 
countries' aid. I would like to ask 
Shri Mody-I know a little bit about 
that-whether his friends are not run-
nIng from pillar to post, to the Com-
merce Ministry, to the Industries Mini-
stry, to the Finance Ministry, to get 
",11 that aid and utilise it for their 
own purposes. Let the Government 
Come out with an account of the aid 
received from East European coun-
tries as well as of the Soviet ald. I 
would like to know how much of it 
has gone to help Mr. Mody and his 
friends who run to New Delhi every 
now and then to get it. '" (Interrup-
tions) . 

SHRI PlLOO MODY: I would like 
to know •••. 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI 
SINHA: I think, Mr. Mody has left 
everything but not chivalry. Let him 
sit down and after I finish let him 
ask ... 

SHRI PILOO MODY: How many of 
my friends are your friends? 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI 
SINHA: All your friends are my 
friends. But I do not decy East Euro-
pean aid. I have no inhibition in 

(A.M.) 
accepting them. But I would certain-
ly like to know that. 

We talk of self-reliance. The han. 
Members, sitting on my right, have 
argued how we can develop self- reli-
ance in this country. Mr. Vajpayee, 
very cogently, said we have to evolve 
Our foreign policy. I do accept that 
we have to evolve OUr foreign policy .. 
The evolution Of our foreign policy 
takes place today also in '3 certain 
changed context. , Today, the entire 
world,-the international relationship. 
is undergOIng a pro:ess' of change and. 
therefore, we also can evoive our 
foreign policy >according to the condi-
ti'ons prevailing in the international 
world. This is the time when we 
should have sat down COOlly and tried 
to argue cogently what is the basis of 
Soviet aId to· pakistan. 

Why has this happened? It is a big. 
phenomenon. We cannot rule it out 
by creating heat in Parliament. This 
is a big issue of the international rela-
tionship. Why has there been so much 
ch'3nge? 1\11'. Piloo Mody was talking 
about allg:1ll1cnt. He has forgotter, 
that America is having worst relation-
ship with China and yet America IS 
ple~ding China's case and blaming us, 
tellIng us ''You have closed your doors 
to China and you refuse to talk to 
China." (I.nterruptio1/-) Can the hon. 
Members opposite tell us honestly and 
sincerely that they have helped us 1n 
opening the doors to China and In 
breaking the rigid "'ttitude which we 
have built up for ourselves against 
China? 

Let us take Pakistan. Pakistan was 
very anti-Soviet and Soviet Union 
was >anti-Pakistan. If Soviet Union 
has been building up relationship with 
Pakistan for the last two Or three 
~ears. it is not one way traffic. Pak-
Istan has been trying to build up rela-
tionship for the last three or four 
ye'3rs with Soviet Union. Pakistan 
succedded in building up relationship 
with China though at that lime ~hina 
was inimical to the entire western 
bloc, lIB much lIB It was inimical to 1M. 
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In fact, it was less inimical to us and 
it was more inimical to Pakistan and 
all the military blocs like Iran, Tur-
key, SEATO, CENTO and America 
and yet Pakistan exercised flexibilit; 
.and the public opinon in Pakistan 
like the hon. Members on the right: 
never opposed that. 

SHRI M. L. SONDHI: There is nO 
public opinion there. (Interruption) 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI 
SINHA: Do you want that we should 
reduce ourselves to that extent? 
Pleas stop interrupting me. 

Sir, what I was trying. to say was 
that when Pakistan started buildihg 
up its relationship with China, nothing 
obstructed -the steps of Pakistan. 
When Pakistan decided to give the 
base to Amencan aircraft and build 
up a very strong American lYase in 
Peshawar. it was very much ant1-
Soviet because the base was entirely 
built up for fighting the Soviet force.s 
and its allies. But when Pakistan de-
cided 1'0 do away with that base as 
we know from the newspapf'rs that 
the base is going to be demolished,-
nobody opposed ·that mOve in Pakis-
tan. That is how Pakistan gets flexi-
bility in its foreign policy. 

Here, whenever anything has. pap-
pened, whenever any effort h"3s been 
made by the Government to open the 
door for talks eVen in regard tu 
Kachcbativu, it is impossible for this 
Parliament to exercise a sober j~dg
ment on Kachchativu because Opposi-
tion Members made it impossible for 
US to talk to Ceylon. That is a kind of 

. rigidity we bring about in our foreign 
policy. 

These are the reasons why rigidity 
has been built up in regard to our 
foreign policy. (Interruption) This 
.is'not a matter on which intr -·,rytions 
.and counter-interruptions should go 
on. It is a matter on I which cool 
thinking is reqllirf'd. I want to know 

,whether they share the n-ational an-
xiety or whether they have to decide 

this matter on the basis of the /:ompl,ll. 
sions of political arithmatic, countin,g 
numb2rs .as to how many votes they 
will get in the shape of propaganda 
vaL, ~ of any political party. 

MR. SPEAKER: She should now ~it 
down. I ha;e rung the bell three 
times. 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI 
SINHA: My time was taken aw.:lY by 
50 many interruptions. I have one or 
two points to make .. ;. 

MR. SPEAKER: No, no. Her time 
is over. 

SHRIMATI TARKESHW ARI 
SINHA: I am not a person who dis-
ubeys you. I have to say something 
very important to the Government. I 
will take only two minutes. I would 
like to ask one or two questions. 

MR. SPEAKER: If I made ':'In ex-
ception in her case. I would get into 
trouble. I WOUld, therefore, request 
her to sit down. 

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI 
SINHA: I would request my party 
members t"o give me time. I have to 
make two or three important points. 
1 would like to remind the Govern-
ment of. ..... , 

MR. SPEAKER: I hope, the party 
members agree. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: NO, no. 

Mlt. SPEAKER: Nobody agrees. I 
do not have the permisslon The 
other members have to b~ called. 
They are not prepared to fOrgo their 
time. The hon. Member's time is 
over. She wi! please resume her seat. 

Mr. Dange. 

SHRI S. A. DANGE (Bombay Cen-
tral South): The question that we are 
debating RS everyone has said, is of 
great national importance and it is 
not Of import-ance only to one parti-
cular p':'rty this side or that side. It 
is a serious situation nu doubt as it 
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is put forward by a certain line of 
argument. The argument is this: 
Pakistan has committed 'aggression 
against India three times; it got arms 
OJjce from America and once from 
China; 'lind now the Soviet Unhm. 
which was not so long supporting 
Pakistan in any of its adventures, is 
giving arms to Pakistan. So, would it 
not be correct to' conclude like this? 
Twice she used the arms give!} by 
China and by America ag.ainst us 'and 
now when the third power gives arms 
to Pakistan, will they not be used 
against India? If they are going to 
be used according to that logjc, then 
what should this country do? Natu-
rally 'if that logic were accepted, what 
this country can do is what some of 
our members on this side are propo~
lng to do. What they are proposing to 
do is to draw the conclusion that 
Soviet-Indian friendship has cracked: 
&lviet Russi'3 is now more or les~ 

either neutral in its friendship towards 
us or is in an inimical position and, 
therefore, let us n'aw turn our face 
back to somebody else. 

17 hrs. 

The first stage would be to carry 
out a hysterical propaganda 'against 
the Soviet Union, even bringing in 
questions of Csechoslovakla which are 
n'Ot relevant in this debate, even brint_ 
ing in questions of hungary which also 
are equally irelevant . . . (in-
teTTuptions) . I understand Czechoslo-
vakia. I am quite prepared to discuss 
it. Let us h'3ve a debate on that. 

So I am just trying to understand 
the logic of those who want th'3t 
Soviet-Indian friendship should now 
be taken as ended. Therefore. two 
conclusions are provided by those 
speakers. One is: now go somewhere 
else, in some other direction. The 
other solution proposed is: take to 
self-reliance. If as a result Of this 
devel'Opment, the slogan of self-reb-
ance is to be followed more consiR-
tently, I am :ill for it. But those who 
are proposing self-reliance now in thIs 
debate on the question of arms are 

the very forces who are objecting, to. 
obstructing and sabotaging self-reli-
ance. 

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI: Who are 
they? . 

SHRI S. A. DANGE: Therefore, 
though the situation is such that it 
should C'aUSe concern to every Party. 
including the Communist Party of 
India, as regards the implications of 
this development, yet the solut'ioIII 
proposed are not comm'On between us 
and the Opposition parties of other 
Groups; nor are the solutions quite 
common between Us and the 
Congress Party either, though general-
ly.on this question, the Congress Party 
has taken m'are or less a sober atti-
tude. and the content of the Prime 
Minister's statement is 'not such as 
would lead to a posture of destroying 
,the friendship between the Soviet 
Union and India. If that is the maiD 
content, we are all for it. . 

That is why our Party did not sup-
port the the adjournment motion be-
cause it is directed against the singJe 
quest10n--questioning the friendship 
between the Soviet Union and India 
and proposing S'Olutions which are no 
Jonger based on that friendship. Th'at 
does not mean that we support all that 
Government were doing in regard to 
non-alignment, in regard to carrying 
out in practice the policy of non-align-
ment. That was \:hy when the Prime 
Minister said that all oUr acts were 
vindicated, I was just smiling. 

SHRI PILO.P MODY: So was she. 

SHRI S. A. DANGE: Th',it n'On-
alignment, though on the whole it is 
non-alignment, yet had sometimes 
some funny characteristics, For exam-
ple you cut off tnde with North 
VIetnam but allow the Houses of 
Modys and Tatas to export trucks tG 
South Vietnam (Interruptions). Mody 
has one family member in the Jam-
shedpur and TELCO concern-I know 
that. .. 



411 Soviet Arms JULY 22, 1968 Supply to Pakistan (A.M.> 4J~ 

[Shri S. A. Dangel 
So we do not approve of this sort 

of double-dealing which is practised 
on that side and this side including 
the Mody House. We want to con-
demn it. That was why I was smiling 
about the claim made of vindication 
of n'9n-alignment. ' 

What is the next position we have 
to take? It is that Soviet-Indian 
fril!ndship C'Ontinues. The Soviet 
Union has made Indi':! more or less 
self-sufficient in lines for which we 
were begg'ing many other countries, 
including. the palrons of the Mody 
Houses. The Americans refused to 
give those things to us. It was Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru wh'O from 1948 to 
1954 refused to carry out a consistent 
non-alignment policy and tried his 
best to get help from AmericJ. When 
he failed in that, he went to the Soviet 
Union. It was not the Soviet Union 
which was trying to enter Indian eco-
nomy or the Indian military field or 
Indian technique 'Or anything else. 
The Soviet Union said: wherever there 
is a country which has got itself 
liberated or secured independence, we 
are there to help it. It was Lenin 
who in 1908 demanded when Lok-
manya Tilak was sentenced and there 
was a strike in Bombay, that the 
British system should be destroyed 
and Indi':! should get independence. 
It was Molotov who in 1946 supported 
India's case for independence in the 
UN while all the other gentry were 
silent including the House of Modys 
and their supporters. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Not in 1942 
(Interruptions) . 

SHRI S. A. DANGE: Therefore, the 
Soviet Union had all along ~tood for 
the independence of all colonial coun-
tries. of all dependent territories and 
I!II people wh'O aspired for their inde-
pendent development. 

Now who developed oil technology 
in India? Those gentlemen who had 
come here, who had built stolen capa-
city in the Bombay reflneries-I know 
what they are doing. I am not going 
into those details and get sid~ .tracked. 
But the junk tllat Shr'i Mouy bIked 

about is the junk of his family 11nd h,l.s 
concern, not the junk of the Soviets. 
Soviet technology has been the chea-
pest and the best we have obtained 
from anywhere. Let this position be 
realised by those who talk about it. 
We are not debating the queslion of 
economics and trade and all that, but 
then there was sense in it. Taking 
advantage of this pos1tion now Mr. 
Mody began to talk of trade. Are we 
concerned with the security of the 
country or with trade? For him it Is 
trade that matters. All these gentle-
men here demanded, "I want no rouble 
trade, I want dollar trade. I want 
equivalence between the rupee and 
the rouble". So, the nation does n'Ot 
matter. The question of supplies of 
arms to Pakistan is not in debate but 
the dollar and rupee and trade is in 
question for these gentlemen. 

They do not want rupee trade. The 
Soviet UniOn buys what is nfr~red in 
exchange for what it gives, but they 
want a trading partner who demands 
hard gold, and when Mr. Morarji 
Desai fails to find it and he sheds tears, 
they clap because Of the super profits 
thcy make out of it. Hence this 
attack on Soviet friendship. It is not 
from enxiety for India'~ security. 
They know what it is. 

Who h':Js given MIGs, which power? 
The Americans are ready to seli you 
5quadrons of planes. But do they 
giVe factories to manufacture those 
aeroplanes? The Soviet Union has 
given not only squadrons but factories 
to make thC'm. It is the Defence Mini-
stry which has f':\i1ed to set up the 
MIG factory and make India self-
sufficient. Why have they failed? 
The Defence Ministry some years 
back went and negotiated arms sup-
plies With the Soviet Union. They 
offered everything but O'lr people 
went to England for a submarine. The 
British sh'Owed them a postcard pic-
ture of their submarine and asked 
them to carry it. When the Defence 
Ministry delegation was offered a real 
submarine by the Russians, they Wired 
to the government of India whether 
they can buy. What was the reply? 
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Who wants self-respect, self-reliance, 
who wants the army and strength of 
India to be built up? A ban was put 
on the buying of the submarine until 
Pakistan -attacked, and when we found 
that Pakistan had a submarine and we 
did not, these I/entlemen agreed: the 
British and the Americans do not give, 
this is the only fell'Ow left, so let us 
get from him. Four submarines were, 
asked for. Naturally our security, our 
defence, our f'conomy got linked with 
the best instruments which can be 
manufactured on this soil. That is the 
main point. 

So, Soviet-Indian friendship en-
dures. It has been more solid than 
the friendship of many other coun-
trieg who pretended to be friends. 
ShalI we destroy that? Has '3m'b'Ody 
demanded it? Directly no, indirectly 
yes, Our party stands for the conti-
nuation of Soviet-Indian friendship, 

AN HON. MEMBER: It has to stand, 

SHRI DANGE: I am very glad. Let 
there be a resolution that this House 
ull'animously stands for Soviet friend-
ship. Will you pass it? No. That 
preamble is not there, your preamble 
is "what of my trade and the profit 
I am making," 

Then, why has this happened? 
Should we f,?el concerned about it? 
We Rhould. Should we ask them why 
this has h'3ppened? We need not ask 
them. It is very plain. The Soviet 
Union, after the war, was being gird-
led by a series of stations built around 
their borders frOm Turkey and Iran 
to Pakistan. The U-2 wa~ flown from 
Peshaw'3r and we have not heard the 
knight'; of non-alignment and alig.n--
ment protesting against it. If Mr. 
MOdy had been given a seat, he would 
have liked to fly in that U-2 'Over the 
USSR. At that time nobody protested. 
Then things began to happen. The 
American imperialists lost alI their 
prestige, military, political, economic; 
little Vif1nam shattered the whole 
thing and ultimately, instead {If being 
able to sIlOOt the Vietnamese. dcmo-

cratic Americans began shooting their 
Presidents. Wonderful '(Amerlcan 
way of life", Follow their C'3mp and 
ask for that friendship' When that 
American prestige was destroyed, 
these countries began to -waver in 
their attitude to the Soviet Union. 
Turkey said "we are also your 
friends", Iran S'3.id "we are also your 
friends". Pakistan said "we are also 
your friends". Should the Soviet 
Uni'On say "no, we shall not be friends 
with you because we are friends with 

- India"? Can we demand that? We 
C'3nnot. Then what should we do? 
We have only to see that when the-
Soviet Union intervenes in Pakistan, 
it is in favour of peace and peaceful 
co-existen~e, it is for their develop-
ment and does not Icad to war. Now 
this argument is correct. But what 
gU-:lran!ec is there? When the Ameri-
can gun was given to Pakistan that 
gun shot at us, What guarantee is 
there that when the Soviet gun is 
given, it will not shoot at us? But 
there is a difference, not in the guns 
but 7n the gun-giver and also h, the 
l1.un-hker. The American.; always 
give their guns to foment troubles and 
civil wars and create enmity betweeQ 
two nations. The soviet Union tries 
to bring about friendship between 
India and Pakistan. All of us want 
that. But it should not be done at 'Our 
cost. If something wrong happens iQ 
Pakistan, we should feel~oncerned. I 
join everybody in expressing concern, 
even a little unhappiness, as the Pl'ime 
Minister said. The question is: will 
this misfire? I do not say it will aIT 
prove correct; I do not know. Maybp, 
Pakist~n may 'humbug' SDViet Union 
also as some of the Partifs want us to 
'humbug' Soviet Union. The soviet 
line m'Cly fail; I do not know. If it 
fails we shall not be the sufferers. 
Why? Because, as everybody agrees, 
self-reliance is strength. We a'-e 
strong enough to beat any offensive by 
Pakistan we have gOt enough power 
and We have sh'Own th'3t power. 
Where is the need to be panicky about 
it? Something has happened; It is 
completely out Of our control. I dis-
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agree On many things with Mr. Vaj-
payee; our parties are opposed to each 
other on many points. But I 'agree 
with him about self-reliancll. I say: 
think of self reliance and Ranchi. In 
Ranchi there are wonderful instru-
ments to manufacture weapons for the 
army and the defence of the country. 
Will Mr. V'ajpayee help in not fom<:nt-
ing Hindu-Muslim riots in Ranchi and 
obstruct the achievement of the goal 
of self-reliance there? On Indo-
'Soviet friendship and self reliance we 
are all agreed. I do not accuse him 
·of fomenting trouble; I ask him to help 
in stopping them. I wish to close on 
this note. The Soviet Union has not 
changed its policy towards India; it 
has changed its policy toward~ P3kis-
tan because Pakistan has first changed 
its policy towards the Soviet Union. 
They did nut offer to intervene in 
Tashkent. But we all wanted a set-
·tlement and they broug,ht us together. 
Somebody said that they were equat-
ing us with Pakistan. When we sign-
ed the Tashkent treaty or any treaty 
for that m"3tter the countries are treat-
ed as equals. Even if olle Party to a 
treaty is Haiti-it may be a smlll 
country with just a lakh of people-
it is equal with oany other country. 
There is alway~ the position of equa-
lity. That does not mean that Pakis-
tan is equal ttl us in size or import-
ance. But In matters of sovereign-
ty and independence and diplom"3cy 
all !!Ountries are equal, big or small. 
So, let us keep up the cool atmosphere. 
When we agree with the line of 
approach of the Governmen:, we do 
not hesitate to say, SO because we are 
not 'afraid whether votes will !!Ome 
this way or that way; nor are we ('on-
cerned here with your rupee value or 
dollar value. We agree with their 
approach that the Indo-Soviet friend-
ship must continue; it should not be 
disturbed or broken and that Soviet 
UniOn acts this way because it expects 
that Pakistan might .perhap3 change 
by tliis gesture. It was the Soviet 
Uniun which disapproved of Chinese 
behaviour and it stated ~hat K'3shmir 
was pBrt of India. 

SHRI KANWARLAL GUPTA 
(Delhi Sadar):' wtIat is the present 
pOsition. 

SHRI S. A. DANGE: So long as that 
position has not changed, it remains. 
So, on two courts, we are in line with 
the Government. Pakistan ag,rees now 
to develop friendship with. the Soviet 
Union even thuugh China dislikes it. 
Therefore, there may be some signs of 
change, Let us hope thOse signs of 
change will become real and that Pak_ 
ishn wil! find her way towards proper 
friendship with India' and that we shall 
be relieved of all the anxieties that 
all sides are expressing 1n the country. 

In the end, we must go forward to 
the people, not with the line of anti-
Sovietism and a hysteria against 
them, not with the line of fear as if we 
are frightened now with t.he few MIGs 
that they might get, but with the line 
of self-confidence and a line of self-
rel1ance, which lies in developing. the 
best State -Sector industrie3 that we 
have got. 

THE DEPUTY PRIME MINISTER 
AND MINISTER OF FINANCE (SHRI 
MORARJI DESAI): Mr. Speaker, Sir, 
the difficulty in this debale is th3t 
whereas all of us are agreed about 
the seriousness of the situation arising 
out of Soviet Russia agreeing to sell 
arms to Pakistan, the way in which we 
want to shOW our displeasure or our 
anxiety is a very different way for 
different people. Whereas we agree 
in some parts with everybody who has 
spoken, it is difficult to agree with a 
lot that has been said by everybody. 
And that is where the positiOn be-
comes difficult. But there is no doubt 
that this is '3 very serious situation 
which we have got to take nute of and 
we haVe got to see and do thing3 in 
such a manner that it increases our 
strength and does not decrease it; that 
it does not do anything which will 
weaken us in our relationships with 
anybody on account Of our fault. If 
others W'3nt to break the relation-
ships or weaken them, we lIeed not 
quarrel With them, but we should not 
do anything to weaken the relations 
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;in international afi\aira that we have 
with other peOple. 

The policy in foreign affairs has 
come under very serious criticism not 
for the first time tl>day; this is what 
1 am used to hear at least for the last 
] 2 years in this House so faf as I am 
concerned. 

SHRI NATH PAl: Still you do flot 
*1")' to learn or improve. 

SHRI MORARJl DESAI: It is not I 
who have to learn that. It is those 
who have -been parrot-like repeating 
this who shOuld le'3.I"ll: not myself. 
If one learns always from parrots. i do 
not know what will happen to man. 
That is all that I want to say. Par-
rets speak very beautifully and sweet-
ly. but it is only imitation, and that is 
not what We want. We havE' a fixed 
policy Of non-alignment. 'Ihere ilre 
friends like Shri Piloo Mody who go 
on saying it is nonsensical. Now he 
.. hakes his head but th'3t is wha~ he 
5aid when he was speaking. Perhaps 
he has forgotten it. 

SHRI PlLOO MODY: Please read 
my speech; learn to listl'n also c'JrrcM-
ly. ... 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: I have 
heard him very carefully ::md I can 
say that what he has said about it is 
~tronger than what I have said. Let 
him see the words. (Intfrl·uptif;fj) I 
do not wish to waste the time of the 
House because there are many Mt'lr.-
bers yet to speak and I should not 
take more time. But this foreign 
policy, a policy of non-r;!ignmenf, is 
s polLy which has been accE'ptE'd by 
the House also. It is nolt a policy 
which has been rejected by the House. 
11 ~s said that it is we!lk or it is not 
properly done. That is what same 
people say. My hon. friend Shri 
Danr.e who spOke just before me WIlS 
saying Ihings wherein he ~~Id that he 
supports the Government. 

But. at the same time, he brings in a 
C'riticism that the foreign policy of 
non-alignment has not remained non-
aligned Why? It "is b«""u~f' ",llat 
10151 (Ai) LSD-15 

he does not like we do in 30me mII.-
ten and when we do 'ume thlnall 
which happen to fall in line 'with him 
then he says we are aU right. But 
what does he do here? Here he ,vall 
in withering criticism of several of 
his own comrades here whom he 6\Q)-
ports on m'any occasions when it suit. 
him to condemn us, but when it coma 
only to his philosophy then he is II 
friend of nobodr else rxcept thote 
who -believe in that :llhilosophy. I 
have nO quarrel with it. 'rhat is na-
tural. But my quarrel with him 11 
this. Why should we ha\'p qUlll'n'1 
when I cannot support anothl'r philo-
sophy? When I believe deeply 111 my 
philosophy, why should he want to lay 
that this is not intelligent and that is 
intelligent? That is where he misusa 
his intelligence, and that is why he is 
mistaken in his philosophy al80 in !D7 
view. But I nm not here to teli him 
that because he is sufllclently ground-
ed in it and nothing Will change him. 
On that score I have n'O doubt. I do 
not want him also to do th'at because 
it is good to have p<:'oplc like that. 
That also helps us to think properly. 
That also helps Ue to be clear and cul-
tivate strength so that WP. ran meet all 
kinds 'Of opposition. 

About OUr foreign policy ':Ind non-
alignment policy nothing has been 
said how it has gone wrong. I wuuld 
not say that there has been no weak-
ness at nny lime in it or at no time 
one step has been taken th~t is not 
wrong. Let me be shown any country 
or any society which CO'In' say iIIat it 
has carried out everytMn, correctly I. 
wbat it has believed snd what it hal 
professed. While professing, while 
tryin,. tD implement it, there are occa-
sions when factors cume in ",h .. 
differrnces of opiniorJ comc It! mid 
steps are taken which mey aot be 
ail'eeable to everybOdy and somebod". 
may call it a mistllke ~n/l sr.ome uthel"tl 
may call it a proper thing. JUlt l1li 
my hon. friend, Shri D.lII/te soid jlllt 
now that he welcome. t:11! statement 
made by the Prime Mir.;"ter .... 

AN. HON. MEMBER: Not tbe wbole 
of it. 
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SHIU MORARJI DESAI: That is 
what he said. That is where the 
whole rub lies. But when I say that 
I do nl:lt also approve of whatel'e\" he 
said except in one part then he will 
quarrel with me. This is where t,le 
whole difficulty comes in. I am more 
unhappy because on 3:1 occasion like 
this if we could have "poken with one 
voice it would have strengthene::l this 
eI:Iuntry very much in th,~ internatio-
ml world and everywhere. But it is 
not possible to do it. My hon. friends 
think it is possible to tlo it, lJUt It is 
not possible to do so. 

What is the slant in ,,~l they ~'IY. 
Their slant is not Sovid R'L,si:'. Their 
slant is this Government. That. i'; all 
that they want to say. If they arc 
sincere in this matter, ;f we could 1l3ve 
been found 1'0 do what w~ W311t to do, 
why should there be oniy ~ resolution 
on which they sUck em. There can 
be no unanimous reqlution in tbis 
House on any matter !iri:c til is. On 
any matter like this thEre will nOl be 
any unanimous resoluti(u.. I holYe no 
doubt about it Unte1'l·upl.i0"). We 
_re expressing our opinion. TI115 opi-
Dion is as valid as any resolution. 
Why is it not valid? Why j~' it neep.s-
9Ilry to have a re~ol'ltion? I .'0 not 
understand. If all of us spt,ak with 
one voice. if all or us sho\". m;r dis-
pleasure and S'dY that t:li~ Is ao:h:ng 
which hurls India. I think it will hR\'e 
far greater value than any res')lution. 
It is not resolutions c<l:Jdcmn ing any-
body else that 'are good i:. internath-
nal affairs. I do not think we shou'd 
USe very strong lauguagl'! ~g.ainst ~ny_ 
body. If we use it, it 15 wrong in my 
Tiew. It is a failure. If it is again~t 
anybody, it is wrong. I would not 
IIRJ' it is right. 

~T 'IIII!';f tRI' m: (tt,'li1f) : 
'1'A tfi qo:f~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
oqro" ;;l>r~ ~, i~1l,. qm,'T qT 
~ti(fT ~ , 

.jJ ""T.: J3 >&U-"o)+IS .& 1. 
J.~ 5',T -=--- J" .w l ~~I 

~)lI...,,, j ..,1 ~,t"" -L,)'~ 
[- .. u~ 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: Let mY 
hon. friend, who speaks like that, at 
randem, at any time he likes, let him 
show where I have used u'iscourteou't 
remarks against him or .• gainst any-
body. I have not used any discourte-
ous word against anybody. If I feel' 
strongly. I should be free to express 
my views. I do not want yon to sub· 
mit to me as I do not like tll submit 
myself to anybody else. When we are 
talking hcre, if you say I speak stron!".-
ly about it, do you mean to say th'lt 
I should acce·pt whichel'er or what-
ever case is put up by the opr.osition? 
If it is right, I will certainly D.<!cept it. 
But where it is wrong, I have got to 
show who~re it is wrong. Otherwise. 
my friends wi! not easily understand: 
it. 

~T U!~ q-;ft m : ~r Ifi J;{H'I''( 

'fr.i.~ 'roT a' <i:c ~ q'h ~ ~o 
q;Jfa' , 

,s ..st+l : ,13 ..}oA"~ plot 1 
,,1 J.. ;" ':"'.I.:~ 1J""6"~ ,,",i 

[ - ~4..)"t ,+,'"'- 1,) .... 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: The earl' 
some hon. friends who ';a!1not be re-
pressed or suppressed d I1d I do not 
want 1'0 do that because tn!:'y "re ex-
cited. In excitement there is no room 
for it. I do not want t·) bc' excited 
by him or by anybody else. 

When It is said that W~ should hOW 
see that Soviet Russia is unfriendly. I 
am afraid that would not btl a ~orrect 
appreciation of the situ':l I.ion. It is no 
doubt true that the givinll 'Ot arms to 
Pakistan 'by Soviet, Russia does show 
a shift in their policy. But that shilt 
you are asking government t.o h~ve 
every time. We are told every tlmlt 
that we must go on shifting ow: pall-
cies. Ttrst is what yOU ar~ as!tlng UIO 
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to do. And if Soviet Rus~ia shilts for 
ita own interest, and every country is 
bound to consider its own interest, we 
eannot quarrel over it. 

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE: 
It is a'llinst our interest. 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: That is 
what l am saying. If it gl.les against 
OUr interest, we must tell them that it 
goes alpinst our interest, and that is 
what we are d01ng, and that Is what 
we have told them already. Before 
my hon. friends had allY idea, our 
letter was sent to them and they were 
told in no uncert'ain terms that ~his is 
a thing which will hurt India. 

But when it hurts India we have got 
to consider what we have gOt to du. 
J agree that we should be Relf-relian~, 
not only On this oCcasion but at every 
time. But saying that we should be 
.elf-rel'iant is one thing and being 
8Clf-reli'3nt immediately i~ another 
thing. I would like to know who is 
self-reliant to that extent in the \,orld. 
Everybody has got to get sOIll<'!thing 
from everybody else. But it ml.ost not 
be obtained at the cost 01 one's self-
respect or at the cost at one's inde-
pendence. That is wh'3t we have got 
t.> ensure. 

It was said that we condemned USA 
when they gave arms to Pa<tistan. 
That is true. But we did not spo1! our 
relations far that. We have not spoil-
'ed our relations with anybody. It is 
only when Pakistan attacked us, made 
aggression against us, that we said 
DOW there cannot be good relations 
between India and Pakista'l. Even 
then, we did not try to bn!1k up our 
relations completely, because we want 
to have good relations With all coun-
tdes S'O that ultimately peace is estab-
ished. 

But that does not mean that In order 
to establish peace .we should attack 
every one, become Don Quixotes and 
10 on waving out' words aglinst every-
1Iody. That is not the way to get 
itrong. Yes,my han. friend,. Shri 
Dange would be very happy if we 

break up relations with USA. But he 
would be terribly grieved if we say 
the same thing about. Soviet RUssia. 

While we are interested in saying 
nothing 'against either Soviet Russia or 
the United States Of America, when-
ever .we find it necessary to do so we 
give our views correctly, as we feel 
them. It is possible that we may bf' 
wrong, but We do try to give it C'Or-
recUy, and fairly to everybody. Some-
times the language may be strong; 
sometImes it may be soft; that is true, 

SHRI PILOO MODY: You are get· 
ting older. 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: Well, I do 
not know whether my han. friend will 
r.et old ·.It all, because he still remain~ 
in the primary stage. I was only say-
ing that when he started this debat<'. 
he was not as light as he usually Is . 
He became very serious, very excited 
and lost his babnce. That is perhap" 
what has hlippened to him. Other-
wise, he would not haVe done that. 
He said that obsolete arms were given 
to us. There is no greater fallacy or 
no greater untruth than what my hon. 
friend has said. We are not so stupid 
here to see that We take junks from 
other people. Then we would not 
have won the battle against Pakisbn, 
if we had d'One that kind of thing. 
This is a matter on whiCh you have to 
be careful while making a statement. 
But there m'JY sometimes be some 
things which may not be as good or u 
strong. But that is 1n relation to all 
countries and not In relation to only 
one country. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: He got 
it mixed up with the British arms. 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: We are 
getting it from all places, not only 
from one place. If we can get it trom 
various pla:ea, can We say that others 
should not get it from all these places? 
What right have we to say that? But 
we certainly have a right to say in 
this part'icular matter because of the 
behaviour of Pakistan during the lut 



Soviet AnJ18 JULy 22, 1968 Supplll to Pakistan (A.M.) 

[Shri Morarji Desai] 
20 years, because 01 the manner it has 
behaved against India. That is what 
lIlakes it serious. 

When we say that there is a shift, 
the shift is because formerly Soviet 
Russia and Pakistan had no such close 
relations. I do not know why; whe-
ther it was Paklstan who did not want 
it because they were fully with the 
USA, and now that they have 'also 
been with China they think that they 
~hould be with everybody. That may 
be the reason. If this is the reason, 
why should Soviet Russia say that 
they will not be friends with them. 
ls it a condition that we C'8n impose 
on anybody that if they are friends 
with us they should not be friends 
with other penple? Then, nobody will 
be friends with us. And in that case 
how can we be friends both to the 
USA and Soviet Russia, Rumania. 
England, France 'and alI people? With 
all paople we try to remain f,oiendly 
and that is what we should do. But 
we are certainly entitled to tell them 
that this 'is a thing which is not right 
because it will create difficulties wherE' 
they will also find themselves in diffi-
culty. 

The Americans did it and they told 
us that thOse arms would not be used 
against us. But nobody could prevent 
it. If that is true Of the USA, that 
would be true also of the USSR. How 
can anybody prevent another country 
from using the arms it has when it 
wants to use them? They may not get 
it next time from them. Th'at IS thE' 
only penalty they have to pay. But 
the world is such that if one country 
will not sell, another country will seJ1. 
It is, therefore, that we are n"Ot taking 
from any country any free arms. We 
are buying them from other countries 
because We do not wa'nt to morhgage 
ourselves. I have no doubt that a 
country, which goes on taking arms a! 
free gift, will rule the day later on. 
I have no doubt in my mind about 
whatever may be the case. That is 
..... hat we have always preserved. How 
has ollr foreign policy fa1Jed, I do not 
know. 

It was also s'aid by Shri Piloo Moct,y 
that our commerce also is very wroQI. 
He wants us to have commerce, be-
cause that is his profession. 

SHRI PILOO MODY: Corl'lectron; I 
am an architect. 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: But II" 
does not want us to have commen.e 
with the Soviet Uni'on because he say. 
that this must be on commercial lines. 
It IS on commercial lines. We are not 
paying more to the Soviet Union for 
anything than what we would pay te 
other people in the world. Wherever 
we have got to buy a thing only from 
one country and nOf frOm anywhere 
else, we have to pay something more. 
That is always there. Even if we buy 
from America like that, we have te 
pay a larger price. If something is 
ava'il'able only from Soviet Russia, we 
have to pay a larger price for that. 
But my han. friend will get 'angry 
when I buy from Soviet Russia and 
Shri Dange will get angry when I buy 
from the USA. I have got to ~teer 
clear from all these friends who make 
,common cause only for breaking the 
Congress and not in order to beneOt 
each other. I always wish tbat thlllJ' 
come together and become a compact 
opp"Osition. But that is a dream wh'cta 
will never be fulfilled. 

SHRI PlLOO MODY: That is YOllr 
dream, not ours. 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: Then, I de 
not know how he said that nickel ill 
brought at two times the price. I de 
not know from whence he has got it. 
I will certainly try to find it out. 

SHRI VIRENDRAKUMAR SHAJI' 
(Junagadh): MMTC. 

SHRI S. K. TAPURIAH (Pall): 
Shri Dinesh Singh's figures are aa 
wrong. 

SHRI PlLOO MODY: Do not COM-
mit ynurself unnecessarily. 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: There 'is 
not question of committing myself. , 
am not saying anything about tlle 
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price because I do not know anythln, 
about it just now, But, as I pointed 
out before, nickel is a commodity 
which we are not getting from -any-
where. We are .ftnding it difficult to 
Jet. 

SHRI VIRENDRAKUMAR SHAH: 
Canada. 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: Canada 
IUpplies only a certain am'Ount; U does 
not supply more than that. That is 
the position everywhere. Even Russia 
does not supply us more than what 
they say they will supply. If we can 
get more from Canada, Wp will try 
to get it; but we must get nickel. If 
my friends can help me, I will give 
them an address of honour in that 
matter. 

SHRI VIRENDRAKUMAR SHAH: 
They are selling it cheaper to other 
countries -and at much higher price to 
Indla. 

SHRr MORARJI DESAI: Let my 
hon. friends get at that very price 
from any .cIJuntry and I am prepared 
to take it. What is the use of ~aying 
all this? This becomes utter nonsense 
when thing!! are spoken without con-
text. 

Then, an argument W3S put forw&rd 
about· kerosene that we are buying 
kerosene from them. Why are we 
buying kerosene from them. We have 
got to buy. We are not able to pro-
duce sufficient kerosen~. My hon. 
friend does not know that. We are not 
able to get sufficient ke··osene. Our 
difficulty is that, in order to produce 
more kerosene we are having more 
and more petrol which we have got to 
lell outs1de. It does not beC'Ome ensy. 
We are in this process. It is in this 
matter that we will help more Soviet 
Russia and Rumania to find oil 

It is not that Soviet Russia haa not 
been friendly with us. It has been 
friendly with :IS '38 otber countrls 
have been friendly wUh UI and we 
have benefited by their friendliness. 

We have not submitted to anybody Ia 
this matter. We have not bought 
friendship from anybody. Let me 1117 
that. In the international world, the 
people are friends for mutual bene'll, 
not for obliging 'anybody. Neither 
Soviet Union obliges us nor do we 
obl'ige Soviet Union. Neither We ob-
lige America nor America 'Obliges us. 
Nobody obliges in \he international 
world just as here none of you oblige 
each other, 

SHRI NAMBIAR: Are you obliging 
each other? 

SHRI MORARJI DESAI: Then, 
Government was challenged that it 
should declare that it will not submit 
to any pressure. Government have 
declared it times without number. 
In the matter of Farraka Barrage or 
Ganges waters, Soviet Russia has not 
told us that we should go to arbitra-
tion or we should take -anybody lIS 
mediator. They have not told us. 
They only tel! us, "Please talk on theSe 
matters" becaUSe Pakistan must have 
told them that we are not talking 'On 
these matters. We h':ive not given a 
final reply to pakistan about the mini-
sterial level talks. This is und"!r con· 
sideration. The RUSSia Gov~rnment 
have not suggested arbitration. It 
they sU1.';est arbitration, we wiIl, cer-
binly, tell them it is not their bu~ines9 
to tell us. There is no question of 
submitting to anybody. 

Take the non-proliferation treaty. 
We have refused to sign it even 
though both of super powers want us 
to sign it. We are not going to do it. 
Even if we do not get anythlng ft am 
them, we will not sign It unless it 
suits us to sign it. 

We get PL 480 frll'm America. But 
that does not mean that we will sub-
mit to any condition because PL 41'0 II 
given. But it is not right to If3Y that 
they are also asking us to submit to 
any conditions. It will be unfair to 
tell either USA or Soviet Ruslla tbl' 
they are trying to p-.eSllurl.e us. Th-. 
may try to pressurise u, If it lUlu 
them. I would not .ay that. But 11 
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Ii upto us not to be pressurised. Let 
me tell you that as long as this Gov-
ernment is in power, it will never be 
pressurised. Th'3t is all I have got to 
say. 

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI (Guna): 
Mr. Speaker, Sir, I do not want to go 
over what has already been said nor 
do I want to rebut the arguments 
t:1at our country has been indepen-
,::nt of foreign pressure as has been 
,aid by the Deputy Prime Minister. 
I have only one thing to say about 
this Government. Today, the country 
is disturbed on what has been done 
by our friend who declared himself 
as a friend and whom we considered 
to be our friend. The people are agi-
tated today and the responsibility is 
that of this Government which pro-
claimed times without number, even 
after the Tashkent Agreement, that 
there Was no change in the policy of 
Russia and that they considered 
Russia as a pemancnt friend of India. 
It is very well for Morarji Bhai to 
say that they do not yield to pres-
sure. But I have no doubt that they 
yielded to pres~ure when they accept-
ed the Tashkent agreement, and 
they accepted it against all the 
promises that had been given 
to this country and to th" Par-
liament. I say, this was a betrayal 
of the country. And I say again that 
it wa~ u bet ~ayal of the country to 
have referred the Kutch question to 
an intemational tribunal, when we 
had the experience of international 
tribunals. I say that they shou'd have 
known this at that time, (Tashkent), 
but even after that they did not in-
form the country that the policy of 
Soviet Union was changing. They sent 
deputation after deputation to Russia. 
I say, there was a regular invasion 
of Indian people, great people, to 
Soviet Russia during the last two and 
a half months; not only were there 
delegations but Minister after Minis-
ter, as if they could find no other 
country, and they ir.'(aded Russia! 
The Ohiet of the' Army went there; 
then the Commander-In-Chief went. 

At what time? It was at the time 
when the arms were being given.", 

SHRI NATH PAl: Why is the MiD-
ister laughing?' The President is the 
Commander-in-Chief. 

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI: May I 
tell the Minister that our Commander-
in-Chief is Our Rashtrapati. ... 

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH (Rohtak): 
He is the Supreme Commander. 

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANl: Yes; he 
is the Supreme Commander. I accept 
the mistake. The Supreme Commander 
abo went there; the other Comman-
der also went; then the Education 
Minister went; then the Commerce 
Minister went; then the Industries 
Minister went; then.the Railway MiD-
ister went when there was a strike 
here. He was not able to come to a 
settlement' with the firemen and when 
the firemen's strike was on, he went 
to Soviet Russia! At such a time no 
Minister worth his salt should have 
gone out; they could have found 
som~body else to accompany the Rash-
trapathi. So. we had a regular in-
vasion. 

'WT'C ~ ff;«t'r 1lll'~ If>~ flf; W '*1 ~ 
If.3: ~,{1Ol'" If>T 'f"{ ~, ~'n :orr ~ "'" 
WQT if) ~':f if ~:t 'T<'rm ~ ~i'Tr I 

~) 'fIT "l~:ori ~ ~ I 
You blame the people that the peo-

ple are excited. You tell us that you 
never submitted to pressure. I SQ7 
that yOu submitted to pressure. You 
toyed with the independence of this 
country. I accuse you of having 
toyed with, rather sold, our best in-
terests when you signed the Tashkent 
Agreement. I say, you sold our best 
interests when you referred the ques-
tion to Kutch to a Tribunal, when you 
did not take advantage of the dissent 
note that one of the members of the 
Tribunal had given where he had 
said that the Kutch Report was not in 
consonance with the terms of refer-
ence. You did not take advantage of 
that and yet, you say that you do not 
submit to pressure. With what check 
are you talking? I say that you are 
submitting to pressure; all these yearr 
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:you have submitted to pressure and 
yet. you are telling Us that you do 
.not submit to pressure! It is very 
easy to talk when you have the majo~ 
rity. You submitted to the pressure 
()f China times without number. You 
were told that this was not a right 
])Olicy and yet you went ahead. You 
said. "Hindi~Chini Bhai Bhai·. and 
then again yOu said. "Russia~Hindi 
Bhai Bhai". You are responsible for 
creating this situation. I have no 
>doubt that Russia had an absolute 
Tight to sell anns wherever she got 
1he price for selling them. Every 
nation does it. We ourselves get arms 
from others. If We protest. it will t>e 
like one beggar protesting that the 
-other beggar eets more than what he 
gets. Has u beggar any right to pro-
test? I absolutely helieve that we 
haVe no right to prote~t against what 
'has been done by Russia. But we ex~ 
peeled at least a little consideration 
from a friend. Remember. it is not 
only Russia that has been friendly to 
us. but we have been friendly to 
Russia since 1917 eVen since this Re-
volution took place. Ever since that 
revolution took place. our great pat-
riots. Jawaharla' Nehru. Jaya Prakash 
Narain, even Motilal Nehru, all these 
people visited Russia. They com-
mended the Russian revolution to the 
world. They commended it to their 
own country. We have heiped them 
in every way. So if they helped us, 
there Is nothing great about it. It 
was mutual. Let no communist think 
that Russia alone has been helping us; 
but we have not been helping her. 
'W>? have also been helping Russia. 

So let Us not talk in these terms. 
Let us not say that we are not amen-
able to pressure. We have been amen-
able to it. We nave lost the advan-
"tages We got by the death ot our 
young people. In the last war with 
Pakistan, we lost four times the offi~ 
cers that Pakistan lost. Yet whatever 
advantages we had got in our own 
territory, we gave away, when we 
had said umpteen timel in this House 
an'd outside that those positions would 

not be given up. And today 0Qr 
Deputy Prime Minister has tIre g • 
to say, has the courage to~. thIIt 
we never yield to pressure. ' 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: He ha6 
forgotten devaluation. 

SHRI J. B. KRIPALANI: Let us be 
self~reliant. Does 'se:f~reliance meIIJl 
that We should be self~reliant 0Jil:y 
in military matters? If I can put 8IIJ' 
wisdom into the heads of Congre8a-
men. I say we must be independent 
economicalIy. we must be independent 
industrially; we must be independeat 
of all nations. We have lot enougll 
in this country. If we mobilise its re-
sources, it we are economical. we CItIl 
bring abOUt self-reliance in this coun-
try. 

We saw how the people can pro-
duce food grains and make us self-
sufficient. But even when we are 
selef-reliant. even when we have not 
enough granaries to put our own 
grain, We get grain from outside. This 
is a very strange attitude. When the 
Prime Minister talks of self-reliance. 
let us be self-reliant in the real sense. 

If my friends in the Opposition will 
not mind, I would tell them: never 
bring n no-confidence motion agailllt 
this Government. Many Congrell6 
people do not agree with this Govern-
ment, but when Opposition Membe1'6 
bring in a motion like that. they gang 
up on the side of the Government. In 
private, they condemn the pOlicies of 
this Government. but OpPOSition 
Members oblige them to gang up. 
I do not want to oblige them. If 
I have any word to say to thf? 
Congress, I say Congressmen must re-
member that the Congress Organisa-
tion is not to be subordinate to the 
Congress Government. It has a 1unc~ 
liOn to perform of Its own. I know 
they have yet a sneaking reprd for 
a person who has been longer in the 
Congress than anyone of them p~~ 
sent here. and therefore. I take _-
vantage of that relard and teD them 
a few truths aa their ,enulDe trtae4 
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When they ride on the band waggon 
of their government, this organisa-
tion has no will of its own. When the 
organisation supports eve:ything that 
the government does, I say it is in-
juring itself; it is injuring the country. 
it is injuring the government itself. 
Then, what does the government ,be-
come? It does not depend Upon the 
organisation. The organisation does 
not speak out the will of the people. 
Then the government becomes a 
coterie government of self-perpetuat-
ing politicians. You a'e damning 
your government into this, I warn 
you. Let the Congress organisation 
have a will of .its own and in major 
matters let that will be L.lll owed by 
the government, not that they follow 
the will of the government. It is on 
this point that I had a quarrel with 
the Government. 

-rr If't f~4' : ( 1:h): . ~'$;;r", 
T.~~, ~;P;;R" ~?fi ~ ~T q;<+l11iT 
flli m:fT ~ ~ <1"lS'hl' f~ it Ef;11r 

rn~, IIi)t ttq; ~ q< qi?tmf 1f,"-;l 
iii f<=!'it IfiTIi ~l 'fiT<iT m<: ~ f~'l)) 
IIiTlm ~, \ffl"T 'lOT m ~ qq'fT ;naT-
f<:!'m ifiTll+J If.1:dT ~ I ~n ~~ ~ 
flli ~.qT ~ ~lITr ~ll; mifiT':) 
iii om: it l.l'W ~T ~T. ~'Ff ~ lfl[ 
t flli 'flU ~;; ~~m <I"';'1<;r ~ ~T 
m ~ mfll~ ~--'5<1 iii ilTr it 
,11 ;;;ii~Hr <I;~~ ~1 

~ ~Rlf, 'llfT ~~ ~ f'lO 
'ITf<rnlTif 'lOT <11ft ~~ ~T ~ mf.f'l\" 
~ ~"lf1f1iT ~ fm:r ~T ~, f~ 
~ it ~~T ifiT f~Q7 ~Iqrf~'.f;r 
'IlI1.l<t;r ~ ~ f~T ~'" f~ ~ ~, 
~~ ~ ~ f~ ~ ~, qfr.t+l"T 
,..q.n ~ f1ffl ~r t, :;fr.r ~ fu<;r ~ 
.. 'iR ~ ~Ttt ;;rr;ffi ~ fOfi 
~ .m: ~~r, .::; ~ :;fr.r 
lIiT, ~ 'lR q !fiT f<o.iaT ~T 
~ t I. ~ m'f{ m'f{ ~ f;;m-~ 
q ~ ~ t: f1.; If( fifq"~ lI>'t ;Mr 

~ ~ ~ t .m: ~I ~ W4ft.~ 
iii m1f ~~ ftm lfiIlf1I" lIiW 
~ t, ijf~ ~I'fft ~ ~<ti?: qm-
;fi;ft 'fT".lI1/T llil q1< qrflffifT;:jf ~ 
1IiI"-{'I't ~ ~ fit; f~fferr <tl".rrr~ 
if ~ ijf) wft ~, ~ 'fT ~'~)tff ~ 
m if f;;tf-.t, ~ '>11< ~~ ~ , 
~ ~.f ~ ~ ifiT~ ~ ~ fit; ~ 
qrf~ it ~ q<f') f~.rrr~ ifiT 'f m--
STSR" ~"'l'i' ~ ~"'lf if"lTlfl"- 1f:~ ij'-

iii f~:[ m"Cf ~'tc.a ~T ~~ffiT'1 
"it fwlt <lTfcr ifiT (T'fi+rF'f eI) ~)f~. 
~'Ff IH1R" \3"~'lf '1ft ~ f~ lliT 
~T~I'~1 

~~rit IIi~ fif, W1 f«fWlfT ifiT 
~e~q Ofi"\TT 'flV'l ;;~l 'f.'tU, <i fcro1lT~T 
ili <:'"T'l if m 'fi\ 'fi1lf ~, ~'Ff 
~ "" 'for lfT~ f~--"T "f~ ~, 
~HT m~') ili 5[r~ ~ €!T \TlfTif'F 
q,f<lll<:CfT '!t~ ~R it f~~rf ~ I 

I!:B lfR mGT i 1 9 4 7 ifiT 'IiT"ll"R 'lOT 
~ I -4it qffi ~ ijfT ~T f~ 
it "<0" v.rr fOfi" \3"fT \3"ll'lf <:T'~ fqm l'[~Hm 
l1i"c:rr ::ifT ~r <I<'IT€! 'l{r<Cf ~ iii) ~T 
~l <'ItTT, ~'lOif f;;,'f ",ml ~ ~t ;;",q<: 
Wi;n tl1>H;;/l" "f<'lTllT, \3"if ili IIfClf"fcr 
<m- m;r;:c:~7.;; iii) mom;: ~;; iii) ~'6iT 
orm ~"n: \3"ij" <n: it ~ I [lfT't ~ ::ifT 
iii') f'fiW<l Ofi") ~ it ~<I f",u \3",. "') 
lfT~ f~~ 'qT@T t flli tl.1't 1£1ili iIT1:-iIT1: 
~;; 20 <lreT it omit ~, ifiIf 1't 'fo1£ 9;R 

~ q\<ffiT 'fi~: f'l\" fifi<JT ~ftmT moffl" iii 
~ q;: lfT \3"if ili ~ if '>IT If.1: ~ 
IfiTIi ;w.l ;p'{tr I <lilt ~ ;;iT it fOflif 

tfiti-
"As an e'eventh hour effort. 

Lord Mountbatten with Pandit 
Nehru's concurtence cabled Mr. 
Attlee that he should 1Iy out 
immediately to India and try to 
resolve the crisis". 
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" .... by personnel mediation. 
But Mr. Attlee declined and sug-
gested that the United Nations 
was the proper channel. Accord-
ingly, the Government of ln~ia 
under Lord Mountbatten's adVIce 
decided to refer the dispute to the 
UNO. Pandit Nehru described it 
as an act of faith .... ". 

Rro~ Iff;ft W:nqriqm I tlfr'i: ~'" 
~ilt~,~r~-

" .... Gandhiji was not en-
amoured of taking any India-
Pakistan dispute to an outside 
organisation. It would only get 
them monkey justice, he warn-
ed .... Were Indian Union and 
Pakistan always to depend upon 
third party?" 

'f3. U~'1err l<illfIIT lTruT "I"T !f,T "fiflf 
'iF, ~f'lll it \jif if; "fl[it <n: iff,T ~ I 
~ U if; <rr~ ~"f l:'IiT if~T, <r<rf/:ir ~'-fjf 

f~!1l<TT if; ffiq it mm: ~ ~1> if; 
~ Q,"f if.<:T<: fif.it, fw"<! ;;o;T if; '1HT 
if; ~cnt "fT "fU, lf~ "1"1 m-~"f ~, 
~T ~fr<f.T if; sr;rrq it~, '3"U if; ~ it 
m "f<: fif.lfr I q;;;e;!f,T "f<J<: f~ 
ml1:if if; ~q ~'\7 1!~1T if; 
~. "I"1ifwf ~ ~h ",lftrfirif ~I,,:f 
t ffiif if; "f11:'IT fif.lfr ~h: .-.j m iTWT 
;;fT it ~ ~T "f;;1Jj "fT ~ f~Ol{if<'f ~. 
;rn iii ~it ~ "fT OR<: "fT 0liJlJ 

f1J:<;rr ~ m~ {U ~ 'f.1 ifTCn!:~ 
m", ifi!T~ mm t ~U ~.; t. 
f~ f~'lf, li"it fm ~Cf ~ f"flfr 
'fT-1¢~,.rn-. ~;ft. '<mk .it n 
~iIi iPITt , ~ ~ ~ 'R" it 
~ ~if(fiv. ~it~it~. 
cn~'li'tt'ill 

. l~~ ~ f4i ~ it qr iii< ~ 
;rtY ~ f. ~ aT~ it.~ t 
~ it ~ qb: ft t ~mq' 

~ 1{~r "fT !.if "'WT it ~ 
f.t;In I ~ 1IfT.;r~!'I qn. ~ lfi'r 
Iff fl'!;r "fT ~'( ~ ~;:rr ~iJr ~ .t"fflt; 
~ ~r W f1t; ~ qq~ w-i ~,.,. f~ 
<tOT WT ~ iii f",it "fT1{ lR If t-
~ ~I{ ~ f.r-t;1'+IT ~ If'T ~ W r I 
~ilTit qqilt fii:'IT ~ WI..-tI' ~ I 
it ~W ~ 'Tit .m ~ it OFT 
if>< ~ t ~{TCf !j '"' ~ rn 
f~ ~ t ~ilTCf it m "f< ~~ 
~JFT'fl7. '3"~r't'f. fGIfmT1;I)T"fl"iflTOf iii 
~ "fT ~I~ f1l:1ff I lU t m 'lfr. 
~ifl" l1f,T<:lf, lif'f.T ~ 'Ity I\ot',: I 
~~ ~, ~, ~ '1"t<mfT 'fTf it q:r~. 
f'RiT '1ft ~ it ~ ml1ffCif"f ~'iml 
if t{;<'fTCf q, iT"f <'IlFf.t <mfi "1"1 ~.~ 
~, '3"11' <n: ~en ow.r "fnT, M'f.'if 
~a- ~,<:: iii m it q:r "fT, ~nr 
~ if.WIT 'ql~ ~ f"f H vr.c:1 iii 
"'T<r"f~ m<I' ~~ f iii' q;<r., G:T. oR ~r.r1 
iii ~~<:: ~~ ~i1 q, it "'III qqit rn 
l{Tlf'.-<1 ,,)7 ~;T "fl "!: ;ir ~ "qilt 
~ifl"<::~:tl 

~ "'II"T fq~ lfT~T <n: lTlfT 'ir 
m;:: 11,'" "f~~f'fl:t!' ~ if iltcrrcrT it. 
~1JTf;m ~ i't(flllT it "'ill f"f lJ;flo!. 
;rn <31' it ;;fit' lU ~r.B' <n: ffi =q;;f 

ltT 11ft, if ~ crll':t"fT 'tiT, IF~ !f,T 

~ ~RI' ~ 'l'r flli 1ft n 
~~ ~r ~. f;;r;r",1' 1ft{ ~ ~ 
iTt\' -n.' '3"'" If< ~ ~ qi I 
~ •. '1tlf5f ~~. It " ~ 
~If'T~t~ctmif1\'j I 

nnf lit t fit; t ~ ~~ mr~ 
t-.-tV ~ IJT q;;r t ,.. tv _ 
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[JSrT 11'! ~] 
lrTf~ ~ ~,' t~ ~ qyf~ 
~ '1ir m€t tf< :;fflm, ~'R ~ 

'I'm ~ ~T llir, ~~ miT ~ fit; 
" wtiaT ~ qyflf'l'ffi 'fliNT 'I1T ~ ~ 
t-

Ift' Ift'o "0 ~ : ~ ~m ~ 
IfW I 

1ft' ~ ~ : mtf.t lii!T ~ 
1IT~T ~ t m<fi«ll"f ~~ ~T 
aNT ~ I ir ~ ~ "~T ~ffT t," 
~ ~~ it; m ~ ~ flf' q~ ~)?r 
Cffi1'T t I 

9;l"SlfIff ~~, ;;r.r wn:m t1R 
m'fil'ffT'I it; ;fRo it ID.-a- ~f, aT 
'lif~g.c: ~~ it ~« If'T iifTl!iTlm 
~<'IT'f ~ it; t'.~ f~ ~ SHiTii ttiT 
~T 'l~ f'1!l1r qr I '3"~ 11m: Il}f ~ 
~, '11! if merit; m;rit "{'STa'f ~ 'f!TTflf' 
'lifm'lii ~<r mol" ,,~ ~,:;t it iTTCT 
it;~ <::~ ~ : 

"What we are proposing to do 
and what Pakistan is agreeing to 
is not directed in anyway against 
India, and I am confirming pub-
licly that if our aid to any coun-
try inc'uding Pakistan is misused 
and directed against another in 
aggression, I will undertake im-
mediately in accordance with my 
constitutional authority appropri-
ate action both within and with-
out the United Nations to thwart 
such aggression."' 
18 h;:5. 

mqlff ~~q, 1~j651f ~T~~iiWqT ~ 
~ it ~'R \1iiit; ,,~ufu<rnT, ~ 
~ ~ ;rt'lf,~ it I ~~ ~ f1f, 
~1{1Rf n~ a'f it; ~ t1R ~ ~ 
{W qT'Ii'fQT If'T fcrWi m it; f~ 
1!1Tlt~ ~q ~'R -a~~,.qr f~? 
~ ClI ...... UICfir(t '1T, ~ .rt ~Ifl"( 
,~ " ~ .mOlT ~ sttt ~ CI11Ii1£Gt 

I!rr f1rlfiTT 'fr m m it ~ ~ fit; 
~ .rt ~'flm: ~T it! I tw iRt 
~ 1II1''''''il.1q,= if >ll"T 9;l"f1l~ fofllT 
'IT \ffl1fT ~ d I .' 

."iil~it~~qit;~ 

~~ ~ m ~aR <f.t ~ 
~T ~ I iq'if (~ ~'1<: ~s: 0l1tr 1fO( 
~ ,~ fIfO ~ lfft ~ o'r1 ~ ,,;;if ~, 
IfT"-T qr tim ~T 1IT If'f~ I iilT 
f~ t i1f{'~ ~ ~ ~.... '!if~it 
~r W{'1fCf it> qc:r If'f~, ~ fifM 
~ I ~'f."i{ if ~m itft' lJ1'RI'r I ~~ it> 
~ a"'f." ~'fmT If'T ij'CfT'Ol t, ~ 
~qqr; ijju;j"~, if ~m ~T ;rT;;CI'f I 

ftmi '1Wt ~m lfR ~ ~ ~ if 
~ If'~ ,,!~aT ~ f'l: ~ wn:m ~ 
qr 1HJ ~) iq'rrit ~ it; ~T ~~ A 
~~ t-t1fl:!tif'f."-~ o't ~ ii 

f~~CI'i'if If'r J;[l~ 'if f<fi7:fT 1'IT ~ "') 
(ft ~it qffl ~ I lfff qqit murfqlf 

'~qqr<:: "!T.; <for ~T « it. f~ ';qr<:: 
ii~ ~ I trt[T 'f."RUT ~ ~ ''P'l' J;lR 
~ it <fR' ~errf If'T I i!ij'T ~ it 
it ll"il: ~1 'lfTiffi'f f'f. ~a- A t1R 
9;fT~fif'f." ~fl<llf11:' ~ ~<::t 'f.'T ~iT ~f!fi'if 
cf .. it <r1r ~q'lT<:: ~ ~ J;[1~ ~'Uit -a-.. 1fT 
f"'1T~ it "1m!' ~) ;;ffit ~ ~l<: ;( ~III'!fI;: 
il:ll OlTtt ~T fIfO <l8a ITrT'! ~ ~T ~f~c 
it iI9 CT mqr .. ", ~ orGff~ cf 9;f1f "1<!;r 
~ ~~ it fON, mfifif'f." ~1 ~ I 

'A"ll"ef l1f.~, ~<m'f ~ ~ f~ "l!lf1:~T 
~ orGf ll"ii: q;f;rT ~l!a-r <:'1' <it "ff ~lffl 

~1l'R1' ij'TOf;f( ~ itffi it lJT'f; l1~T it 
9;I"'lifT 'I1I't1T <tt fii~ii f~ t1T I itt\' 
~ff it ii"i!:T m ~~f~m~~~T 
ff'lfrr ontrlf a- ~ .. t fir..f'li ~ ~ I 
I5fTl«ft ~ tlillT it ~ fIfO ~ ft 
~ ~ fir. ~mr ~ 'liT 'flT 
Q'fT ~m ~, ~!fi'if ~: ~ if 
..,.~ w ~ Ifill '1T: 
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"I dealt with the whole ques-
tion not from the quantitative 
paint of view, if I may say so, but 
the qualitative point of view. The 
thing itself is so bad; whether 
quantitatively it is exceedingly 
limited, did not matter to me. A 
thing so bad, as I said, is a re-
versal of history." 

1lifit <r.i -I "GT if '3<if~ 'f.'~ Gl ! 

~'f.t llll: ~f 'f.'~ 'iT : 

"The military aid given by the 
United States to Pakistan is like-
ly to create the conditions which 
facilitate and encourage aggres-
sion." 

"Changing the balance of things 
in India and Asia." 

"i.~'f.t 'f.'~T f'f. 11~ OTgCT lflyf", f(lifer 
'3~~ ["f ~ I ~~ 9i~ ~ f1f,' ~ IFIll' 
'iff ~) ~iiT'f.' ~T!i'fT 'ifTf~ 'iT Cfi[ i[lf 
'1Tr1'i 't "\11 ~T!iT 'Ai, ~ ~f ~~ 
it "") ~~ ~T~;:rr 'ifff~((, ~ IFTiFfT 
f: 11i[ ~ ~1 ~T!i'fT 'ifflIi1f ~ I 
q-,gor if ;;rarerf' ~ ~ ;ff;;r if 
;q-Rllf'flh: or~1 -FTerT i;(l"( ~,(l1f'flh:crr 
~ ~''i llll:;;f'r '!;Ort.;;, m~T Cf'!IT 
;qqr~fq<fi'ciT 'f.'T;;ir Hf;T orlfer ~ ~~1f,') 

~ er'f ~ mm: ilir ~erT ~ m, 
llll: ~~ ~i<: ;;r.,;1 ~ ~f,Fq' if@ 
;r.mT ~ f1f,' ~T ~T 'f;'Tlfcr Il\ ~ ~'T.fT 

.1I',~<fT ~,i't ~ ftf~ 1fT fq~T ~ 

ffiCT if ;;n 'fo'{ 1f,'T1f 1f,'\~ fuT:t cfllT, if@' 
~, CT<T erf. ~~ ~Ii't <mI'r ~ ~ I 

'lfT;;r ~~'t ~~ 1il~, omrr '1ft 
"!''It "'T tTt I 1ft !fr~ ~rme: ~~ lIl'T OfIff 
t:t~~t Ilf( ~~U~ 
flr"cff 'IT<'rf~ ~ ~ If{ 

m't 'j'flit ~ ~11I' WR: .~ 
~1l'I'.mr ~ q1lfT~ Il\ .ttm ~ 
'lit I ,"If · ... ,t l"l' ttl' f(;:r ~ ~ It 
tT'fif ~ it ~~) Iffl ~ 
~ ftf~ ~ {(.f.aT i i1!f;:-;r Ili cmw 
fir<;r·ft ... ,f;tt I 0'1 • If( ~ifT ~df 
~ f'f;' ~ij'q ~ 'f."T ~f. il'fT ~( ~ 
qnrf~,;fq;r 1fT tf1i il'fT f~rn;ft;r /fiT 
~lfr ilfT ~ I ~iid' ~ ~.~ ttft 
~it {)1rf ~('for ~cr.fr ;;r(O{l- ~Wf ~ 
1R'I'fr ... ,f~4 'fliif.fo ~ lfI'IT 
~ ~ ;:r<ffif 1ff a Wq 1ft ~ 
~ ~<T ~QflfT W ~ I ~~ 
{if ',"<ffli 'for ~,f ~m ~e<f or~ ~ m~ 
~~f;!ftS ~'f ~);ft ;;it 1fTCf'fT lfT;ftfu' 
lilf'f(i ~rcft ~ ;a-', :1Ii: ~<'I' if ~~ 
t I ~~ <1ft: it l,f.T ~"T ~ f1f,' qT<f 

~ ~ ~ q-f~r ~"tlf~ 
~ ftl:~5ror It>'T orlf=r 5,,, f{('(rn'T 
o;fn:: u>{Tlf f~cf it ~frn 1f( f.nrif'@' 
~ I ~ti~ ii,¥f i[f ;;ri; ~+i ~d' ~ f'f;' 
'Awr-f'flh: ~ifT 'iflf~Q; ci': qWl'f'flh: 
ij;q<;r ~'l1lTii ~ 1fI~ if {f if@' 
~ ~~ '1<1~ err it ~ifT 't~ciT 
~ f'fi' lift m<: lfiTW:on ~ ~ it ~ 
~;jf~ ~Ic~'flh: ~ifT 'iflfir~ I 'm'JT 
~ ~.,f ;iforllTifr 'ATCfIlli·r.CTf1lf1 ~ f"'~ 
!ffo ~o 480 'f.I1:" it er~i, ~"fr;;r.rn 
~ if, forq-, ~;q-i<: {({'.(.T' ~ ~ Iq';m( 

~ ~ if i{ii f,,~ ;r"ITl(T ~ I ~Q; 

~;jf it ~ it $ lifT '-!7ro{rn 
~ I1rlfor if ~i>r 9;fT(l1f.,..h ;r"ifT ~ I 

q;:cr if it ~rll' ~~r It>'T ~ 
qTiJr t mf'fi' ~')1:r ~~ it f;rifT, 
iir1f[f;;r1f,' ~ifi(fT it f;r;rr ~ro t1r 
~~ if@' {) !f~ I ~f ~ it 
~fq(tt ~ ~ 'fiT ~~'1fr tJQ1' 
1fT I .. " ..... ,.(~) .•• 
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[11ft 1flJ f~] 
ttm ~r <tt ~fi:dr ~ ~T i I 
wr;;r q it ;-r;sr~ f1f ii ~ ~ ~f <l ~ I tt rtiT 
~~. ~ ~1 i f'fi ~l'~ ~r 1{ 
:sfi f" ~(~ ~~ qlj ~ \l:rr'~ ~F~ 
.rrnr.~T, ~~t;;rif Cf.fi'~ 
1R it ~ ~ $l'T f'fi ~;m:1 (!f ~W 
1f <tilt ~ ~ t ~ Cf<f> ~ ~ it; 
f\;It!; 1:tTo ~ ~f~ fq{t't ~r>Jt>'lfUf 'fiT 1t'Ff-
~ ~ 1lf~~rr,T, ~ tt'Sl'ivfifT 
~ f<f> :ql~ ~rti[lf ~) lIT ~~ ~r, 
if'iffiifi ~i If'{ fq{fQilfl 1fT ~ffleltf 

~ifT,$lt f~ "ill!' iIT'1'I'f it; I1lf~ 
{f lIT f<1'{t't qr~ ~f lfT ~~ fq~T 

~" 'Wi1: ~ ~Rif~ ~r it ~fl~ 
IIi1:f <:~ ~ iif 'fiflT # 'q\;f ifT? ~ 
q-]T it; '!'r;ft 'l:T +m:rTI ~;:r ~ ~0Tlff 

t, ~ '!O~1' ~ f<fi ~rTlf 
<til' ~;rr it; :oft it 'IT 'lim ~ 
~'i~i I it~~~~fr ~ ~ I 
~tmfif'i:r.q;7CiT~R~.,ar it; ~rm<: 
If'{, ~fi< ,-;err ~r <{Of ~~ ~ 

"iii' ~ ~iq q~it ~i'ilr ~ ij' W1 
~rf.f(f, 9;(r.i,f;r-i; oiR "Ifrorr ~fur q;w 
OR: 'lTitit 

SHRI SANT BUX SINGH (Fatch-
PI1I'): Mr. Speaker, Sir, we mee·t to-
day under a situation that is causing 
concern in every section of this House, 
in every part of this country, and I 
would like to stress on behalf of my 
party that as far as the anxiety ov2r 
the Soviet arms aid to Pakistan is 
concerned I think that the·re is hardlY 
any difference of opinion. The diffe-
rence lies in this, that some people 
would like to make this an issue for 
criticising the Soviet Union more than 
is necessary. There are some friends 
who would like to use this occasion 
for changing our trade pattern, for 
changing our economic policy. We 
cannot make this an occasion for dea-
ling in irrelevance. 

There has been a abUt in the Soviet 
. polley. 

The Prima Minister has said it. the 
Deputy Prime Minister has said it. 
but what happens? This was well-
illustrated today and was So evident 
from the speech that Shri Madhlt 
Limaye has just delivered. Here are 
things which have been said but the 
OPposition refuses to listen to them. 
Thp opposition refuses to get together' 
on a national isSUe like this and join 
with all other parties and put to our 
peoPle the reel situation We face. 

The change that has come in the· 
international sphere is not of our 
making. It does not mean that our 
pOlicy of non-alignment has proved 
a failure. It only shows that the 
policy of blocs has proved a failure. 
And if evidence were needed of how 
'elevant non-alignment is, we could 
not have seen a better exhibition than 
what we saw in the debate today. 
Every opposition party was lecturing 
to our party that we should follow 
the policy of non-alignment. For years 
Preside-nt Ayub was fuil of admiration 
for the success of the Indian foreign 
policy and, if I am wrong one has only 
to refer to his book "Friends And not 
Masters. For years he has tried and 
today Pakistan ia benefited by fol-
lowing a policy which was of our 
making. 

What we face today and I would re-
quest han. Members of the opposi-
tion as also members of this side to 
put it before the country, is that a 
situation has come where the two 
super-pow'~rs are coming more and 
more together, where the unity of in-
terest of these two powers brings 
them so close together that they are 
prepared to bully, to browbeat all the 
other smaller nations. Soviet Russia, 
I am afraid. can no longer be counted 
as an Ideological power. What has 
been done in the shape of giving of 
arms to Pakistan is not as important 
as the challenges that we will face 
tomorrow when preSSUre is brought 
to bear on us on the signing of the 
nuclear treaty. when pressure t. 
brought to bear on IJII to hinder OUl' 

crowth. . 
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SHRI M. L. SONDHI (New Delhi): 

"Why should 10u 10 to Geneve.? W. 
are a near-nuclear power. We should 
alot join non-nuclear powers. 

. SHRI SANT BUX SINGH: I am not 
taking the advice of JJIJ brilliant fri-
-elld, Professor Sondhi, who keeps on 
.suggesting a tremendous number of 
negative and imaginative measures-
we shoUld nOt go there or to some 

-other place. We always hear in this 
House about having a treaty with So-
viet Russia, having a defence pact 
with Burma or some other country. 
PJoease let us remember that it is not 
fOr us alone to decide with whom we 
can have a pact Or a treaty. This 
country has followed the path which 
Shri Vajpayee has advocated. the 
policy of independence, the policy of 
flexibility, the policy of peace, the 
policy that stoOd against explOitation 
by any other country. Only the oppo-
sition will not grant us this, and we 
do not grudge that, for it is the duty 
of the opposition to criticise Us for 
what we do or what we do not do. 
Yet, it is also the duty of the opposi-
tion, for once, to go to our people and 
to tell our people that the time has 
come when India is about to break-
through in the economic sphere, that 
we are going to see that pressure will 
be brought SO that licences will be 
withheld, that all sorts of projects will 
be delayed because no country is really 
intETested in India's growth. India is 
going to stand on its own. As Shri 
Limaye has admitted, he heard in Ru-
mania that Russia is browbeating 
other nations to sign the non-prolife-
ration treaty. India is on~ country 
thl't has refused to sign it. If we 
haVe to ao something today, we do 
not have to protest to Soviet Russia. 
We are not a slavish people. It is not 
lor US to I!O about sending protest 
notes, saying that you are wrong. 

'1'here is only one people whom WP. 
have to go to and that is OUr own 
people. We have to tell them that the 
1ime has come for yet greater sacrl-

(A.M.) 

flees, for yet greater IOlldarit7 aDd if 
need be, we shall stand against the 
attack of. any exploitor that DIII7 
come or any aggressor that tna7 tread 
On our soiL 

I do not agree with Shri Dange w.bo 
sees dift'erence between the .~_ 
givers.' The 'gun-giver' is alway. 
wrong and he is much more Wl'OIl6 It 
he happens to profess socialism, de-
mocracy and progress in this world. 
What the Soviet Union has done-and 
it is merely an opinion and not a pro-
test-is something that is not fair, 
not just, not socialistic. One of the 
first losses in this country will bio that 
the capitalists will try to create all 
opinion whereby progressive opinloa 
in this country would suft'er. We have 
to have a balance so thal this thing t. 
not misused and something small ja 
not so made that the large interesr. 
of this country suft'er. We shall be 
grateful to the Soviet Union for what.. 
ever it has done, ,but we cannot dl"-
mand anything from this as of rlgh\, 
We are not their colony; We are not 
their dependency; We are not their 
responsibility. Our responsibility is 
to our people our responsibility is .. 
stand by right principles and not to 
bow down. It is a fad that till we 
are a powoerful nation there. Will be 
people who will bulJy us, who will 
try to exploit us and there will be 
preBJures brought UPOn Us from tm. 
to time. Yet everyday we have t. 
our strength and to stan'd against the.e 
pressures and I hope that We shall 
continue to withstand them, not b7 
sending protests but by being eelf-
reliant, responsible and flexible ... 
OUr approach. 

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI ()ladural): 
Mr. Speaker, this morning ourPrime 
Minister told us that the entire fore-
ign policy that has been pursued b7 
the Government of India haa bets 
amply vindicated. I do not know as 
what she basel this statement. Baa the 
fact that today the Soviet Unlon lIM 
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decided togi~ arms to Pakistan vin-
dicated the entire foreign policy? 

1 am really unable to understand 
on what it is that she bases th1ll 
statement. On the other hand, it has 
been admitted by the Deputy PrIme 
Ifln.ister that there has been a shift 
in the policy of the Soviet Union. It 
is not a questiOn of giving arms. That 
is not the major thing. To my mind. 
the major thing IS whether there has 
been shift and whether this shift IS 
only now. When our Government 
signed that agreement in Tashkent 
did it not notice a shift in the policy 
of the Government of the Sovit"1. 
Union? 

The other day, for example, our 
Prime Minister told a group of Cong-
ress Members to whom she tallred-
I am speaking from newspaper re-
ports-that th~ Soviet Union's posi-
tion with regard to Kashmir is that it 
is to be settled between India and 
Pakistan. Was that the position of the 
Soviet Union in 1954, 1963 or 1964? 
Absolutely not. Their position at that 
time was that Kashmir was an irre-
vocable part of India. Today they 
say that it is a matter to be ~tt1ed 
between the two. 

Therefl)re let us realise that what 
We are today discussing is not merely 
the qUe5lion of giving some arms to 
Pakistan or anything like that. The 
fundamental question is what has 
happened to the entire foreign policy 
of the Government. Has it succeeded? 
That is the whole question. Of course, 
my Swatantra Party friends this mor-
ning said that they wanted the Gov-
ernment of India to follow a policy of 
real non-alignment. I am glad that 
they say that they want 'real non-
alignment,' because their position. at 
~ rate of the Swatantracharya, Shri 
Rajagopalachariar, has been that 
India's security lies in Our lurvln, a 
.u.htary pact and in handing over tboe 
aefence of this country to the United 
~tates. 

SHRI RANGA: No. 

SHRI P. RMAMURTI: I can quote 
chapter and verse from the Stbara;tla !his is what he had been writing day 
III and day out and Shri Minoo Masani 
had been stating. I am glad that 
they have changed that position. 

SHRI NATH PAl: If tliey have. 

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI: If they hav ... 
I am not absolutely certain that th!.~y 
have changed. That is a different 
ma~ter. But my point is: Has oae 
pohcy been one, of real non-align-
ment. The Deputy Prime Ministoc 
said today that we have not been 
subjected to any pressure at aU. It is 
good. I suppose it was on our own 
volition that We accepted devaluation 
not becau~e there was any Arnerica~ 
pressure. I suppose it was on our OWll 
volition that we agre~ we will not 
have trade with North Vietnam but 
we wili have· trade with South Viet-
nam. I sUPPOse it was also on ou,' 
own volition that we refUsed to allow. 
under the Sea Cst oms Act. books from 
North Vietnam while we allowed 
books from South Vietnam. This ia 
wonderful non-alignment without 
any pressure. 

My point is: After all how eal> 
theI'le be an independent foreign 
policy? An independent foreip 
policy follows from an independent 
economy. So long a~ our Government 
during the last 20 years has refused 
to adopt its policy of making thia 
country econOmically ind'cpendent 
and strong, all talk of saying that we 
are following an independent foreign 
policy is just bunkum. You cannot do 
it. That is why we have been yield-
ing to pressure from time to time. 
This is a basic fact at life that cannot 
be wished away. I am just talking 
about principles as the time at my 
disposal is very short. 

It has been said that Pakistan hu 
been able to get by its diplomacy, 
arms from China and if has beeft 
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Ible to get arms from USA and the 
Soviet Union. Why is it OUr diplo-
macy has failed? It is a very simple 
question. After all, diplomacy is not 
80mething whiCh is exercised in the 
vacuum. Diplomacy must have a cer-
tain set of circumstances iri whiCh to 
Operate.· Diplomacy must have a cer-
tain fundamental backing on which 
10 operate. We do not have indepen-
dent backing becaUSe our -;economy is 
eependent upon somebody else. In 
the absence of that independence, we 
tty to play between the two power 
-blocs. There, a certain amount of in-
dependence is possible. TTnfortuna-
tely, it has a certain limitation. Be-
yond that, you cannot go. 

In the caS'C of Pakistan, 1<... us Ull-

dcrstand it. We thought We would 
b~ able to get aid from the 'Inlted 
Statcs. Why? BecaUSe we told them 
that We conSider China to be our 
main enemy. They also considered 
bhey want to contain China. There-
fore, there comes the help. Very good. 
Pakistan also said the samething in 
the beginning. Then, later on what 
bapp~ns? Pakistan is able to e:!L.~loit 
this particular situation: thaf we have 
~onsidered III along this particula' 
along as the fundamental sheet-an-
dlor of our foreign policy. 

The han. lady Member, Shrimati 
Tarkcshwari Sinha, was saying that 
there has treen absolute rigidity; ther' 
has be1!n absolute rigidity in this par-
ticuhr question. But Pakistan is able 
to exploit particu13r situation when 
• situation ariS'CS. When Soviet Uruon 
wants that China has got to be iso-
lated, Paki ,tan utilises that particu-
Jar set of circumstances. She gets 
aid from U. S. A. from China and 
from everywhere. This is a funda-
mental f:lct of life which cannot be 
wished away. However much you 
might do, whatever you might do, 
&0 long as your foreign policy is tied 
to. this sheet-anchor, it will not be 
possible for Us to have any manoeUvr-
... capacity. We have got to be 

In this particular situation. ~ is. 
Jur fundamental position. 

The whole question, therefor~, . 
raised today is this. What is it we are 
going to do with rel8rd to our for-
eign policy? Manoeuvrability we 
should, certainly, have. Apart from 
that, when we talk of independence 
of our foreign policy-my hon. fri-
cnd Mr. Piloo Mody talks so mUch 
about it- at least he came to the 
question: Why don't you allow Ame-
ricans to do off-shore drilling? That II 
the independence the Swatantrl peo-
ple want-Why don't You enter into 
an agreement with the Americans 
whatever might be the oondi-
tiO!15? That is the basic thing he was 
harping '~pon. Therefore, with all 
this, America wants you to tight; 
the Soviet Union wants you to fight. 
I do not know. It is afte·· all, power 
politics in India. It is a ve ... v regret-
tab'.~ thing, the soviet Union also 
~'1tering into the field of power poli-
tics in India. 

In the circumstances, our diplomacy 
bas be"n so wonderful that we could 
not get any of our friend;, either the 
Soviet Union or the United States 
or Great Britain, except our claims 
vi,-a-vis China or vis-a-vis Pakistan 
This is our wonderful position. He 
talked about the Soviet Union map. 
In 1967, they did not accept your 
claims vis-a-vis China. Th'!! United 
State; did not accept that also. Tl,e 
other da.\', the hon. lady Member, 
Shrim3ti Tarkeshwari Sinha talked 
about it. The United States does not 
aceept your claims. I do not know 
what the position of Britain is. It is, 
problbly. the same. They do not ac-
cept your claim with regard to Kash-
mir also. This is the wonderful posi-
tion of our diplemaey. And yet they 
will say, 'you ft«ht each other and you 
also flght China. Why? They may hive· 
their own interest in that. My whole' 
point is this. Are we to pull the 
chestnut out of the tire for the Soviet 
Union or for America? My conten-
tion i.l that our policy during the 
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last ten years has been policy at 
pulling the chestnut out of the fire 
for otb,er people. We dij not think 
in ternts of our own interest. We did 
not think not only in terms of our 
interest but also in tenns of an inde-
pendent foreign policy. On the other 
hand, we have been forled willy 
nilly to submit to pressures from 
those people to whomsoever we are 
beholden far getting e~onomic aid, 
ll.nancial aid and so on. This is the 
funda~ental thing. Therefore, when 
we have to .discuss the whole ques-
tion, I feel that unless we are able to 
discuss the whole question thorough-
ly and come to some understanding, 

. an adjournment motion is not going 
to help. People h!lve got different 
understandings; Mr. Piloo Mody h~s 

got a certain understanding; Mr 
Vajpayee, in 'spite of his asertion of in-
dependence--I do not know how 
he is going to asert that-has got a 
certain understanding. Therefore I 
say that if we are serious abou t ' il, 
let us sit down and discuss it. Mrs. 
Tarkeshwari Sinha was saying that 
\he rigidity must go. Certainly rigi-
dity must !'lo. How will that go un-
less in this country we are prepared 
to create an atmosphere for il? Cer-
tainly this rigidity must go and we 
must be ab~e to open the ways of 
settlement of disputes with oth'zr 
countries so that we need not depend 
on other people. The Home Minister 
was saying the other day that they 
were betrayers of the country, they 
were the enemies of the country, 
they wcre traitors; in Parli.'1ment the 
statement was such. I am not angry 
with them for having said that. But 
realism will dawn on people, realism 
will down not only on the' Congress 
Party but also, I am sure, on even 
,tne Swatantra Party, on the J~n 

. Sangh and on every party that ulti-
'mately we have to be friends with 
our neighbours, we have to settle "'ur 
problems with them ...... (InteN'up-
tlons) . 

Mrs. Tarkeswari Sinha was saying 
about it, that rigidity must roo (In-
terruptions) 

SHRI M. L. SONDHI: Let US De-
gotiate with China on Tibet first. 

SHRI P. RAMAMURTI: So unless 
we are able to do something 'on that 
and on that basis think of an inde-' 

,pendent foreign policy based upoa 
our own strength, nothing is going .to 
happen. After aU, we are toyed bet-
wo~n this power aild that power and 
ultimately we will be the butt of every 
nation .... 

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
may conclude. 

SHRJ P. RAMAMURTI: I do not 
have much time to deve·lop that point. 
Finally I want to make one position 
dear and that is this. As far as my 
Party is concerned, we are opposec1 to 
any socialist country giving arms to 
any country except for the purpose 
of fighting imperialism. 

18.30 hrs. 
[MR. DEPUTy-SPEAKER in the Chair] 

Anything else is playing power 
politics; be it done by China, be it 
done by the Soviet Union, be it done. 
by ':Iny country, we are opposed to 
that particular position. That is why 
we say that so far as we are con-
cerned, w,~ 'mllst think of the seri-
'ousness of the situation that has 
arisen inside our country and think 
of '~ realignment of our foreijIJI 
policy. 

SHRI TRIDIB KUMAR CHAU-
DHURI (BerhampaI'C): Many people 
wondered why on this question of 
the ·Pak-Soviet arms deal I evell 
tabled a motion Of censure against 
Government and lined up with friends 
of the Swatantra Party and the J_ 
Sangh from whom I stand polit~caUy 
poles apart. So I have to offer aa 
explanation. I can do that only by 
dilating on one aspect of the matter 
which has so far not received BUftI-
cient attention. It has been mentioned 
by the Deputy Prime Minister also-
retE'r to the new-found interest whiclt 
the Soviet Union has started taking 
regarding our dispute with PakistllJl 
over the Farraka Barrage. I need not 

dilate about other things becaU!M! 
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tliey have been sufficiently discussed 
in this House. The Prime Minister 
and also the Deputy Prime Minister 
have said that the Soviet Prime Min-
ister h'3S exerted no pressure, that 
they had suggested no arbitration, 
they only suggested that we should 
settle our dispute with regard to 
Ganga waters with Pakistan peace-
fully. 

Here I am reminded 'Of two other 
facts in our relations with Pakistan. 
They pertain to the Berubari dispute 
and one 'Other. Originally, there was 
no dispute. but suddenly 'On the 
Bengal bDrder, after the tWD inter-
national tribunals dealt with the 
border questiDn, Pakistan whipped 
up this dispute about Hili and Beru-
bari. Our External Affairs depart-
ment became wise and made a SDrt 
Qf package deal with reg:ard to the 
eastern bDrder. Pakistan ,give up its 
dispute with regard to its claims on 
Hili and we had tD surrender half 
tJf Berubari. Th'3t is 'One experience. 

Then the history of the Ind us 
Waters dispute is there. That was a 
question 'Over which, as President 
Ayub Khan has said in his autobiD-
graphy, he was prepared tD go tD war 
with India. 

In regard tD the Ganga waters, 
althDugh I am a layman with regard 
tD irrigatiDn engineering and all that, 
I know this much that whoever 
knDWS abDut East Bengal knDws that 
irrigatiDn waters is nD problem SD 
far as it is concerned. They came up 
with the Ganga-KDb'3.dak project and 
are nDW talking 'Of the Sanra barrage 
project. News has already appeared 
in the Pakistan press that they have 
approached the World Bank On this 
issue. In the case Of the Indus 
'waters, we bed 'Only the pressure 'Of 
tile USA and the WDrld Bank upon 
us; this time it will be the pressure 
of the Soviet Union too added to 
that. All this is surely coming. It 
is no use the Prime Minister or the 
Deputy Prime Minister co~ here 
and telling us that there is 110 kind 
1051 (Ai) LSD-16. 

(A.M.) 

of pressure, that we '8re not goin, 
to accept the suggesti'On of arbitra-
tiDn or anything of the kind. If past 
experience is any guide, it is as sure 
as anything that 'Over this matter we 
are in for serioUs l'I!verses. I need 
not dilate on the importance of the 
Ganga barrage project, everybody 
knows that. On it the future Of the 
port Of Calcutta and the future eco-
nomy of Eastern Indioa depends. Two 
thirds 'Of the work is already com-
pleted. NOw if due to SDviet pres-
sure or some kind of foreign pressure 
we agree tD accePt this matter as a 
dispute which we have to talk out 
with Pakistan. then we are surely 
facing '3. serious threat to our econD-

,mic future. 
In all these matters, in our rela-

tiDns with Pakistan, in our relatiDns 
with big pDwers, somehDw or 
other I feel that our pelicy makers 
are guided by dogma. Mr. Ramamurtl 
and Mrs. Tarkeshwari Sinha referred 
to r'igidity 'Of -apprDach. I do not Sly 
rigidity 'Of approach. If the history 
and experience 'Of the past twenty 
years is any guide, it is sheer CDm-
placency and nDthing else. For th~ 
past three years, even befDre Tash-
kent, there have been sufficient indi-
cations that Soviet pDli'cy vis-a-vis 
India and Pakistan was changing. 
The Soviet Union still remains a 
friend and there is no dDubt abDut 
the fact that he have an abiding inte-
rest in the cDntinuing friendship of 
the SDviet UniDn, but have the Ex-
ternal Affairs Ministry been vigilant 
enDugh, have our diplomats been 
vigilant, have our Government beeD. 
vigilant? Why were these changes 
nDt fDllDwed, Why were counter 
moves nDt taken? It has been sald 
that we have lost our manDuver-
ability. Why have we lost it? BecaUSe 
we have lost our leverage in Forelp 
Mairs. 

The Prime Minister has referred 
'to the fact that the 'Old bl-P'3rttsan 
division of the world is no longer 
there, and even people belonclDi to 
former rival blocs are lnterestecl In 
making friends with the membe1'l ot. 
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the other bloc. That is quite true, 
but at the same time it is also true, 
a hard reality, that people, parti-
cularly big powers, do not sell arms 
to other .countries only in order to 
foster peace. So we must be bold 
enough to tell the Soviet Union that 
the"!r decision to sell arms to Pakis-
tan will not be in the interests of 
peace or lessening of tension in. the 
Indo:.Pak sub-continent. As we did 
in the past in the case of U.S.A. when 
U.S.A. entered into a military alliance 
with Pakistan, in the case Of the 
Soviet Union also, when the'ir decision 
goes against our vital national secu-
rity interests, whether in the moatter 
of defence or in the matter of our 
vital waterways which we regard as 
Our life line, we should give them 
sufficient indications and also let them 
know that we shall make counter-
moves and find a remedy. 

. -.it f~ ~ (~fT): ~ 
~fGlf, g;mr ~~ ~ 'fl''l:rl< SPA' q;: f'f"fl<: 

'J><: <:~ ~ I ''IC f'f> ~"'" ","T Pi Gfffi If;T mu-
~ ~ f"," ~ 'iT~ f"ffi« O<!m<: 'f.~ I 
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SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY 
(Kendrapara): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, 
Sir, when th'is report of the decision 
of Soviet Russia to supply arms to 
Pakistan was made public, we all 
thought and the country reacted like 
that, namely, that a situation hus 
arisen whiCh is probably more seri-
ous than what happened in 1962 
when China committed aggression. 
This is a situatlon where we thought 
the whole country will stand as one 
man and show national solidarity to 
m~et the new situation. So we ex-
pected that-and some of us suggest-
ed-it is good that the President of 
the country who at this moment in 
Soviet Russia was having talks witb 
the Soviet leaders would report to 
the natlon through Parliament. This 
is a national question; it is not a 
question to be decided by an Ad-
journment Motion Or a no-confidence 
motion. We agree entirely that it 
affects the entire nation. Therefore. 
we expected that at least we shall try 
to evolve a national consensus on thl~ 
issue and then change our entire 
policy and strategy, whatever 'it is, 
according to that formulation. But I 
am sorry to saY-'3nd I am now con-
vinced after what has been said amt 
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~hat has happened in the course uf 
the last few days-that so long as 
this Government is in ch'::lrge of Olll' 
foreigu policy, this country is not 
going to have any independent policy 
whatsoever. If it has a'nything, it 'is 
subservience to some country or 
other. That is very clear n'Ow. 

It is very clear because the Prime 
Minister, as you all remember also 
reacted; that this decision is f~ught 
with great danger. Now, she is not 
even prepared to say what is the 
danger now, It is good that Shri 
Morarji Desa!, the Deputy Prime 
Mmister. now admits that there is a 
shift in policy so far as the Soviet 
Union is concerned. You know that 
n'obody amongst those who have par-
ticipated in this debate, either this 
side or that side, has questIoned the 
~isdom of the Soviet Union to sell its 
arms to any country. We have no 
quarrel with the Soviet Union in that 
regard. Nobody is going to que~tion 
that. But what we are questioning is, 
why is it that Soviet Russia which 
has all along stood behind Us has 
taken this new policy. If it is a .hift 
as has been admitted-I do not know 
whether the Prime Minister also 
agrees with the Depu~y Prime M1ms-
ter if it is a shift-when did th~ 

Government realise that there hu. 
been a shift? The Prime Minis,ec 
says she does not know the quantum 
of supplies; she is not aware of 3ny 
such thing. And then in the ctmfe-
rence when they met the Opposition 
leaders-unfortunately I was not there 
-she is reported to have saId that 
jt did not come to them as a surprise, 
If it did not come to you as a sur-
prise, when did you first know about 
this move? Will they tell us? I want 
to know if there was any talk-as 
.early as in 1966 they met in Tash-
"kent-between Kumaramangalam, 'Our 
.chief of the Army Staff, and Soko-
losky and is it a fact that it was 
hinted then that they are going to 
:supply arms to PakIstan? 

I want to know whether it is not 
a fact from the time when Mikoyan 
visited this country in the year 1964 

there has been a shift in the policy 
Of Soviet Russia and no longer 
Soviet Russia was t'O us what it was 
before? Did they not press that we 
should have some rapproachement 
with Pakistan? The Deputy Pr1me 
Minister oasserts that we are never 
amenable to international pressure. 
But the fact is that you have done 
anything at any time, it is by the 
pressure brought by the other co un -
tries. 

Shri Vajpayee and other hon. 
friends here know wnat was behind 
the Tashkent Agreement. When th~ 

late Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri went 
to Tashkent he had a meeting with 
the leaders of the Opposition. He 
was frank en'Ough to admit cert'ain 
things. He made a promise to the 
cOllntry that we WII! never vacate 
that area of Haii Pir, etc. By that 
time it was known that AmeriC':ln 
was not helping Us in the Pais tan 
war and they were no longer with 
us. Therefore, we were solely depen-
dent on Russia, When a pOl\ltcd 
question was put to him Shri Lal 
Bahadur Shast'i had the sincerity to 
admit before us that he could demand 
a no-war pact and many other things 
but if Russia also wanted th:.t we 
sl~'ould somehow or other come to an 
agreement with Pakistan then prob-
ably it wil! be difficult for him to 
assert his own point Of view. Th3t 
made him, ultimately to agree to the 
Tashkent Dechration' and that prob-
ably was the cause· of his death, 

Therefore, let us admit that we are 
not in a position to say what we want 
to saY. Shri Morarji Desai speaks of 
'strong language'. The resulution 
which the PSP initiated beforp. and 
wanted this House to adopt said: 
"This House regrets.... .... That did 
not condemn anybody. Is "regret" 
strong language? The meaning of the 
word "reE:ret.. in the Dictionary 
is: "distress Or disappointment". 
Even that much yOU are not 
prepared to say. You are saying 
that you are unhappy and you 
are say ina some other things, but you 
do not want this sovereign Parlia-
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ment, which is the nations vOice, to 
assert that we regret. Let us not 
bide facts. If you 'are following 
Gandhiji's honesty, let us honestly 

'admit that we are in such a position 
today that we cannot even speaK out 
our mind freely aga~nst Russia. This 
will be a clear admission Of facts 
because it is known now that so far 
as Russia is concerned we cannot do 
that. I do not ,grudge it. It is good. 
When we were in difficulty Russia has 
extended to Us cooperation in diffe-
rent fields. There is no quarrel a bout 
it. But what h'as happened to our 
position. In the matter of defence we 
are dependent. How can yOU say 
anything against Russia when even 
in the Fourth Five Year Plan we are 
expecting aid to the tune of Rs. 250 
crores and Russi'a will assist us in 50 
projects? In 1959 we had trade with 
Russia to the tune of Rs. 18 crores 
whereas in 1967. according to Govern-
ment figures, it is to the tune of 
Rs. 170 crores. This is apart from the 
other big industries in which they are 
collaborating with us. Now they have 
promised to develop even trade rela-
tions in industnes in which we are 
in great difficulties. Therefore, we 
are in such a helpless apd miserable 
position that we are not in a position 
even to speak out our mind freely. 
When this country is reduced to this 
position, I do not think it can ever 
remain free. 

When I say this, I am speaking with 
some amount of grief. Because, we 
always shout about non-alignment. 
Shri Morarji Desai asserts that this 
Parliament has not rejected it and 
the country has stood bellind it. But 
what is the meaning of non-align-
ment? As the Prime Minisbr her-
helf says, the whole international 
policy of different countries to'iay is 
in a fluid condition. Yet. we parrot-
like chant the mantram. non-align-
ment. What is the use? We wan, an 
active and positive policy. Merely by 
shouting non-alignment you do not 
help anybody; in fact, you harm your-
self. Russians now pretty well that 
these people will not raise their 

finger, whatever else they may do. 
That is why they arc treatinJ;! you 
like this. It is not a question of ideo-
logy. Pakistan does not believe in 
any ideology. Yet, you have to ad-
mit, the dlplomacy Of Pakistan has 
beaten you hollow. 

I know with what pains Shri Dange 
was speaking in this House. He had 
no case. He was telling us how others 
have reacted. But I observpd .hat he 
never told us what his own reaction 
is and wh3t are the intentions of 
Soviet Russia in giving aid to pak'is-
tan at this moment. Is it to expand 
the relationship of amity between 
India and Soviet Russia, by arming a 
war-like aggressor, Pakistan? Is that 
the intention? They are now equat-
'ing, India with Pakistan, 

Therefore, in a situation like this, 
let us think seriously. Though we 
are not facing it now, it is very obvi-
ous that We have to face a very seri-
ous situation in the neoar future, 
because I feel and I believe by this 
arms aid, or sale (whatever you may 
call 1t) the threat to our security. 
even aggression by China and Pakis-
t':ln collaborating with each other, is 
coming nearer. In such a situation 
the whole country has to be united. 
This Government must also declare 
that its reading of the situation is as 
we see it. That is needed today. 

This adjournment motlon, which 
has been brought here today, could 
have been avoided. It has been 
brought forward because the way in 
which the Government is beh'3ving 
makes them deserve censure. At 
the same time. we must point out to 
them that they have to change their 
policies and change their ways. 

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM 
(Visakhapatnam): Mr. Deputy-
Speaker, SIr, a greoat deal of ground 
has already been covered and so I 
will not take much time. From a 
message dated 14th July from Moscow 
we have got the information: "Russia 
will inform us before supplying '3rms 
1 •• Pakist"n." This is a UN! message. 
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[Shri Tennati Viswanatham] 
Surely, the correspondent was very 
near our President at that time. 
19 hrs. 

This morning in the statement given 
by the Prime Minister we were told 
that three weeks prior to this day, the 
Soviet Government had already in-
formed our Government that there 
would be some kind of military help 
and supply of arms to Pakistan by 
the Soviet Union. 

Now, the question before us is: 
"What has our Government been 
doln g in the interval" Apart from the 
question of the shift 1n Russian policy 
which has been taking place for some 
time, this is a definite Get about which 
our Government had information, 
according to their statement, nearly 
three weeks prior to date. 

The Prime Minister in the same 
breath also says that she does not 
know whether actually Gn agreement 
has been made or about the nature or 
quantity of the arms to be supplied. 
Is that a statement which Members 
Of this Parliament elqlected from the 
Prime Minister Of this eoutry in the 
present contrast? ThGt is our 'g.reat 
difficulty. ' 

I agree with all those who say that 
hard words and harsh words against 
a friendly country should not be said 
and that we should 3void noconfl-
dence motions and adjournment 
motions. But, who brought about this 
s'ituation? What was the difficulty 
for the Prime Minister to disclose a 
little more about what has been hap-
pening in and Ground our COuntry? 
It is good of her that she has told us 
about the contents of the letter that 
she addressed to the Prime Minister 
of the Soviet Union. But what is the 
consequence? What is the subse-
quent action? What has she to say; 
what has this Gov'ernment to tell the 
people of this country? In this sUu-
>ation what is the policy which they 
want to follow? Is it simply saying, 
"Let us stand united and do not make 
politics out of it"? The Government 
bring about a situation, a crisis, and 

theIl says, "Do not make politlcs out 
of it." That has been always the 
case with this Government. 

No one is going to make politics out 
Of this. But when we go back and 
when our friends ask us, ''You 500 
chosen Members of this nation, you 
have gone to Delhi; what is the pre-
sent position; where are we; do we 
get aggression again from Paistan?", 
what 1s the answer which we could 
give to them with knowledge? 

Today the Prime Minister has spo-
ken not only to Us but to all the 500 
millions of this country. They will 
be anxiously looking into the news-
papers tomorrow morning to see what 
she has said here. What is there in 
the stGtement which can enthuse thls 
nation? The nation had been struck 
aghast when the news of arms sup-
ply to Pakistan came in the present 
context of political events and in the 
context of the helpfUl way in which 
Russia had been >acting towards India 
all these years. Therefore what is it 
that she wants the people of our 
country to understand now after this 
adjournment motion or after the 
statement whiCh has made? People 
'are anxious to know what thIS Gov-
ernment is going to do. 

Will this Government do anything? 
Will it always remain silent until all 
the forces ,gather against us, st"eng-
then Pakistan by complacence, streng-
then our enemies by complacence, 
allow by our complacence Gnother 
Mlzo Government, underground Naga 
Government to grow with the help of 
China and from an exile government? 

Although she knew for three weeks 
that arms would be supplied-the 
SoViet Government had informed her 
about this-nothing has been done. 
It is this story of complacence tha t is 
the trngedy Of our presentdily politi-
cal life in the country. 

As one friend has said, and it is 
true, that we cannot have an indepen-
dent foreign policy because we have 
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no independent economic life. But 
whose folly is this? After indepen-
dence, instead of strengthening the 

-country ourselves, the Government 
went on depending upon others and 
they thought that it was '3 very good 
game to get help from everybody. 
The Government thought nothing 
about our own self-reliance and of 
taking measures which could go for 
a self-reliant economy or defence. 
The Government went from nation to 
nation JUSt like some improvident. 
man and we always felt, that when a 
nation wanted to give help we were 
a nation commanding credit 'tn tile 
world. 

Now we are in a desperate posi-
tion. The Finance Minister always 
says th'at our economy is in a des-
perate position but we are going to 
come round the corner. Which is 
the corner we are going to come 
round? Everybody agrees that the 
situat'ion is dangerous. If the Gov-
ernment at least took the situation as 
not so seri'Ous, I would have under-
stand. But the spokesmen of the 
Government h'3ve said that the situa-
tion is serious. That is why I 2xpect 
the Prime Minister to take the entire 
House into confidence. Instead of 
jnviting an adjournment motion or a 
No-Confidence motion 'Or even a Call 
Attention notice, Government should 
have come with a proposition, on their 
own, laying down the policy an.d 
saying: 'This is the policy, thIS 
is the position and these are the 
steps Which have to be taken." ThIs 
is what the nation expected of the 
Government. 

THE PRIME MINISTER, MINIS-
TER OF ATOMIC ENERGY, MINIS-
TER OF PLANNING AND MINIS-
TER OF EXTERNALII:"'F~TRS 
(SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI): Mr. 
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, we have had c.ne 
more occasion on which the same 
sort of arguments have been put 
forward. I had presumed that the 
reason for this debate was the pro-
posed Russian arms supply to Palds-

tan. But it was used to talk about 
all types of things including trade 
and commerce, as Shri Pilee Mod,. 
did. We have ene Member of the 
Swatantra Party supporting non-ali-
gnment while we have the mover of 
this adjournment motioO; Shri Pilau 
Mody', speaking against it. At the 
same tir.;.e, it was said that it is Pak-
istan's effort to become non-alien-
ed that has helped her. 

I was pleasantly surprised to hear 
Shri Piloo Mody regarding the UAR 
as a model when he spoke about a 
particular deal. 

19.06 hrs. 

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair]. 

8HRI RANGA: He said that 
Nasser is more intelligent than you. 

SHRI HANUMANTHAIYA: It is in 
very baEl taste to compare like that. 

SHRIMA,TI INDIRA GANDHI: The 
point to be considered with regard to 
foreign collaboration is not the 
terms which are being given, or being 
got, but what the long-term conceS-
sions are and what will be the long-
term economic as well as political 
consequences to the country. I had 
certainly thought that 8hr! Piloo 
Mody would have a sense at respon-
sibility and would not throw his con-
siderable weight in support of such 
fallacious arguments. The Deputy 
Prime Minister has replied to some 
of the points which he made. If we 
go into the facts, the situation can be 
made very clear and the fallacious-
ness of his arguments would be 
proved. But this is not a debate on 
economic affairs. I do not think It 
would be proper to take the time of 
the House on these matters. 

The peculiar aspect of this debate 
is that most of what has been said 
about the main subject. I.h9t is, the 
Russian arms supplied Pakistan, i. 
in support of what I have already 
said on the subject that is, the con-
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[Shrimati Inqira Gandhi] 
cern with which we view it and the 
likely effect on Pakistan having this 
sort of encouragement. Many of the 
questions which were raised have al-
ready been replied to in the morning. 
For instance, as to the question of 
why We did not want to accept the 
resolution, it was not a question of 
quarrelling . with the wo~ds of the 
resolution but with the very idea of 
it and whether, for the first time in 
its history, Parliament shoUld pass 
such a resolution with regard to .lnly 
one of the many countries from wt.ich 
Pakistan has been buying arms, 3pe-
cially when it has been receiving 
gifts of arms in vast quantities from 
other countries. That was the ques-
tion there. It was not a question of 
words as has. been made out by Shri 
Dwivedy's party 

We have heard the usual arguments 
about being pressurised, and one han. 
Member went to the extent of saying 
1ihat( eve,.tJ. when a delegation goes 
somewhere, it is because of pressure. 
I think, the pressure is from the other 
side, that is, not those who invite but 
those who want to go. Delegations 
go where there are invit.ations and I 
do not know of any invitations from 
other countries such as the U.S.A. or 
any other country which have been 
refused. (Interruptions). 

SHRI PlLOO MODY: Tourist ones. 

SHRlMATI INDIRA GANDHI: That 
is a matter of opinion. 

Another question which seems to be 
a matter of opinion here is the defi-
nition of 'non-alignment'. Today we 
have seen that every party has given 
its own version of what 'non-align-
ment' should be. That. of course, was 
to be expected. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Let us nOW 
hear yours. 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: I 
have given my version at every 
single debate and I shall give it. again. 
Do not think that you are gomg to 
escape it even if you want to. 

Anyway I have welcomed this 
debate as I do any other debate 
because it does giVe the opportunity 
for Us to re-state our position and it 
is of special importance at this 
moment when pUblic opinion is dis-
turbed and concerned. 

The conduct of foreign affairs in a 
democratic society is always a difficult 
problem. Many things becume more 
difficult because of the constant pub-
licity. . . . 

SHRI PILOO MODY: Pressures. 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: No 
'pressures' much as you would like to 
get me say that, but you arc not going 
to succeed. 

Even the countries which have a 
long history and tradition of modern 
Parliamentary institutions have not 
been able to find a real, satisfactory 
answer to this problem, because the 
issues we face are complex and many 
relevant factors are hidden or obs-
cure even to specialists, to say nothing 
of lay people. On top of this, this is 
a subject, in dealing with which there 
are always manY prejqdiccs and mis-
conceptions. Any responsible person, 
and mOre particularly the Govern-
'ment has to deal with these mat-
ters in a spirit of discretion and with 
some reticence because other govern-
ments and other nations are involv-
ed and any loose or unguarded words 
would easily harm the very interests 
which we have to protect. But hap-
pily we are functioning as a demo-
cracy and the public is not only 
entitled to take active interests in 
foreign affairs and foreign policies, 
but we are glad to say that it is 
actuallY doing so. And it, therefore, 
becomes our duty to help to build ilP 
an enlightened public opinion OIll 
these matters, specially, as I said, at 
a moment like this when this news, 
this new development, has caused 
such a grave concern amongst the 
people. 
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A great many generalisations have 
been made, as is perhaps natural in 
a debate like this an.d as will con-
tinue to be made on a subject as 
wide as foreign policy. Some are 
sound, some could be accepted with 
qualifications and some, if I may say 
so with great respect, are completely 
pointless. Bqt sweeping formulations, 
even if valid in the abstaract, do not 
take us very far. We have to deal 
with concreate situations, ~ach ~llvolv
ing a variety of consdierations and 
circumstances. 

Many members have suggested ~hat 
we must have a realistic approach. 
It is difficult to say what realism 
means in their minds or in their lang-
uage' because, we have seen that each 
member described even the existing 
situation in a completely different 
light from the other. 

Some members tried to point out 
a difference in what I had said and 
the words the Deputy Prime Minister 
used with regard to a shift in policy. 
I will just say that while han. mem-
bers are very happy to talk-and we 
like listening to their voicef-unfor-
tunately they do not like equally to 
listen to ours. Things that have been 
said again and again on the tioor of 
the House are completely ignored, as 
if they had just never been said at 
alI. My statement made this morn-
ing and also the remarks on this 
subject which I had made in the last 
few days talking either to members 
of the Opposition or to members of 
my own Party, was a de.cription of 
the changing internatiaonal scene. If 
a changing scene does not mean 
movement, I do not know what does. 
What I said was that if the Soviet 
Union has changed in some manner. 
We must see it in the cont.ext of all 
the other changes which have taken 
place. And when I said that we were 
not taken by surprise, it was not that 
some definite information had been 
given, but because, as han. members 
know, speculation on this matter. ha.d 
been rife, and we c~rtainly had mdl-

cation that the Soviet Union wanted 
to have closer relations . with Pakis-
tan, although they assured Us that 
this would in no way affect their own 
friendship with us or our own inte-
rests. We haVe no reason to believe 
that they would want to injure our 
interests in any way. 

Friendship is not exclu;;i-"e. If yeu 
are friends with a person, I do not 
think you can prevent that person 
from having friendship with ano-
ther person. This is specially so in 
the context of the present situation 
where as I said this morning, all the 
landmarks of the international scene 
which we had considered to be almost 
permanent fixtures twenty yearS ago 
or even ten years ago are disappear-
ing gradually, and the old tensions 
are no longer sO sharp. Antag'lhisms 
which seemed very definite, and even 
tense of one bloc or another, are Ie9ll 
sharp and now even the two super 
Powers, the USA and the USSR, try 
to multiply their contacts with each 
other and to build bridges, regard-
less of ideological and other difter-
ences, bypassing, the bloc structures. 
This has naturally transformed the 
scene to a considerable extent. I 
cannot say whether this has helped to 
reduce tension, but it does seem that 
the breaking out of armed confuct 
is becoming' more difficult. In this, 
it seems that the interests of the 
Soviet Union and the USA will coin-
cide, and this is a factor which must 
be welcomed by us. 

AN HaN. MEMBER: Not in the 
case of local wars. 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: That 
is why I had this morning said that 
our concern with this supply of arms 
to Pakistan was not because this 
would in any way immediately 
threaten us or that we did not frel 
strong enough to deat with any threat 
which might emerge, but only be-
cause of its encouragement to a parti-
cular hostile attitude which Pakistan 
takes with us. 
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[Shrimati Indira Gandhi] 
In this connection, Shri Ramamurti 

made a very interesting point. Obvi-
ously, we cannot always think in 
terms of enmity with our neighbours, 
but this is not a new point. Practi-
cally in every debate I have been 
saying that we do not take a rigid 
attitude on any of these subjects. We 
do keep the door open, and the very 
fact of our meeting with Pakistan 
and discussing various matters shows 
that we are willing to discuss ltems 
but naturally there has to' be a pro-
per atmosphere, and we cannot ignore 
our national interests. 

Many speakers have harked back to 
the Tashkent declaration, to the 
Kutch Tribnual and to many other 
things like that. All those matters 
have been debated at great length 
here and replies have been given. So 
there is no point in going into them 
again. It may be that some hon. 
Members do not approve of what was 
done, but to say that we did it be-

,cause somebody was sitting over us 
or was forcing us to sign on some-
thing, is I think a very unfair state-
ment to make it is completely base-
less. 

I said earlier that when we express 
our great concern, and we have done 
so to the government of the Soviet 
Union in no uncertain terms, it was 
more because of this encouragement 
which the leaders of Pakistan would 
get. This morning I have mentioned 
as some han. Members have also 
done, to the speeches made by some 
Pakistani leaders which haVe been 
rather hostile and have taken a harder 
view than they had been taking late-
ly, but since then another speech has 
been made. I do not know whether 
we can place reliance on it, but I 
learn that the President of Pakistan, 
sproking in Teheran, has said that 
this deal would cause "no trouble 
whatsoever" between his country and 
India. I do not know what this 
means, but if it means that he is 
going to review ·his own stand and 
'his country's stand and take a more 
friendly attitude, then certainly we 
will welcome it. As I have stated on 

many occasions, We would welcome 
friendship with our neighbours, but it 
must not go against our national in-
terests. I think that within our 
national interests there is plenty or 
scope for us to normalise our rela-
tions with Pakistan. 

I was asked here for my own defi-
nition of our non-alignment. I have 
got here a speech which I made on 
a previous occasion, I think in April 
of this year, where I gave a definition 
of our policy. I do not know how 
we can change such a policy. If the 
han. Members say that in the imple-
mentatiOn of the policy there has 
been rigidity, certainly we can see 
how to be more flexible, Another 
Member rightly said that for some 
reasons, and those reasons were be-
yond our control, we haVe lost some 
of our manouverability. That is be-
cause of aggression on our borders. 
That aggression did put us in a parti-
cular situation from where it was not 
easy to mOVe around. We did feel 
that difficulty but it is something 
which we had to face; we cannot 
escape. I believe that even with that 
difficulty we have been widening our 
contacts. This I mentioned also this 
morning when I talked about my own 
visit to certain countries with which 
we had no enmity but also no close 
contacts. Similarly the Government 
has embarked upon bridge building 
activity and I feel that we are gain-
ing new friends and new contacts 
and have far closer relations and 
understanding on economic co-opera-
tion with many countries. 

I had given the definition of our 
objective, ..... 

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: We 
remember that.... (lnteTTuptions.) 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: I 
told you that you cannot escape it. I 
said on 5th April, 1968: 

" .... I believe that where there 
is friendship we must enlarge it, 
where there fq indiffl'TenCC, we 
must remove it, and where there 
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is hostility, we should try to blunt 
it. What are permanent and set 
are certain values and interest 
about which we cannot compro-
mise." 

'This is a statement of policy and 
do not see how any Member can 
qU.."lrrel with this objective. I feel 
that I have answered all the points .... 

SHRI M. L. SONDHI: What ·about 
Eastern Europe where something has 
happened? The new winds of change 
in Eastern Europe? Czechoslovakia? 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: 
have said on a previous occasion that 
I am always happy to be reminded 
of any omissions by our foreign 
affairs expert! Eastern Europe was 
the very first place to which I gave 
consideration. Hon. Members will 
remember that my first foreign tour 
practically not my first but it was the 
first one really em barked on my own 
because the other was a previously 
committed one was to the Eastern 
Europe.'1n ("o11ntries. On my return 
I informed the House about the winds 
of change and how these countries 
were trying to evolve their own per-
sonalities, individualities and identi-
ties. This process is continuing. The 
situation in Czechoslovakia is fluid 
and they arc trying to come to a 
settlement of what their relationship 
shOUld be with the Soviet Union. 

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: 
What is your reply about Czechoslo-
vakia? What is your attitude and 
what is your policy? 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHIl: 
There is no question of having any 
attitude at this moment. There are 
certin problems. We believe that 
every country should sort out its 
problems. 

I 

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: 
Russia should not interefere in their 
·affairs. 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: 
"Why only Russia? Nobody. . .. (In-
terruptions. ) 

SHRI M. L. SONDHI: Pandit Nehru 
expressed our' sentiments, as you will 
remember, in a letter to the !rfan-
chester Guardian.... (lnterruphons.) 
I do not see why the Congress Party 
should not be true to their ideology 
and uphold it. What is their hesita-
tion about it? I am asking a clari-
fication of what the han. Prime Min-
ister has said. She remembers 
Prague and Czechoslovakia. Why 
does she think that it is a far away 
country? That was said by Chamer-
lain. 

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: She 
is not clear at all. She must be clear. 

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS rose-

MR. SPEAKER: The Prime Minis-
ter is on her legs. May I request 
all the hon. Members to sit down? 
(Interruption) . 

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: 
At the end I only wanted to say 
there was a lot of rumbling and 
thunder before this session met. But 
we found that even Shri Madhu 
Limaye could not evoke the usual fire 
in his speech. That just shows how 
hollow were the arguments used by 
the hon. Members of the Opposition. 
I hope that, after having said all that 
they had in mind, they will now 
withdraw the Adjournment Motton. 

SHRI PILOO MODY: Mr. Speaker, 
Sir, I am really very unhapPy at the 
debate that has taken place today. A 
perfectly sound resolution was offer-
ed to this Government, and in this 
respect my work has been made very 
easy by what Shri Surendranath 
Dwivedy has said before me, a very 
simple, a very innocuous-if I may 
say so with some apc;logy to my friend 
Shri Nath Pai-and a very straight-
forward resolution was offered to this 
Government so that it would be POI-
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[Shri Piloo Mody] 
aible that in matters of such grave 
importance, this cowitry can present 
a solid, a united attitude in the face 
of a danger that we had already once 
experienced. When Pakistan attack-
ed us, we know that this country 
had to suffer. It was all very well, 
during the days when arms being 
supplied, for a great many people 
including Jawaharlal Nehru to shout, 
and he carried on endlessly for 
months on end, against the American 
gift to Pakistan. But that was the 
opint at which some consensus should 
have been developed. Yes; when the 
war came and Pakistan was right at 
our door-steps, at that time we all, 
out of the good instincts of our own 
heart, combined together and we 
fought a valiant war. But this at 
best was a rearguard action. The 
time to shout is when the potential 
for such threats is first discovered. 

I was not happy about moving this 
Adjournment Motion nor was anybody 
else On this side. But if We cannot 
even get this Government to say that 
"we regret the decision of the Soviet 
Union", if We are so pusillanimous 
that we cannot even "regret" some-
thing that the Soviet Union has done, 
this is the nadir of our courage? You 
could not muster that courage? Here 
is a mammoth, monolithic party which 
is going to join hands, and the accu-
sation made against the Opposition is 
that when you have a vote of censure 
you unite them. I am not the consci-
ence-keeper of these people. Let 
them vote anyway they like. But 
this does not in anyway affect me. 
What I wanted to say, I have' said 
ecl.rlier. But I would have accepted 
their resolution because it would have 
shown that India is one country. What 
is the use of spending lakhs of 
rupees in Srinagar, mouthing a lot of 
sanctimonious nonsense, if you do not 
believe, if you do not feel that this 
country is one? Everything in this 
country has been reduced to teri or 
men. This Congress party thinks 
that everything is ours and every-
thing that is not ours is not to be con-
sidered. What was wrong in this re-

solution? And the argument that has 
been presented by the Prime Minis-
ler was that this was' a novef innova-
tion in parliamentary procedure. Sir, 
we are here innovating parliamentary 
procedures every day. Who is it, 
either here or on the other side of 
you, who is in any way conforming 
to parliamentary procedures as they 
exist? And what is the resolution of 
the House at which the Soviets are 
going to be so flabbergasted: by the 

, unusual procedure we adopt, that they' 
arc' going tu eu t off our aid, cut o,ff 
our ('conomic projects and cut off our 
factories and mills in which they have 
helped us'! 
But. coming to the debate itself, what 

was the purp'ose of whatever I said? 
I haVe been accused of saying that I 
am not in favour of non-alignment. 
First of all, I did not say it. Had I 
said it, I do not care, for the simple 
reason that I do not think any foreign 
policy should have a lavel put on it 
ahead of time. Every foreign policy 
should develop on the very simple 
grounds of self-interest and we must 
not talk about non-alignment as if it 
is the sacred cow of this country. 
I would very much like you, Sir, to 
put a piece of blank paper in front 
of the Treasury Bench, let alone the 
benches. behind it, and let them each 
write out what they think about non-
alignment. I guarantee that you 
will get 57 answers from them; and 
to accuse Us that we do not know 
what non-alignment means is actualy 
fantastic. It is quite true we do not 
know. If they do not know, how can 
we? 

What have I said? Everything that 
I said today in my speech earlier, in 
moving the motion, was a pointer as 
to where this Government had sacri-
ficed the country's self-interest. I 
have not at any time made any refer-
ence to show that the Soviet Union 
has always done this to us. We have 
received several good offers from the 
Soviet Union. We have also received 
several bad offers from the Soviet 
Union. I have only categorised those 
bad offers, that I know of from per-
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sonal knowledge. Surely there are 
several other bad offers they know 
·of from their personal knowledge 
which, unfortunately, I was not able 
to bring forward today. And, this 
was the purpose of the Adjournment 
Motion. Because of some reason un-
known to me and to a great many of 
us, agreements are made which are 
not favourable to us. Therefore, one 
must obviously ask the question, 
·why?'. If one cannot get a simple 
answer then one must attribute 
motives. I asked the Prime Mini~ter 
certain simple questions. She has not 
bothered to reply. I do not blame 
her; she is probablY embarrassed. 
But when we have a debate of this 
nature and We have dozen of speakers 
getting up and trying to defend the 
indefensible, one thing should be de-
manded at least by you, Sir, that (a) 
they first hear the speeches made and 
(b) that they understand whatever is 
said.. Having been armed with these 
two potent weapons, not supplied by 
the Soviet Union Or til(' United States 
but endowed from heaven, it would be 
possible then to debate somewhat 
more lucidly, 

My hon. friend, Shri IIanumanth-
aiya refused to live up to his name 
and therefore I shall not deal with 
what he said. But we had a very 
angry lady also, to whom no matt!.'. 
who said what it was always aUri 
bute:! to Piloo Mody. I can only 
leav(' this motion in the hope that 
this preying on the mind of hers of 
Pilooo Mody will give her sweet 
dreams and not nightmares. 

As for my dear friend, Shri Dange-
l have been aeused of having made 
it possible for him to come to Parlia-
ment-he says he believes in logic. 
That is his strong point! In the pro--
cess of logic, he has built a house for 
me, the house of Modys. There is 
the house of Tatas, there is the house 
of Birlas, I believe there is even a 

hOUse of Patanwala in Bombay. Now 
there is a house of Modys from Which 
I am supposed, single-handedly, to 
defeat the Soviet Union and bring 
American imperialism into this coun-
try. He also laid claim that he knew 
the difference between junk and good 
machinery. I do not think that even 
he should credit himself with that 
capacity. Whatever other things he 
said about me and my family, I think 
would be best left unanswered. I am 
not too keen on having a very close 
look. a t his own pedigree. 

Coming back to the problem of 
Soviet arms to Pakistan, as I 
said, I am a very unhappy man 
today, because I should have ex-
pected that these people, whom 
I do not treat differently-they 
are hll'man beings; fire burns 
them, water wets them-I should 
have expected that by our reasonable 
dialogue, such as this, we might have 
been able to persuade them and to 
get them agree to something so that 
we can all say: "Yes, We are oIll 
Indians, we think alike when it comes 
to matters endangering the security 
of our country". Unfortunately, I 
have come to the firm conclusion 
after today that the only thing ob-
sessing the minds of these people is 
what endangers the security of the 
Congress Party. And as I look around 
these expectant faces the only con-
clusion that I can draw is that what 
shows on these boards will not have 
been of any significanCe whatsoever, 
it will only prove that a great man" 
people wear their hearts In their 
bellies. 

MR. SPEAKER: The question 11: 

''That this House do now ad-
journ' . 

The Lok Sabha divided: 
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Ahmed, Shri J. 
Amat, Shri D. 
Amin, Shri R. K. 
Berwa, Shri Onkar LaI 
Chaudhuri, Shri Tridib Kumar 
Chaul\an, Shri Bharat Singh 
Chittybabu, Shri C. 
Dandeker, Shri N. 
Deb., Shri D. N. 
Deo, Shri R. R. Singh 
Devgun, Shri Hardayal 

- Dhandapani, Shri 
Dipa, Shri A. 
Dwivedy, Shri Surendranath 
Gowd, Shri GadHingana 
Guha, Shri Samar 
Gupta, Shri Kanwar Lal 
Jha, Shri Shiva Chandra 
Joshi Shri S. M. 
Kachwai, Shri Hukam Chand 
Kameshwar Si~gh, Shri 
Kandappan, Shri S. 
Kapoor, Shri Lakhan Lal 
Kothari, Shri S. S. 
Koushik, Shri K. M. 
Kripalani, Shri J. B. 
Kuchelar, Shri G. 
Kunte, Shri Dattatraya 
Limaye, Shri Madhu 
lIIadhok, Shri Bal Raj 
Maiti, Shri S. N. 

Achal Singh, Shri 
Adichan, Shri p. C. 
Ahirwar, Shri Nathu Ram 
Aga, Shri Ahmad 
Ahmed, Shri F. A. 
Ankineedu, Shri 
Awadesh Chandra Singh, ShrJ 
Azad, Shri Bhagwat Jha 
Barua, Shri Bedabrata 
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AYES 
[19.M hn. 

Majhi, Shri Mahendra 
Meena, Shri Meetha Lal 
Misra, Shri Srinibas 
Mody, Shri Piloo 
Mohamed Imam. Shri J. 
Naik, Shri G. C. 
Naik, Shri R. V. 
Nath Pai, Shri 
Nihal Singh. Shri 
Parmar, Shri D. R. 
Puri, Dr. Surya Prakash 
Ramani, Shri K. 
Ranga, Shri 
Ray, Shri Rabi 

: ,",~' Samanta, Shri S. C. 
Sequeira, Shri 
Sezhiyan, Shri 
Shah, Shri T. P. 
Sharma, Shri N. S. 
Sharma, Shri Ram Avtar 
Sharma, Shri Yajna Datt 
Shastri. Shri Prakash Vir 
Shastri, Shri Sheopujan 
Sivasankaran, Shri 
Solanki, Shri P. N. 
Somani, Shri N. K. 
Sandhi, Shri M. L. 
Tapuriah, Shri S. K. 
Vidyarthi, Shri R. S. 
Viswanatham, Shri Tenneti 

NOES 

Baswarrt, Shri 
Bhagat, Shri B. R. 
Bhakt Darshan, Shri 
Bhandare, Shri R. D. 
Bhanu Prakash Singh, Shri 
Bhattacharyya, Shri C. K. 
Birua, Shri Kolai 
Biswas, Shri J. M. 
Bohra, Shri Onkarlal 



-477 Soviet Anns ASADHA 31, 1890 (SAKA) Supply to PClkiBtCln 47g; 
(A.M.) 

Chanda, Shri Ani! K. 
Chandra Shekhar Singh, Shri 
Chandrika Prasad, Shri 
Chatterji, Shri Krishna Kumar 
Chaturvedi, Shri R. L. 
Chaudhary, Shri Nitiraj Singh 
Chavan, Shri D. R. 
Chavan, Shri Y. B. 
Choudhary, Shri Valmiki 
Damani, Shri S. R. 
Dange, Shri S. A. 
Das, Shri N. T. 
Dasappa, Shri Tulsidas 
Dass, Shri C. 
Deoghare, Shri N. R. 
Desai, Shri Morarji 
Deshmukh, Shri B. D. 
Deshmukh, Shri K. G. 
Deshmukh, Shri Shivajirao, S. 
Dhillon, Shri G. S. 
DhuleshV\Ulr Meena, Shri 
Dinesh Singh, Shri 
Dixit, Shri G. C. 
Dwivedi, Shri Nageshwar 
Ering, Shri D. 
Gajraj Singh Rao, Shri 
Gandhi, Shrimati Indira 
Ganesh, Shri K. R. 
Ganga Devi, Shrimati 
Gavit, Shri Tukaram 
Ghosh, Shri Bimalkanti 
GhoSh, Shri Parimal 
Govind Das, Dr. 
Gupta, Shri Indrajit 
Gupta, Shri Lakhan Lal 
Gupta, Shri Ram Kishan 
Hari Krishna, Shri 
Hazarika, Shri J. N. 
Heerji Bhai, Shri 
Hem Raj, Shri 
Iqbal' Singh, Shri 
Jadhav, Shri Tulshidas 
Jadhav, Shri V. N. 
Jagjiwan Ram, Shr! 

Janardhanan, ,Shri C. 
Jharkhande Rai, Shri 
Kahandole, Shri Z. M. 
Kamala Kumari, Kumare 
Karan Singh, Dr. 
Kasture, Shri A. S. 
Katham, Shri B. N. 
Kedaria, Shri C. M. 
Kesri, Shri Sitaram 
Khan, Shri Latafat Ali 
Khanna, Shri P. K. 
Kinder Lal, Shri 
Kotoki, Shri Liladhar 
Kripalani, Shrimati Sucheta 
Krishna, Shri M. R. 
Kureel, Shri B. N. 
Laxmi Bai, Shrimati 
Madhukar, Shri K. M. 
Mahadeva Prasad, Dr. 
Maharaj Singh, Shri 
Mahida, Shri Narendra Singh 
Malhotra, Shri Inder J. 
Mandai, Dr, P. 
MandaI, Shri Yamuna Prasad 
Mane, Shri Shankarrao 
Mangalathumadam, shfi 
Marandi, Shri 
Master, Shri Bhola Nath 
Meghachandra, Shri M. 
Mehta, Shri Asoka 
Mehta, Shri P. M. 
Menon, Shri Govinda 
Minimata, Shrimati Agam Dass Gurll' 
Mirza, Shri Bakar Ali 
Mishra, Shri Bibhuti 
Mishra, Shri G. S. 
Mohammad Yusut, Shri 
Mohinder Kaur, Shrimati 
Mrityunjay Prasad, Shri 

Mukerjee, Shri H. N. 

Mukerjec, Shrimati Sharda 

Naghnoor Shri M. N. 

Naidu, Shri Chengalraya 
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Nair, Shri Vasudevan 
Nanda, Shri 
Nayar, Dr. Sushila 
Oraon, Shri Kartik 
Paha~a, Shri 
Palchoudhuri, Shrimati 11a 
Pandey, Shri K. N. 
Panigrahi, Shri Chintamani 
Pant, Shri K. C. 
Parmar, Shri Bhatiibhai 
Partap Singh, Shri 
Parthasarathy, Shri 
Patel, Shri Manibhai J. 
Patel, Shri Manubhai 
Patel, Shri N. N. 
Pati!, Shri A. V. 
Pati!, Shri C. A. 
Pati!, Shri Deorao 
Pati!, Shri S. D. 
Pati!, Shri T. A. 
Poona~ha, Shri C. M. 
Pramanik, 8hri J. N. 
Prasad, Shri Y. A. 
Radhabai, Shrimati B. 
Raghu Ramainh, S!:Iri 
Raj Deo Singl:, Shr; 
Hajasekharan, Shri 
Raju, Shri D. B. 
Ram, Shri T. 
Ham Dhan, Shri 
Ram Dhani Das, Shri 
Ram Sewak, 8hri 
Ram Subhag Singh, Dr. 
Ram Swarup, Shri 
Ramshekhar Prasad Singh, Shri 
Randhir Singh, Shri 
Rane, Shri 
Rao, Shri Jaganath 
Rao, Dr. K. L. 
Rao, Shri J. Ramapathi 
Rao, Shri Thirumala 
Rao, Dr. V. K. R. V. 
Reddi, Shri G. S. 

Reddy, Shri p. Antony 

Reddy, Shri Surendar 
Rohatgi, Shrimati Sushila 
Roy, Shri Bishwanath 
Roy, Shrimati Uma 
Sadhu Ram, Shri 
Saha, Dr. S. K. 
Saleem, Shri M. Y. 
Salve, Shri N. K.P. 
Sambhali, Shri lshaq 
Sanji Rupji, Shri 
Sankata Prasad, Dr. 
Sapre, Shrimati Tara 
Sayeed, Shri P. M. 
Sen, Shri Dwaipayan 
Sen, Shri p. G. 
Sen, Dr. Ranen 
Sethi, Shri P. C 
Shah, Shrimati Jayaben 
Shah, Shri Manabendra 
Shah, Shri Shantilal 
Shambhu Nath, 8hri 
Sharma, Shri D. C. 
Sharma, Shri M. R. 
Sharma, Shri Yogendra 
Shastri, 8hri Ramavatar 
Sheo Narain, Shri 
Sher Singh, Shri 
Sheth, Shri T. M. 
8hinde, Shri Annasahib 
Shinkre, Shri 
Shiv Chandika Prasad, Shri 
Shukla, Shri S. N. 
Shukla, Shri Vidya Charan 
Siddheshwar Prasad, Shri 
Singh, Shri D. N. 
Sinha, Shri Mudrika 
Sinha, Shri R. K. 
Sinha, Shri Satya Narayan 
Sinha, Shrimati Tarkeshwari 
Snatak, Shri Nar Deo 
Sonar, Dr. A. G. 
Sonavane, Shri 
Supakar, Shri Sradhakar 
Surendra Pal Singh, Shri 
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Suryanarayana, Shri K. 

Swaran Singh, Shri 

Tarodekar, Shri V. B. 

Tiwary, Shri D. N. 

Tiwary, ShI'i K. N. 

Tula Ram, Shri 

Uikey. Shri M. G. 
Veerappa. Shri Ramachandra 

Venkatasubbaiah, Shri P. 

Verma, Shri Balgovind 

Verma, Shri Prem Chand 

Virbhadra Singh, Shri 

Yadav, Shri Chandra Jeet 

MR. SPEAKER: The result· of the 
division is: Ayes-61; Noes-206. 

The motion was negatived. 

19.47 hrs. 

REQUISITIONING AND ACQUISI-
TION OF IMMOVABLE PROPERTY 

(AMENDMENT) BILL--Contd. 

MR. SPEAKER: Shri C. C. Desai to 
continue his speoech. He is not present. 
Then, Shri Kanwar La! Gupta. 

-.it ~ """ ~: 'A5lM~, 
;;IT f<R ~'" <f; ~ WT tT1fT~, ft 
~ fqUq ~ it; 1m!; .. ~ g'AT ~ I 
it ... 
MR. SPEAKER: He may continue 

tomorrow. The H,ouse stands 
adjourned to meet again tomorrow 
at 11 A.M. 

19.48 hn. 

The Lok Sabha then adjourned tm 
Eleven of the Clock on Tuesday, July 
23, 19681Sravana I, 1890 (Saka). 

·The following Members also recorded their votes:-

AYES: Sarvashri Yashwant Singh Kushwah, S. M. Krishna, Raghughir 
Singh Shastri and K. P. Singh DcO. 

NOES: Sarvashri Hanumanthaiya, Naval Kishore Sharma. Tamaskar and 
Asghar Husain. 
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