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Shri Narayanankutty Menon: We
do not understand the land freezing.
Under the present law of land acquisi-
tion, there is no question of freezing
the land. The notification is issued
first and the compensation or the price
is decided later on. It is not a ques-
tion of forward market trading.

Mr. Speaker: Anyhow, that was the
procedure that was intended. There
was no intention to ignore the House
and make an announcement else-
where, I have been noticing for a
number of years that that principle
has becn followed ever since 1 made
this observation when it was pointed
oul 10 me three or four years ago.
Since then I have been seeing that no
hon. Minister makes a statement out-
side when the Parliament is sitting.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: It has not
been done previouzly either 1 do not
understand this charge.

Mr. Speaker: That! is what cxactly
1 am saymng. @ am saying that for the
past four or five ycars I have been
consistenily scemng that when the Par-
llament is in sc.sion, no hon. Minster
has made a statement outside before
it was made in this House, Therefore
it as only e question of interpretation
as to how it ought to be done. if some
people gather some information when
a notification is issued, it is not a
vinlation of any convehtion here.

12.24 hrs,

MOTION RE: INDIA-CHINA RELA-
TIONS—contd.

Mr, Speaker: We shall now proceed
with the Motion re: India-China Re-
lations. The original motion along
with the amendments is before the
House.

Shri Nath Pal (Rajapur): May we
know as to when the hon. Prime Min-
ster is going to reply to the debate?

Shri Vajpayee (Balrampur): Today
or tomorrow?
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Mr. Speaker: 1 see a number of
hon, Members wishing to take part
in the debate. The hon. Prime Min-
ister is pleased to say that he will
reply only tomorrow. The whole of
this day will be available for hon,
Members. But I would request hon.
Members not to force me to ring the
bell too often. More than 18 minutes
will not be allowed to any hon. Mem-
ber today. Leaders of Parties have
spoken.

Some Hon, Members: No, Sir.

Mr, Speaker: These are leaders of
small parties who will restrict their
speeches to 13 minutes. -
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Shri Asoka Mehta (Muzaffarpur):
Mr. Speaker, Sir, I was disappointed
with the speech that the Prime Mints-
ter made yesterday. I was disappoint-
ed because I expected from him a
different lead and I expected him te
show confidence at this juncture. I

hoped that he would be addressing
himself to those millions and milliens
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(Shei Asoke Mehta] )

of his countrymen who are wholly
with him as far as foreign policy ix
concerned and not bother himself
about a few, very few, if there be
any, in the country who have at any
time opposed or challenged in any
decisive manner the basic formula-
tions of the foreign policy. Instead,
he thought that he should spend his
time in trying to make the core of his
speech the guestion of non-alignment.

<~

As my leader Acharya Kripalani
pointed out yesterday, it is the natural
policy of India, The Prime Minister
himself has told us that before very
often. It is the natural and inescap-
able policy of India. It is widely
accepted in the country. Today, the
super-powers would be embarrassed
if we tried to change the policy. What
is most important is, when we are
ourselves the victim of aggression,
would anybody be foolish enough to
throw away the possible support of
some countries by saying that we join
one bloc. When we are getting sup-
port today from countries belonging
to both the blocs, when today, both
these blocs are in the process of slow
disintegration, would any one be
foolish enough to come forward and
susgast that we should, at such a
moment of history, at such a moment
of c.isis, deliberately align oursclves
with a particular bloc? I think it is
wrong on the part of the Primas Minis-
ter to make in this debate this parti-
cular thing the main issue. Because,
this is not in doubt. This is not in
dispute. Only foolish people, I would
agree with him, would be interested
in saying that we line up with one
bloc or the other.

-'B.ut, the question is, are we going to
allow ourselves to get isolated, or are
we going to isolate China. We have
noticed that leaders in Indonesia,
Nepal, Burma are coming forward
saying—they have got the courage to
say these things today—that the
Chinese authorities are behaving in
an arrogant manner and that the Gov-
erfiment of China is throwing its
wreight about. Is this not time that
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we try to rally these countries to-
gether? Is this not the time when we
13y to the countries in South East
Asia that they have nothing to worry
about and we are there to see that the
legitimate rights and interests of the
legitimate rights of the people or the
Asian nations, whether they be large or
small, are going to be protected and
1noked after?

It is not a question and nobody is
here suggesting that we become satel-
lite of a super-power. I hope, in India,
no one at least on this side of the
House, barring a small fringe, no one
would ever think of making this
country a satellite of any power, how-
ever great it might be. But, the point
is this. We would like China to be

. isolated because China is indulging in

arrogance, in aggressive tactics against
all the Asian countries. China cannot
behave as a bull in Asia today.

Secondly, we do not understand, but
we would like to know whether the
Prime Minister rccognises that in one
particular direction, his policy needs
to be revised, He 13 a student of
history. He knows that by nature
China is expansionist. He knows it
better than anybody else. But, he
deliberately thought that by befrien-
ding China, by making overtures of
friendliness, perhaps, China could be
prevented, could be helped to over-
come its instinctive expansionism. The
Prime Minister, I hope, realises that
the instinctive expansionism of China
has been further aggravated by the
fact that China is today ruled by the
Communists, because, it is the com-
munist power in that country that has
made it possible for them to achieve
total mobilisation of the energies of
the people in a desirable or undesir-
able manner and built up industrial
and military power, which under
other circumstances would not have
been possible, It is this combination
of certain characteristics of China
which are rtuthleasly and cynically
exploited by the communist rulers
there. That situation has to be met.
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The Prime Minister tried to meet it
a4 a particular way in  the last ten
years. It may have helped us in the
Iast ten vears, I do not know, I have
no desire to go into the past. In the
eoming years, can we meet it in the
same manner or have we to realise
that that old policy towards China
cannot continue? It has to be a
realistic policy. Perhaps, that too was
a realistic policy. Perhaps, the Prime
Minister wanted us to concentrate on
the smiling portrait of Dorian Gray
and ignore and forget the other
portrait that was in the closet. Now
that the other portrait that wag in the
closet has come out. now that it is
there in our frontier, menacing and
threatening us, we would like to know
whether even now, the Prime Minister
would like the people of India to be
guided by, and our understanding of
the whole situation should be guided
by that smiling portrait that China
would Jike to create for itself.

1 do not know if the Defence Minis-
ter has been properly reported. If he
has been properly reported, in a
speech that he made in his constitu-
ency the other day, he said,—this is
what the newspaper says-—

“He said that he had taken up
many unpopular causes before.
He would say that what had
happened on the northern frontier
was not a mighty invasion
of our land frontier. Is there any
countiry in the world he- fron-
tiers had not been violated?”

I would like to know, is this an occa-
sion when the Prime Minister or the
Defence Minister should take an
unpopular cause. Should we not te
with the people to build up their
morale and tell them that this coun-
try is strong enough?

The Prime Minister and Minister of
Bxternal Affairs (Shri Jawaharial
Nehru): I am sorry to intervene,
could he not read all that the Defence
Minister has said?

Shrl Asoka Mehta: I am coming to
that it the Prime Minister will have
& little patience with me,
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I hope that we are not going to take
up an unpopular position on this occa-
sion and that we are going to take up
a popular position, because we have
to build the morale of our people and
carry our people with us. We cannot
afford to be unpopular on this occasion,
That may be or may not be;, he may
not have said that word; I do not
know. He says there that this is not
a great invasion of our frontier. May-
be it is not a great invasion of our
frontier. The fact remains that it is
an invasion. What is more important
i3 when he says, “is there any country
in the world whose frontiers had not
been  violated.” 1Is this a routine’
matter—in a routine way every nation
has its frontiers and in a routine way
the frontiers get violated from time to
time? Are we approaching this whole
development in a routine way? We
think that this is a crisis which we
have to face and for the next 10 years,
we shall be confronted with this
menace which is going to be increa-
singly more and more difficult and
deliberate. That s  where we want
the Prime Minister to give us an
answer,; it is this sttitude of coucism
at its best, a cavalier attitude at its
worst, of sering, let us be nice, let us
not call a spade a spade, That was
believed and probably that was con-
sidered in the past to be the best way
of solving the situation. It may be
that it is now believed that this is a
trivial, petty matter. Is this a petty
matter, or behind it forces are moun-
ting up which want to challenge and
menace the independence, the terri-
torial intcgrity and the chosen way of
life of our people? If this is so.—that
1s what we fee] on this side of this
House~we would appeal to the
Prime Minister to rally the entire
national opinion behind him. We
know he can rally it provided he
steps forward to create that national
consciousness and solidarity in  the
country to meet the crisis. That can
be created only by accepting the fact
that the situation has radically
changed.

What happens when a country is
menaced and threatened? Not only
is there an effort at closing the ranks.
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There is in the administration a new
urgency in the whole effort, in the
whole approach. Every one would be
ashamed of doing anything which is
not proper. To be corrupt, to be
inefficient, to be indifferent, all these
would become unpatriotic, would
become anti-national, We would
expect the Prime Minister today to
give that kind of ringing, challenging
leadership to the country where any
weakness in our country, any hesita-
tion in our country appears to each
vne of us as something that is unpa-
triotic, anti-national, detrimental to
the interests and independence of our
country,

Instead of that, the Prime Minister
and some of his colleagues want to
feel as if we are jingoistic. We are
not jingoistic, but we believe that this
nation ig faced today with a terrible
menace, and this menace can be met
only by rousing the nation, The
Defence Minister seems to think that
nationalism is an obsolete emotion.
Maybe. He is a modernist, he is a man
aof outstanding intelligence and ability,
and he probably considers that—at
least that is the impression I have
got—national feelings are something
which should be kept in check. But
India js never like that, that is my
impression. Maybe my impression is
wrong, but I would be wrong if at
this time I do not point out that cer-
tain emotions are created.

Shri Feroze Gandhi (Rai Bareli):
Come to positive suggestions, what to
do.

Shri Asoka Mehta: I am asked
whether I have a positive suggestion.
The first thing we would like to know
positively is this. The Defence Minis-
ter said in a speech . .

8hri Feroze Gandhi: What is your
suggestion?

Shri Asoka Mehta: Will you please
listen to what I have to say?

The Defence Minister said that
India had made necessary adjustments
$0 ensure that further penetration
was adequately checked. We are very
kappy about it. We hope that any
further penstration will be decisively
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checked. But 1 would lke to know
it arrangements have been made to
check further penetration. Why are
we not prepared to check the pene-
tration that has already taken plsce?
If it is purely for the purposes of
diplomatic discussion just now, we
can understand, but I hope that you
will be ready for it if necessary. In
case China does not accept the tradi-
tional frontiers of India and in case
the discussions are not confined to
matters of minor rectifications only,
there can be no alternative except to
make every effort to see that the ares
that is occupied by the Chinese forces
is vacated. On that we would like to
have a clear and unequivocal expres-
sion from the Prime Minister,

We do not want to enter their terri-
tory. We do not want to counter
aggression by aggression. We do not
want to build up any kind of jingoism
in this country. We do not want to
say any harsh things about the
Chinese, but in India the necessary
strength has to be built up. The Prime
Minister has been talking about heavy
industries. Yes, we know in Chins
heavy industries have been develop-
ing at the rate of over 20 per cent per
year. The rate of growth of heavy
industry has been very high. Chinese
industrial potential! has been increas-
ing at the rate of 100 per cent every
five years. If this growing potential
is to be met, with what kind of
approach, with what kind of consoli-
dation of forces, will we be able to
meet this challenge? There, we feel
that an appeal is necessary to Indian
nationalism, an appeal to the urge in
the Indian people today to get united,
an appeal that Acharya Kripalanl
tried to make, to make thig a chal-
lenge that has to be accepted because
our very manhood is being chal-
lenged, Are the Indisn people s0
stirred today that they get mobilised
to meet this challenge not only today
but for the coming five or ten years,
is the question?

Our positive suggestion, therufore,
is this. ‘This is not the time when
Prime Minister should try to batéle
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us all the time. The Prime Minister
m oome bﬂrud as the lepder of
g i and warn the
in l:lllt and unequivocal
‘wme,—not by withdrewing our
forges. The Delfence Minister himself
sid shat we cannot create a corridor,
bpst a corridor of 11,000 sq. miles is
being created. In his speech he said
that the withdrawal of Indian forces
wopld create a corridor. If a corridor
cahnot be created in the Macmahon
line, I cannot understand why a
corridor of 11,000 miles should be
created in Ladakh. OQur amendment
says that we are not going to

wi aw in our own territory. Why
should we withdraw? That was what
the Defence Minister also said. Why
should we be asked to withdraw in
our own territory? We agree with
bim, It is not that we disagree with
him always. Very often we agree
with him also. We agree with him
and ask: why is it we are asked to
withdraw, why is it being suggested?

What will happen 1n the corridor
which is being created, in that
vacywm which is being deliberately
created? Will the Chinese move in or
not? What is the guarantee that they
will not. If they move in. what will
we do? The interim proposals are
there, but if China accepts them, we
must be sure—I am not saying that
not an inch will be given up—that the
treditional frontiers of India will be
maintained under all circumstances,
and any rectification by discussions or
negotiations will be only of a minor
obaracter. That must be made clear.

‘Fo recognise the danger of China
today is not to create any kind of a
ghost of cold war, it is not an invita-

tion to join up with this bloc or that.

bloc, but to face the realities, to
remove the frustration that has settled
down on our people today, to revive
the Rame of confidence of national
hope and national endeavour that
purnt so bright from 1820 to 1847. It
is to rekindle that flame of national
hope and national endeavour that we
woyld like our Prime Minister to step
forward, not to denounce us by calling
us a motley crowd here.

270 (Ai) LSD—4.
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Yes, we are a motley crowd, We
are a motley crowd bweause this ceyn-
try is made up like that; as the Prime
Minister has said very often, it is 8
motley country, We have all to be
together. We have to be together on
this occasion, and the only growp
about which we have to be careful are
our Communist friends.

1 say s0 because see what has
happened in Indonesia. Iln Indonesis
the Communists bave come out amd
said that the Government of Chioa
has the right to protect the Chinese
citizens. They have come forward amd
issued a statement which has been
released from Peking first, in favouar
of the Chinese Government. Maybe
there are many good Cominunists who
will probably break with the Come
munist Party. We must create a crisis
of conscience for the Commygist.
1 am not attacking any single
Communist  colleague . of mine.
T know many of them ultimately will
be on the side of the patriotic forces.
But as far ag the Communist Party is
concerned, as the leopard cannot
change its spots, and as the Chinese,
in spite of their sweel words, have
remained expansionist, we must
realise that the characteristics of the
Communist Party will remain that
they are. It is no use feeling that our
progressivism gets tarnished, that we
are compromising in any way with
our progressive approach and attitude
i? we are going to be critical of the
character of the Communist move-
ment, that only by remaining silent
on the integral liberations of the Com-
munists that we can see ourselves to
be progressive. That i1s not our view.
We may be old-fashioned. We believe
in being frank on this matter.

The Prime Minister is worried
about my hon. friend Shri Masani. He
knows very well that I believe Shri
Masani’s economic policies are wholly
wrong, and I believe if the Prime
Minister steps forward and moves for-
ward, Shri Masani and men like him
will either be dragged 1ogether or will
be consigned to the dust bin of
history., Shri Masani is not going to
be the menace of tomorrow if resur-
gent nationalism ig going to move for-
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ward in the direction of economic
channels and soctal change, It is these
triends here who are likely to be the
real danger. The danger from Shri
Masani’s side will come if you the
Prime Minister of India remain at the
helm of forces of stagnation rather
than forces that are moving forward.
This is the historic opportunity that
has been given to us, an opportunity
when the Prime Minister of India can
rise to the occasion, which we expect
him to do, an opportunity where
every part, every section of this coun-
try and every group in this Parlia-
ment and outside can offer its allegi-
ance to him in the common task of
national defence, national reconstruc-
tion and natioal renaissance.

I3 s,

Shri Frank Anthony (Nominated—
Anglo-Indians): Yesterday, the Prime
Minister rightly observed that the
issue that we are discussing is of the
gravest magnitude. He said that 1t
affects not only the security of India,
but it is a question which trascends
the security of India, because it has
in it the potentiality of a world con-
flagration. The Prime Minister also
made an observation, which I heartily
endorse, and that is that it will be
extremely reprehcnsibic in a time of
crisis like this for any party to
attempt to secure some kind of politi-
cal advantage, But, I believe, with
the Prime Minister, that on this ques-
tion, there is a certain essential basic
unity in the country, that instinctive-
ly, every Indian feels basically the
same; 1 am advisedly excluding
known and obvious fifth columnists.

Because of this supreme need for
unity at this time of crisis, I do not
propose to emulate some of my
friends who have criticised the Prime
Minister for acts of omission or com-
mission in the past. It is axiomatic
that one can be wise after the event,
and this maxim applies equally to
international affairs, as it does to other
fields of human activity.
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1 was prepared to accept the’ ezph-
nation of the Prime Minister. Whlt
did he say? He said this that this
issue in respect of the question of
India’s frontier only emerged or only
took deflnite shape as -recently as
September, 1959, because it was only
in September, 1959, that for the first
time, Prime Minister Chou En-lai—

‘that was what I heard the Prime Min-

ister to say-—made claimg on Indian
territory as against the so-called
Chinese maps, And the Prime Minis-
ter proposes the thesis, and I think he
was right in proposing it, that at that
time we had to look at India's re-
actions in the light of India’s basic
policy. No one has questigned and no
one today purports to question that
policy, that it is a policy which
involves a peaceful approach; it is a
policy which seeks to resolve interna-
tional disputes, and international ques-
tions by the approach of peace. At
that stage, 1 do not think anyone
would blame the Prime Minister for
having given every conceivable hos-
tage to the bomg fides of the Chinese.
I think the Prime Minister said in
effect, ‘There may be a border incident,
but do we interpret every border inci-
dent as a potential casug belli? Do we,
because of some border incident, im-
mediately inflame our people and
generate some kind of war psychosis?’.
I feel that that explanation of the
Prime Minister is one which we should
all accept.

But, may I say this? I do not know
whether my reading of the Prime Min-
1ster’'s speech is the correct one, but 1
have read very carefully the various
letters which have been written by

“the Prime Minister, and [ gee in these

letters a basic reappraisal of the mind
and the attitude of Government,  a
basic reappraisal of the mind and the
attitude of Shri Jawaharlal Nehru, I
do not say that there has been a
change in the basic policy, but I see
in these letters definitely a basic re-
appraisal of the attitude and the mind
of the Government of India as inter-
preted by the Prime Minister,
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If you read those letters, you will
see that in the first series of letters,
the language is amiable; every com-
ceivable concession is being made to
China’s good faith, and to professions
of Chinese friendship. And, when 1
read the last letter, I was happy about
it. The Prime Minister has said, and
1 think he was very right in saying
that the last letter which he has writ-
ten offers an honourable course not
only for India, but an honourable
course to China. But what I wag par-
ticularly impressed with in this letter
representing a change in the basic
appraisal of the situation was the ex-
presgion in that letter that no amount
of expressiong of friendship on the
part of China can heal the breach that
has now been created. And I was
even more pleased when I read in so
many words, the notice to China that
India cannot, even as an interim
measure, accept an arrangement which
will confirm the Chinese in their pre-
sent aggression, And I feel that that
basic policy is there. As my hon,
friend Acharya Kripalani has pointed
out, and as my hon. friend who has
just spoken before me, Shri Asoka
Mehta, hag pointed out, no responsible
person has suggested remotely that
there should be a change in India’s
basic policy, the policy of peace and
policy of non-alignment,

I am quite prepared to confirm what
the Prime Minister has claimed, if it
means anything, that India’gq basic
policy has contributed in not a little
measure to the easing of world tension,
because India has adhered to it—it
has not been an easy matter—India has
been the subject of suspicion, even of
hostility, because of this basic policy.
But because of these basic policies,
India has provided, in times of crisis,
a bridge between two hostile and often
near-warring blocs.

1 feel that the Prime Minister spoke
in a manner which suggested that he
was hurt and resentful. He seemed
to suggest—and perhaps, he was not
fuir, I think: he spoke, as I said, under
a sense of resentment,—that there are
certain sections which are seeking to
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take advantage of the present situation
in order to upset India’s basic policy.
I do not think that that is the position.
As Shri Asoka Mehta has pointed out,
the people of India will not accept a
reversal of India’s basic policy. Con-
ditioned and nurtured essentially in
Gandhian concepts, we would not
allow, if any Government even wanted
it, a reversal of these basic policies.

What I am seeking to underline is
thig that in the speech of the Prime
Minister and in the speech of Acharya
Kripalani, I saw a basic and essential
unity of approach, and that, I think, is
very important for us in this time of
crisis.

What did the Prime Minister in
effect say? He hag said this, that we
shall not tolerate, we shall not accept,
any violation of Indian territory; he
said so in so many words, That is
precisely what Acharya Kripalani has
also said; that is precisely what every
democratic party in this country also
says. that under no circumstances,
shall we accept or tolerate violation
of Indian territory. I am trying to
underline the unity of attitude that
we have arrived at, and I believe that
the Prime Minister has arrived at an
attitude at which we have all arrived.

The Prime Minister has enumerat-
ed a series of breaches of faith on the
part of the Chinese—the overrunning
of Tibet in spite of the assurance of
Prime Minister Chou En-lai, that
Tibet's autonomy would be respected,
the tearing to pieces of the 1954 agree-
ment with India, the rubbing of salt
into the wounds which the Chinese
have deliberately inflicted on Indian
feeling by murdering Indian police-
men, by treating harshly our Indian
nationals of Ladakhi origin, and last
but not least, what I would describe
as adding cynical insult to calculated
injury by delivering probably the de-
composed bodies of murdered Indian
policemen to the Indian party on the
Prime Minister’s birthday. I could
read into the Prime Minister's speech
a sense not only of deep but of bitter
disillusionment, and I think that is the
attitude which every decent person in
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India has arrived at. there is
this sevne of bitter disiHusionment that
in wpite of all the gestures that India
has gone out of her way to make to
Chine, the only answers to these ges-
tures have been breaches of faith, dup-
licity amnd calculated aggression.

Acharya Kripalani said that he did
not, for one moment, suggest that we
should abandon our basic policy of
peace, seeking to solve international
problems by peaceful methods, But
he went on to add that we should
make it clear that in a time of emer-
gency we would be prepared to accept
aid from outside, Now, I listened to
" the Prime Minister carefully. I do
not believe that the Prime Minister in
his speech hag ever excluded that con-
tingency—that we will accept aid in
a time of crisis. The Prime Minister
said this, that he believed that we have
friends among large nations, friends
among small nations, but he also
believed that friendship is not symbo-
lised by the iron chains of military al-
liances. And I agree with him there.
I agree with him in this final analysis
that in this context of international
living today, if China is ever mad
enough—I do not think China would
be—if China is ever mad enough to
mount a frontal military assault on
this country, then India would get all
the military aid that she may need.

But I do feel that Acharya Kripa.an!
expressed one doubt. His doubt may
be summed up in this way, that in the
future we may continue to give dan-
gerous hostages to professions of
Chinese good faith. That is the doubt
which 1 think he expressed. My hon.
friend, Shri Asoka Mehta, says that
the Prime Minister knows history. He
perhaps knows it better than most of
us in this House, And anyone who
knows history knows that consistently
throughout history, appeasement has
never been the answer t0 an aggressor
or an expansionist, Appeasement has
inevitably wheited the appetite of the
expansionist and the imperialist. I
think every one in this House, except
a very small fringe, ag Shri Asoka
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Mehta said, is convinced that Chins
today is enpmmwt China todtay is
imperialist.

I believe that the Indian people
themselves would not telerate mny
policy of appeasement of China today.
1 believe this, that one more calcudmt-
ed act of aggression on the part of the
Chinese will inflame the whole Indinn
people to resist Chinese aggression. I
also fee! that the Chinese would be
committing a fatal blunder if they é»
not understand this mood in Indle
today,

The Prime Minister has said, quite
rightly, that in the final analysis the
defensive strength of a country
depends upon its industrial develop-
ment. But 1 say—and 1 beleve the
Prime Minister will agree with me—
that nobody, no country with any self.
respect will wait for its industrial
development in order to resist aggres-
sion. I say this—and I think I speak
for every Indian—that however ghast-
ly the consequences may be—and we
know that the consequences of &8 war
between ug and China would be
ghastly not only for us and for China,
but for the whole world—if, in the
final analysis, there is no other answer
to Chinese aggresasion, however ghamt-
ly the consequences may be, the Indian
peopie would not hesitate to face thase
conseguences.

Finally, I want to end on this note.
My own assessment is that the Chiness
are not a stupid people. They under-
stand that we have given them notioe
that we will not accept any further
act of aggression; and I myself do not
expect any overt acts of aggression ¢n
the part of the Chinese, But this is
my own interpretation, I believe that
the Chinese today are net acting i
any haphazard manner. 1 believe the
Chinese actions are conditioned by a
deep and carefully calculated plan.
Angd I say this with all respect to my.
Communist friends—although I do nog
know why I should have any feelings
of respect in this matter—that there
is'a carefully calculsted Plan of expan~
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sionism concerted with the Indian
Communists. The Chinese know, the
Indian Communists know, that on their
own strength the Indian Communists
have no political future in this country.
That is why China now feels—she has
entrenched herself in her territory;
China is now one vast slave labour
camp—that she can embark on a
policy of overall expansionism in Asia,
and the biggest prize for Communism
today is India, That is the prize for
which they are playing in concert with
the Indian Communists. That is why
they broke faith with Tibet, they broke
faith with India over Tibet. They des-
troyed Tibet so that this buffer—age-
old buffer—between India and China
would be effaced.

There is, ag I submitted with great
respect, this overall plan for the ulti-
mate subversion of India. The attempt
is to see if they can get toe-holds on
the Indian frontier—they have a few
of them—and if India does not resist,
to get footholds on the Indian frontier.
I believe that this ig the much-greater
threat that we are faced with today.

I do not wish to say anything here
about my hon. friend, Shri S. A. Dange.
But I fee]l that the Government must
have been somewhat embarrassed by
his alleged concern for the policies of
Government. He has tried with blan-
dishments and other means to seduce
the Government into believing in the
good faith not only of the Chinese but
of the Indian Communists, And he
asked us to believe—this is the con-
sistent theme of the Communists—that
China is not an aggressor, that China
can never be an aggressor. That, T
submit with great respect, is the role
par excellence of the fifth columnists,
- to induce a false sense of security in
this country. That is precisely the
game that the Communists are play-
ing. In the guise of supporting the
next Five Year Plan, they ask: ‘Why
divert the resources of the plan to
increasing our military strength?’
They want to confuse, they want to
discourage any attempts at strengthen-
ing our security measures in this
country.
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I believe that this carefully-prepar-
ed plan, concerted between Chinese
Communists and their Indian counter-
parts in this country is going to be
multi-pronged. One prong is going to
be directed—it is going to be the lesser
prong—against the mountain princi-
palities of Nepal Bhutan and Sikkim.
I know that the Prime Minister has
stated repeatedly that we have made
it clear that any attack on Bhutan will
be interpreted as an attack on India.
But the Chinese and the Indian Com-
munists are not so stupid as to mount
an attack on Bhutan. What they will
do is to train a few credulous, poor
Bhutanese in all the techniques of
Communist violence, subversion and
guerilla warfare, and they will take
over Bhutan because we have no mili-
tary forces there. They will-say, “This
is an internal, domestic affair’ and then
the Chinese sponsored Communist
Government will repudiate all
arrangements with India,

So far as Sikkim is concerned, we
are somewhat in a stronger position,
because we have got our own armed
forces there.

Nepal is an independent country_
But T do not know what the Nepalese
are feeling. I read an article the other
day saying that there is increasing
penetration of Chinese into Nepal in
various civilian guises. That is going
to be one prong of this concerted Com-
munist expansionist scheme, but the
much greater prong is going to be
along our whole border. We know
that we have had trouble with the
Nagas. I am quite certain that we are
going to have much greater trouble
with the Nagas, trouble which is going
to be deliberately and in a sustained
way aggravated by Chinese Commun-
ism on the one side and Indian Com-
munists aided by Chinese arms on the
other. They will dupe them with the
lure which is rather powerful of a
Naga Homeland, We know that our
tribals are somewhat cut off from us.
We have done a great deal for them.
But still there is a feeling of estrange-
ment between the tribals and the
plains people. My own feeling is that
in the next two or three years we will
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see along our whole border a sustain-
ed - campaign of subversion of teng of
thousands of Indians because they are
poor, they are credulous and can easily
be misled. They will be trained as
communist cadres for the purpose of
subversion and violent guerilla activity
in this country. Already, I am told
by reliable sources, our people along
our whole border are being treated to
the theory that they have much more
in common with the Tibetans and the
Chinese because they are  of
Mangoloid extraction than with the
so-called Aryan Indians. The Goversa-
ment has today to arrive at an aware-
riess of the military threat to this coun-
iry. I believe that we have taken mea-
sures and that we will take measures
increasingly to contain that military
threat. But I do not know whether
the Government has today fully realis-
ed what I regard as a much greater
threat to this country, a threat which
will be focussed through the Indian
communists working in concert with
the Chinese in order to create increas-
ingly cadres of Indians to subvert the
country.

SfreEt gAgy dE (meata)
WA HEIET, WIS & & HIAT (Sast
wediT fagg g, SEd WIS g9 A 7
¥ FE AN TE-H%E T 9T FCE | A
Faart S T w0 fa ST 9wF geR
qreft € o SWaTEAry dge S 99 %
g fa2ia g%z €39 gU SHET TIT
7o Bl Z, FifE qg SHE gery wiey
E | AT WA YT AT AT W Fdy
or w7 & T FaeAT S &, ST gdem g
ga1% 947 R 957 2 §, fawrd &
fatra #€ | a8 g‘qsrr ¥ g3 v E AW
ZaF I w17 faT & | wre PaTae &
=% A AR IFF a7 ATHT GI[
Fv faoqt 21 9egia faaer ary w498 37
Hq qT AT ASNA & | IRIA wgl o ag
Zardy waAHe &7 uifadr ¥, STargTeT
1 oifest & faege winfes 2, ag
quEe f1 gw A 3, ap AU qrzAHE
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g wfgg 1 Tewr wwET ag & fr
Tt fegee fafieer oY oyt omwe
AT Bresr Gifeet oY sevde wix §
ug T e wedy <@ € | g A gy
meed ¥ arg § + T T § f A
2w ¥ ara &, W fufqwy guwr
IHT AT | § GIFW FT HAQ A oA R
for o B ameeft

ot ww o fay
At g3 O |

sl g WY : 4T W a9

(fedramrz)

Acharya Kripalani (Sitamarhi): I
do not want to interrupt the speaker
but I think she does not understand
English properly. I have not quoted

gt # T ey @ aguz § fe Srew
fafier agi 7€, e A1 srew fafoeer
#1 7, wifw fyggeats & 991 9% g

Masani.

sfrerely gway Wi - guTegy wET-
zg, MAw Oxi gue fE Famer

st - ww wwar w4, AT
HTYH S FH 7

Lianil LU o SRR (O LG
gw & wetg garnd o A wwAT
RIGT ATA-TATERAE & w7 qadfie &
famtd 7Y w4 &, 47 T 9rga § e 9uY
FRIHTEH AT VAT #Y ET | THET
e & fw guisfer Ausy ¥ fegmr
Ferfsers 3 oY g et a1 zoevae
foqr, @ =faee wv% faom

Acharya Kripalani: I think I will
have again to interrupt her. 1 never

attacked what he did in the UNO.

Shrimatf Subhadra Joshi: He said
(Interruptions).

that he could twist...

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.

She may be allowed to proceed.

oyt gy aivefy : =Y, grsgm
WL, WIHW 3% g % Ay e
- ¥ e vfefer §, vcag vk § fo x®

&1 ygara 1 fam oy gwaT & 7y,
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27 M § 9% ¥ G W F, e
AT fqmq ¥7 T A TG, BT NE |
§T 8§ HBTE T geT ange g gw ar
o & Aoy 3w A ¥ w8 wh fw gy
wrew fafveer ruifsa § &Y gafes
F o7 @At Mr weidEN ¥ ¥ awm
arg %8, A i g Gifee & qfgwely
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TR fesdmrosrE oF € o) a
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FLT gqa setrar ¢ w7 fear zang
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Vg g2 WIM ? 4 F¢7 & fr few
#1 Fa5z fear 1 ga 97w fafae
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€< 39 & fag & sifga 77 9t gav
¥4 A gAT § AT ALY gAT, AT w4
ff geinra Y sy | gy 9@ 17w §
YT A FTRE? A
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ws et %, e & e
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Br. Ram Subhag Singh (Sasaram):
Shrimati Renu Chakravartty is re-
mauling that I am going to be the next
Minister!

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty
(Basirhat): I did not say that: that
:s wishful thinking.

Shri C. K. Bhattacharya {(West
Dinajpur): Did she mention the port-
foli0? (Interruption).

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: Well, Sir,
1 stand corrected. I am sorry.

We had a debate on this subject on
the 12th September last, and had there
been any improvement in the situation
there would not have been any neces-
sity of discussing the matter today in
this House. But as the situation had
deteriorated, and deteriorated very
considerably, every section of the
House thought it  better that this
matter should be discussed here,
It has deteriorated in the sense that
the Chinese troope went on penetrat-
ing into our territory. On 26th August,
they had killed perhaps only 1 patral
personnel of India at Longju. But on
the 21st they succeeded in killing 9
and arresting many more, The Prime
Minister said the other day that Shri
Karam Singh has got frost-bitten and
Dr. Baliga from Hongkong announced
that the Chinese troops have extorted
some sort of confession - from Shri
Karam Singh. .1 send my salute to all
the officers, soidiers and patrol person-
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nel who were killed by the Chinese

on the 21st and 26th August, .

1 would like to know how Shri
Karam Singh got frost-bitten because
the day he went to patrol that ares,
he must have been quite fitt What
was the time taken, by the time he
was belaboured by the Chinese and he
was actually put in detention or arrest
or whatever may be the confinement
there, by the Chinese troops: I want
10 know if he was put by the Chinese
on snow or made to sit somewhere
near the Chinese trenches during the
night-time on the snow. If that was
the treatment meted out to Shri Karam
Singh, 1 think that is very inhuman,
Dr. Baliga is an eminent doctor of our
country, who has been enjoying all
amenities in the city of Bombay and
who might be the conscience-
keeper of a very eminent person. How
did he go to China and on what autho-
rity? As a free citizen of India,
everybody has a right to go to Peking
or anywhere he likes. But if he dis-
cussed with the Chinese Prime Minis-
ter any delicate issue, it should have
been his first duty to report that mat-
ter to the Prime Minister of India.
Rather than doing that, he made a
public announcement in Hongkong
that the Chinese had obtained a con-
fession from Shri Karam Singh. I
think it is dishonourable for any free
citizen of this country to make such
an announcement against a person who
was under confinement at that very
moment, What will be the feeling of
Shri Karam Singh and all hig friends
who are alive? 1 can even think of
the feelings of those who laid dowm
their lives for protecting Shri Karam
Singh or Dr. Baliga, because we are
here at the cost of persons who are
protecting our boundary.

In this context, I think of the state-
ment which appeared in the papers
yesterday that it is impossible to build
a Maginot line throughout our boun-
dary of 9,000 miles. Of this 8,000

. about 4,000 miles is sea-coast and it is
. necessary that we should take all pre-

cautions; and, we are already taking
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all adequate precautions in defending
our sea-coast, For this I give all cre-
dit to the Prime Minister and his Gov-
ernment. But I am not convinced of
the statement that it is not possible to
protect the remaining 5,000 miles,
because it is the first duty of any Gov-
ernment to take care of the boundary,

. Even if I leave out 2,500 miles, which
is our boundary with Pakistan the
remaining 2,500 miles is our common
boundary with the Tibetan region of
China. I am using the words ‘Tibetan
region’ purposely, because in our nego-
tiation with China, in our treaty in
1954, we agreed to recognise Tibet as
a region of China, under the suzerainty
of China, with all the implications that
the word connotes. But I do not like
that we should give anything more to
anybody or we should ask anything
more for ourselves than what is con-
tained in this treaty of 1954. But we
have gone beyond that. Now we are
mentioning Kailas and Mansarovar in
China and not in Tibetan region of
China. That is the one grouse I am
pointing out in this context,

If we think of defending or properly
patrolling those 2,500 miles of our bor-
der, it means on a rough estimate 100
checkposts will be enough to patrol
that area. I do not mean to say that
100 checkpostg will be enough to coun-
teract the advance of the Chinese
troops concentrated there in lakhs. But
for pairoliing purposes, 100 checkposts
will be quite adequate. Nowhere in
Himalayas is there a mountain where
there is no water resource, at a dis-
tance of 50 miles. Even if it is not
possible to open checkposts at distances
of 25 miles each, it should be feasible
to have checkposts at distances of 50
miles where water resources are avail-
able.

When people say that at 17,000 or
18,000 feet not even a blade of grass
grows, I concede that, but everywhere
there is a valley or dale and then a
steep mountain, In the valley people
can stay and upto 9,000 feet you can
grow gardens. Beyond that, it may
not be possible to grow. So, when I
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talk of proper protection of the border
or setting up adequate checkposts, I
am giving a concrete suggestion. I
inay even suggest full industrialisatien
cf those areas, not industrialisation of
Calcutta, Bangalore, Poona or Bombay,
but industrialisation of NEFA and
Ladakh including Spiti and Himachal,
because no factory in Calcutta or Bom-
bay can work if those areas are not
protected.

There are immense resourceg in
those areas. You can easily set up
a paper factory in the NEFA area.
Mica is available in plenty in Ladakh.
You can make further investigation
and probe about this industrialisation.

Regarding setting up of checkposts,
Rs. 1 lakh will be enough for 1 check-
post per month—I do not say uncon-
nected checkposts, that there should
be one checkpost at Haji Langar and
another at Khurnak—but everywhere
a chain of checkposts and all of them
must be supported by supply-lines, So,
the expenditure would not go beyond
Rs. 1 crore for maintaining 100 check-
posts, If you set up 100 more check-
posts as a second line, it will cost you
another Rs. 1 crore. So, roughly
Rs. 25 crores will be enough in a year
to support these checkposts. So, I do
not agree with the suggestion that it is
not possible to maintain the check-
posts, When we are keen on indus-
trialisation of the country, we must be
keen also that development pro-
grammes should be carried on with
much more enthusiasm and zeal.
We must be thorough in implementing
those programmes. I think it is un-
necessary to worry about this addi-
tional expenditure. The Prime Minister
yesterday was kind enough to refer to
Chairman Mao Tse-tung and every one
of ug has the highest regard for him.
We are having regard and respect for
our Prime Minister, The country has
reverence for him and if he wants
Rs. 25 crores, every person will contri-
bute, For the defence and protection
of the nation an ordinary appea] from
the Prime Minister will be enough tc
bring Rs. 100 crores or Rs. 60 crores.
™ that way, without curtailing our
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development expenditure, we can easi-
1y strengthen our patro] posts in thore

Ja this context, I would humbly sub-
" mit to the Prime Minister one thing—
and  here I agree with Shrimati
Subhadra Joshi—and that is that if
anybody wants go to any place, par-
ticularly during a period of crisis like
this, he should invariably obtain the
peymission of the Government. He
should not manceuvre to go there
without any permit through some Em-
bassy or some such thing; and this
applies to everybody, irrespective of
party afliliations,

Now I think I should say something
about the points raised by Acharya
Kripalani and Shri Masani. Two poiuts
were raised by Acharya Kripalani, of
which one was about taking military
aid from foreign countries. He refer-
red to Yugoslavia and said that when
Yugoslavia’s relationship with Russia
was strained, Generel Tito did not
hewsitate to take help. Here I fully
endorse the policy of our Prime Min-
ister, the policy of non-alignment,
which has done immense good to our
country. Even if it has not done
anything to our country, it is not good
to give up thig policy at this moment
of crisis, because this will unneces-
sarily create confusion; I warn every-
body. Yesterday, Shri Dange said
about war psychosis. I do not want
to elaborate that point, but I think
that nobody, particularly Shri Dange,
should talk about war psychosis and
attribute motives to others, If they
do so, then 1 would say that persons
who talk of others as creating war
psychosis, they are responsible for
creafing surrender psychosis in this
country, and this surrender psychasis
must be resisted at all cosets, because
we should stand by the Prime Minis-
ter as one united nation, a solid and
strong nation, at this moment of crisis.

Acharya Kripalani said that there
is nothing wrong in taking military
aid.. I say that we need not take any
military aid because, as I said, an ordi-
nary simple appeal from the Prime
Minigter to the nation will be enough
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to meet this contingency. Them the
Chinese would not indulge in making
further aggression into our territory.
In this context, I support the recent
stand taken by the Prime Minister. Y -
think there is no harm in carrying
negotiations, even at the cost of some-
thing, But there must be honest effort
to give full opportunity to everybody
to explain the stand. Premier Chou .
En-lai had written to our Prime Min-
ister on 7th and on 16th he replied,
that is, after a lapse of 9 days. Now,
ten days have passed and still he has
not received any reply. This shows
that they are not very keen on nego-
tiation. The next call from the Prime
Minister to China should be to vacate
all the areas which have been oecupied
by the Chinese, because we must be
firm on our boundary which we have
declared.

Shri Masani said that we must take
arms from other countries, I think
there is a serious danger in that,
because a banker ig a8 man who
advances money. Another, his brother,
is a manufacturer of arms. His third
brother is an exporter or importer.
So, I do not want that our countsy
should get entangled in such things
by getung arms from other countries
in that way.

Then, we must gear up our ordnance
tactories to meet our requirements. I
we require anything today, it should
be our effort to meet that contingency,
rather than appealing to any foreign
country. Our primary effort should
be to develop NEFA, Ladakh, Spiti
and other Himalayan areas and build
up our lines of communication. It is
a good thing that we are developing
all big establishments in the plains
where all the facilities are available.
But, as far as smaller institutions are
concerned, according to me, it would
be wiser to establish them in Musso-
orie, Leh and other places in the hills.
Therefore, I would suggest that schools
for officers etc, should be set up in the
hills. There is another reason for this
suggestion, The personnel of the arm-
ed services should get themselves ac-
climatised to the conditions prevailing
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in the hill areas, in our boundaries.
Finally ‘I say that we must show firm-
neas and keenness to stand by our
leader and to oust the aggressor from
our territory.

Bbri Manaen (Darjeeling): I rather
agree with Dr. Ram Bubhag Singh
that the situation, instead of improv-
ing, is deteriorating. The problem
created by the Chinese incursion is
becoming acute and the people in our
country are getting more and more
confused, What we fail to understand
is why should Communist China
do something which, to an average
individual, would appear to be utter
foolhardy? The Chinese have disgrace-
fully betrayed the friendship which
we had held as a time-honoured sac-
red obligation. The slogan “Hindi
Chini Bhai Bhai” and the conception
of centuries-old friendship between
these two great countries have been
exploded, and exploded not because
of us, but because of the rash, foolish,
chauvinistic and adventurous brigan-
dry and incursions by the Chinese.

There should have been no border
dispute in the first place and even if
there had been one, it could have been
settled, solved, in a more civilised
manner. There was no justification,
nor reason, to take recourse to violer:
incursions, killing our people. The
Chinese are forcibly occupying our
territory and they have also killed
nine of our dear countrymen. And
here I may say that five of these people
belonged to my part of the country,
Worst of all is that all along the bor-
ders the Chinese have entrencheqd their
troops with the most modern weapons.
We would like to know why are they
there, armed to the teeth? Are they
afraid that we will invade their coun-
try? Or, do they want to invade us?
The whole thing appears to be abso-
lutely inexplicable.

Coming as I do from the north east-
ern frontier of our country, I am more
cancerned with this region. What is
going on in Kalimpong, for example,

. - 18 neither looked at in its correct pers.
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pective, nor is it understood in all its
proper bearings. As we all know,
Kalimpong does not immediately bor-
der with China, It has on the north
Sikkim and on the east Bhutan. It
is very glibly said that Kalimpong.is
a nest of spies and that a large num-
ber of Chinese curio shops have been
opened in the villages at Kalimpong.
1 can claim some personal knowledge
of the situation there. In fact, I was
in Kalimpong, going round that area
only on the 22nd and 23rd of this
month, I tried to study the situation
in my own way. As far as the ques-
tion of Chinese shops are concerned, 1
could gather that the number has come
down, .
Last year there were 35 Chinese
shoe shops and 28 hotels and res-
taurants. The present figures seem
to be 27 and 21 respectively. The
figures which could be considered
official are even lower. There has not
been any addition to curio shops, of
which there were already very few,
and I could not see a single Chinese
shop anywhere in the villages in
Kalimpong.
14 hrs,

Therefore it appears that we are
running after the shadow and the
substance is lost sight of. There arc
spies and propagandists in Kalimpong.
Some are spying for international
Communism, some are spying for
China and some for the Westarn coun-
tries. The hon. Prime Minister says
that Kalimpong is a nest of spies.
Why should we then not take proper
steps to expose this nest, pick out all
the spies from Kalimpong and throw
them out? But in order that the nest
could be blown up, I am sure the
Intelligence Bureau and other security
measures in Kalimpong will have to
be tightened up. There is enough
damaging propaganda being done by
Red China. 1 am sure the House will
be amused, if not intrigued, if I say
that the volume of espionage done by
KMT. in Kalimpong is not less.
Surely, just because we have a bresch .
with Communist China at present, it -
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does not mean that we would allow
or enoourage KX.M.T. propaganda in
Kalimpong. I have in my possession
a large number of Urdu, Chinese and
Tibetan leaflets distributed by K.M.T.
among the Tibetans, refugees, Chinese
and others, It has got to be stopped
by all means and immediately. .

This leads me to the question of
encouraging or permitting heavy con-
centration of Tibetan refugees in and
around Sikkim, Kalimpong and even
in Bhutan. At present there are
about one thousand Tibetan refugees
in Kalimpong. In Sikkim there are
about eight to ten thousand refugees.
Strangely enough, most of these
Tibetan refugees are working very
near the northermn border of Sikkim.
The consequence of permitting heavy
concentration of Tibetan refugees in
border areas can very easily be con-
jectured, particularly in view of the
large-scale propaganda carried out in
this area.

Another very intriguing aspect of
the situation is the continuance of
Chinese Trade Agency in Kalimpong.
We all know that trade in that part
is absolutely in slump and yet I could
notice that the Chinese trade agency
there was vibrating with life. We
have trade agencies in Gyantse and
Lhasa. If our trade agencies are not
doing any trade now or they are not
likely to do any trade in the foresee-
able tuture, they should be withdrawn,
Then the Chinese trade agencies in
Kalimpong and Calcutta would also
be withdrawn.

Mere accusation that espionage is
done in a large scale should not
satisfy us. We must have the boldness
to remove all possible agencies, which
may be suspected as spy or agent pro-
vocateur. I personally feel—and feel
very strongly—that if you really do
mean business, the Chinese trade
agency in Kalimpong should at least
be withdrawn from there. I do not
think there will be any difficulty
because we have Consulates and
Embassies who can maintain the nor-
mal diplomatic relations.
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During my tours of this area I had
also reason to feel strongly that the
Tibetan refugees will have to be very,.
very strictly screened. It is only the
strict screening that can give some
sort of a guarantee against the infil-
tration of agents provocateur and
saboteurs into Kalimpong in the garb
of Tibetan refugees. I am not one of
those who believe that just because
the Chinese have occupied Longju or-
have done other excesses, we should
go into a war or sever all our diplo-
matic relations. Whatever land they
might have occupied, whatever excesses.
they might have done, we must seek
remedy in negotiations. But then our
policy now should be one of thus far
and no further. We shall not allow
another inch of our territory to be-
occupied by the Chinese nor shall we-
allow another of our countrymen to-
be murdered by the Chinese brigands.
Let usg fortify our borders properly
and strongly. Let us not, as we seem
to be doing sometimes, dismiss cer-
tain parts of the Himalayan borders
by saying that the terrain is difficult,
mountainous, snowy and s0 on and so.
forth. I do not think that the youth.
of this country is dead. Our young-
men are prepared to hazard any risks
and brave any difficulties to protect
the sanctity of our borders.

I am confident that the borders in-
Sikkim are very, very strongly
guarded and fortification is in progress.
But with regard to Bhutan I am
inclined to agree with what Shri
Frank Anthony said. In regard to
Bhutan we have got to have a definite-
policy. We entirely endorse the view
of the hon. Prime Minister that any
attack on Bhutan would be considered
as an attack of India. I am sure the
progressive Prime Minister and the
Msaharajah of Bhutan also endorse
this view of our revered Panditji.
But some practical steps will have to
be taken before it is too late. What
can be these practical steps? Gov-
ernment should be more liberal in the~
grant of funds for the overall develop-
ment of Bhutan and the roads to and:
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‘within Bhutan should be speedily
improved. [ am sure, whatever be
our treaties, they have got to be
changed. Some alterations will have
to be brought about ¥ need be. I am
.sure the Prime Minister and the
Meaharajah of Bhutan will welcome
the idea of stationing a few contin-
gents of the Indian Army in the
northern border of Bhutan. If neces-
sary, we might also send a military
mission to Bhutan to re-organise and
modernise the Bhu.anese Army. Un-
predictable as Red China has proved
herself to be, any development may
occur in this region at any time. It
is better to tske precautions when
there is time. If we do not take pre-
-cautions in time, I can warn this
House and the country that Bhutan
may be the Achilles’ heel in the North
Eastern defence of our country. Let
‘Government take heed of this.

The hon. Prime Minister has rightly
-said that the sirength of the nation
lay in the unity of the people. People
living in the north eastern frontier of
India will defend the borders with
the last drop of blood in their veins.
The Gorkhas, living there, with their
great military tradition, will stand to
the last man to defend the integrity
of the country. But then Government
also have certain responsibility. Who
‘can deny the significance of keeping
the border people contented and in a
happy frame of mind? Agents provo-
cateur and fifth columnists very often
exploit the poverty and the ignorance
of the people. Our Communist friends
brazenly extol Red China and defend
the incursions in our country. Day
in and day out they preach discon-
tent and violence. In my part of the
country I once challenged the Com-
munist Party to have the boldness to
say that if Premier Chou En-lai attack-
ed our country, they will fight against
him. They could not answer me. I
hope my Communist friends opposite
will have the boldness to say that it
Red China will attack us they wiil
fight to the last man and defend the
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motheciapd. By motheriand lot them
underetsad Indis and not sEne othar
oountry. :

An Hen. Momber: They are koeping
mum.

Shri Manaen: 1 appeal to the Com-
munist friends opposite to give the
lead to the rank and file not to betray
the country. We saw in the
that we have about one lakh Com-
munists in this country. I shudder to
think if these one lakh Communisty
should turn fifth columnists in the
moment of crisis in this country. But
1 am certain that if these one lakh
Communists should turn 8fth columa-
ists, they will be consumed in the fire
of patriotism of millions of our coun-
trymen.

I was speaking about Sikkim and
Darjeeling. Some hon. Members of
the West Bengal Assembly are report-
ed to have said that disloyalty againgt
Government is being spread in Dar-
jeeling and Kalimpong to create a
situation of open rebellion against the
Government. 1 went to Darjeeling,
Kalimpong, Siliguri and to other
places. 1 could not find anywhere
such propaganda for rebellion being
made. Some propaganda is carried
out but it will not, in the least, be
able to disturb the deep sense of
loyalty and patriotism of my people
living there. I do not see any reason
to complain about the failure of the
West Bengal Government to take
effective steps to stop such propa-
ganda when there is no such propa-
ganda. What I think the State Gov-
ernment and the Government of India
ought to do is to take adequate steps
to stabilise the rapidly deteriorating
economic conditions of the pasple and
ramove all ressomable grounds of
grievance and mistrust. Smail things
here and there seem to irritate amd
the least cause for irritation should he.
removed. In order to cremte a healthy
psychological and emotional atmos~
phere, the publicity of the State Goe.
ernment and the Governmant of W
should be geared up....
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Mr. Depaty-Spesker: The hon.
Member's time is up.

Ghﬂ Manaen: I want just one more
minute.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh happily
touched this point. All strategic roads
in Darjeeling and Kalimpong have got
to be improved and extended. I need
not go into the details as to where we
have such roads, but I would appeal
to the Government of India to have a
map of Darjeeling on their table and
study ag to how vulnerable are
different roads and how important it
ig to extend certain roads. I would
aldo appeal that some of the existing
roads should be made national high-
ways. I appeal to Panditji to focus
his personal attention to the internal
matters of Sikkim. I have no time
now to discuss the internal matters of
Sikkim, and I would not wish to do
it now. But if the Prime Minister will
focus his attention he will see the
malady, and he has the remedy for
it.

1 could not understand the logic of
the proposed restrictions on foreigners
going into Kalimpong. I wonder
whether the proposed restriclion is in
order to eliminate the possibility of
infiltration of spies. After all. what
interests will the foreigners have,
most of whom are tourists? If you
look upon every forcigner as a poten-
tial spy, then God alone can help us.
This unwise policy, I am sure, will
disturb the tourist traffic in my part
of the country. I appeal to the Gov-
ernment to review the policy in this
regard. What they ought to do is to
tighten up the intelligence machinery
and other security measures and not
get panicky. We do not want our
people to get panicky, least of all our
Government.

Shri Dinesh Singh (Banda): Mr.
‘Deputy-Speaker, the problem which
we are discussing todey is not a mere
problem of a border violation but a
much deeper problem of conflict of
{declogies. For the firat time we have
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on our borders another big country

following an entirely different ideo-

logy, and this conflict of ideology will

not be resolved so easily.

On -this vast border of 2,600 miles
that we have, we have suddenly seen
a new situation. This situation has to
be studied deeply. To be able to
understand what is really . happening
there and what is likely to happen
there we must try to understand what

the motives of the Chinese are on that
side.

Many of us here have been told
and there are interested parties who
want us to believe that all this is
happening because the Chinese are
angry with us for having given asylusm
to the Dalai Lama or to some Tibetas
refugees. That is not the case. R is
an over-simplification of the matter
and, if I may say so, a rather naive
one. Because. all this trouble had
started much before the Dalai Lama
ever thought of coming here or any
Tibetan refugee came here.

The coming of the Chinese has
already raised many problems. They
may have come there to claim the
territory which they consider to be
legitimately their own, or they may
have come there to extend their
occupation of Tibet, or they may have
come there and created this trouble
to give some wort of force to their
economic reforms. We all know that
there has been a considerable leap
backward from the leap forward that
they are supposed to have taken.
Whatever may be the reason, there
can be no doubt that in the minds of
the Chinese there is a definite feeling
of expansionism, and we shall have
learn to live with it,

Now, Sir, we have seen what has
happened on our borders, and I am
sure that the Chinese, as soon as they
are able to consclidate themselves
there, would turn their attention to
Bhutan, to other Himalayan States,
and in fact over the whole of South
Asia and South-East Asia. How are
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we going to meet this challenge? It
is not a question of meeting a few
border incidents; it is a much deeper
problem and we need a more serious
remedy for it. Now, there has been
much criticism of our pélicy about
guarding these borders, I feel that
there has not been enough realisation
in this House of the difficulties that
the Government face in defending this
border. Twelve years ago, before we
achieved our independence, there was
no problem of defence of this border.
There were no check-posts, no com-
munications, not even an administra-
tion in those areas. All that the
Pritish used to do was to keep some
forces at the foot-hills and send puni-
tive expeditions whenever they
thought it necessary. Therefore with-
in twelve years we had to build this
vast machinery for defending this
border. This was not the only con-
cern we had. We had other borders,
and a lot of trouble on those borders
%00. It was therefore a question of
apportioning priority. And those hon.
Members who had been here in the
last Lok Sabha will realise how from
the beginning the emphagis has always
been on other borders. That was the
mandate of this House also. It is easy
now to sit heare and blame the Gov-
ernment that ‘they should have done
something. But where did they have
the resources to do it? Where was
the time to do it?

So, whenever we think of these
criticisms we must bear in mind the
geographical situation also. In some
places there are small jeepable roads,
in others there are mule tracks, and
in some places like NEF.A. there is
practically no road at all; one has to
walk, and sometimes on all fours to
get to places. It is not a very easy
matter.

But because of that there is no
reason t{o panic, no reason to feel that
the Chinese will come in and that we
shall not be able to defend ourselves.
As the Prime Minister has already
stated, we are in a position to defend
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ourselves if there is en invasion. And
I am quite sure that any of us who
have been there or who may go thare
will realize this when we are theres
that there is no question of any gort
of mass invasion taking place without
being checked. I am sure that we are
in a position to defend our borders
should there be a mass invasion,

There has been some criticism here
yesterday that the Governmment is not
doing anything to defend the border.
I am afraid I do not understand what
this really means. How does one
defend the border? By sending the
armed forces. That is what we have
done. Government has handed over
the security of the border to™ the
armed forces. They will certainly
defend it.

But we must bear this in mind that
it is not possible to defend every inch
of that territory. Just as the Chinese
have come into our territory we can
also go into their territory if we so
choose. But that is not a solution and
therefore we have not done it.

There has been much criticism of
our foreign policy and also of our
policy of Panchsheel and 1 am very
glad that Shri Asoka Mehta clarified
the position todsy. It is therefore
very important for us to consider what
we are going to do in the future. Qur
policy of Panchsheel is a policy
which has won universal acclaim.
There was a time when that policy
was being rejected, not only rejecte®
but ridiculed. Today that policy is
being followed not only by uncom-
mitted countries but also by the coun~
tries which are deeply involved in the
cold war. So, now, when our policy
is bearing its fruit and is leading to
the relaxation of tension all over the
world, if there are some people who
feel that we should abandon it, I am
sorry, Sir, that 1 am unable to agree
with them.

There has been some suggestion
made today that all the tribal people
living along our border feel that they
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kave a certain affinity with China
because they belong to the Indo-
Mongoloid races. I am glad that is
not true. The tribals who live on our
side of the border consider themselves
Indians, and with the extension of
administration that is taking place
there, they feel very much part of
India; and I am sure that should there
be any conflict they will be with us.
There is no doubt about it.

1 was referring to this great con-
flict that ig taking place. Acharya
Kripalani yesterday referred to the
challenge that we are facing and he
asked us to pick up the gauntlet and
accept that challenge. I would say in
all humility that this challenge has
already been accepted. This challenge
is not a challenge of fighting on the
border. Decisive battles in our coun-
try will not be fought at Longju or
Aksai Chin, along thousands of gmall
villages and check posts along our
northern frontier. The battles will
be fought here in this House, and in
the thousands of these development
centres that we are building. That is
the main struggle. If I may do so, I
should like to read a brief passage
from an article by an eminent econo-
mist that appeared in the New York
Times. It says:

“Behind the struggle of batta-
lions and frontier posts, of claims
and counter-claims to sovereignty
and territory, the real contest
goes on—in tons of steel and food-
grains, in kilowatt hours of elec-
tricity and acre-feet of irrigation,
in savings mobilised and man-
power set to work. Here are the
true indices of success or failure
in Asia....”

It turther says:

“In spite of the alarms and
excursions along the frontiers, the
fundamental duel is still what it
has always been from that day on
which both India and China
launched their development plans.

- China cannot press forward as a
eonqueror or claim infallibility
for Communist methods if its
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economic foundations are crum-
bling. India cannot either defend
itself or vindicate its free methods
of persuasion and inducement if
it economy fails to achieve self-
sustaining growth.”

This is the real challenge and it is
for us now to meet the challenge. I
am very glad that all sections of the
House have raised this question of
meeting the challenge. 1 am quite
sure that if they join with us in meet-~
ing this challenge, we shall come out
as the victor in this great struggle of
ideology.

Yesterday, the Prime Minister asked
this House for a direction. He asked
us to tell him what he should do. I
should like to say that we are with
him and that we appreciate, not only
appreciate, but we fully support his
direction of our foreign policy and
our policy with regard to these border
areas. The direction that he has
asked is not necessary. Direction,
that he has been giving is sufficient
and we are with him. Today, it is
not time to discuss these small matters
in this way. Any of us, who may
have certain difficulties, who may
want to put our point of view, are
certainly free to do it and we should
bring it to the notice of the Prime
Minister. What we need today is
unity to show to the world that in
adversity we can stand together and
meet any challenge that may come.

Shri Siva Raj (Chingleput—
Reserved—Scheduled Castes): Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, at the meeting of its
working committee held in Ahmedabad
on the 9th of November, the Repub-
lican Party has passed the following
resolution, inter alia, referring to this
matter:

“The Indian Government should
take stern action to remove the
Chinese aggressors from the Indian
soil and to recover the occupied
territory. The Committee pledges
its full support to the Government
in any move that the Government
may take in this matter.”
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It is in pursuance of that resolution
that we here moved thizs amendment
which reads thus:

“This House having considered
the White Paper II on India-China
relations lail on the Table of the
Houst on Nivomber 16, 1959, and
subsequent correspondence bet-
ween the Governments of India
and China laid on the Table of
the House on November 20, 1959,
is of the opinion that stern action
should be taken by Government
of India to remove the Chinese
aggressors from Indian soil and
to recover the occupied territory,
and that on no account should
India withdraw from her own
territory.”

It the Prime Minister had carefuly
considered our amendment in relation
to the other amendments that have
been moved to this Resolution, he
could essily have noticed that we have
taken a realistic view of the situation
and moved this amendment without
going into the pros and cons of how
the situation has come about. It is not
that we charge the Government with
failure to take the people of India into
confidence in relation to this matter,
nor that we charge the Government
that they were careless or callous in
this matter. That shows that we do
not want to make political capital out
of the national crisis, That is the first
assurance that I could give to the
Prime Minister in th’'s matter.

Secondly, our Resolution at Ahmeds-
bad says that in any step that the
Government of India takes to resolve
this problem, we will assist them. We
may not be of great assistance in the
matter of financial or other resources.
But, I may assure the Prime Minister
and promise him all support in the
matter of sweat, to'l and blood when-
ever it comes to a question of the
Government demanding it of us.

When anybody reads or even cur
. sosily glances at the White Paper and
,ﬁe noten- exd'hanged between the
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Prime Minister of Chins and our
Prime Minister, he i8 forced, in gz way,
to come to the conclusion that the
dragon does not care fer the protests
of the cow, but on the other hsnd, it
tests the sharpness of its teeth on our
Himalayan frontier. That seems to be
the trend and tone of the correspon-
dence and the notes written by Chins.

It is very important for us to
remember that for a long time, the
history of India has shown that she
had been subjecied to so many inva-
sions; I suppose it is one of the coun-
tries in the world which has been sub-
jected to the greatest number of inva-
sions. More particularly, the people
of the Gangetic plains and ‘these
Himalayan borders have got in their
blood this fear of invasion. This
impact of China upon India has got a
different effect on their minds than our
other people coming from the far
south of India. It is very natural for
them to get into a feeling of indigns-
tion at the Union Government. One
can unders'and that. That probably
explains the nature of the amend-
ments given by our friends of the
PS.P. and other gentlemen from the
north of India.

The Prime Minister referred to the
basic policies that underlie his foreign
policy with regard to any country. I
wonder whether these bas'c policies
cou'd be permanent, and would they
not at some time or other be amended
or changed to suit the changmg cir-
cumstances and fluctuating times. I
fee! that, no doubt, our principles
seem to have been accep'ed by the
world at large—the principle of nen-
alignment and the principle of neptya-
lity. We may claim credit that Indis
has made this contribut'on towards
world peace. It is not certain whether
it i8 due to fear of war or love of
peace that the big nations have accept-
ed this principle. 1 do hope that it ix
on account of the policy that India
wanted to preach to other nations that
it has been accepted by the bigger
nations, Even so, it is not oertnin
by the adoption of this policy, we
be able to convert others who

vy

Lk o
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veheve in it. For instance, China has
itself given the go-by to Panch sheel.
Wobody can be held responsible if
China has committed a breach of faith
s0 far as India is concerned: not even
the Prime Minister or the Government
of India or even the Defence Minis er,
for that matter. What 1| wish to sav
is, even if we believe in Panch sheel
and its application as far as possible
in every aspect of external affairs ihe
fact remains that we must be always
prepared for a contingency. What is
to come is sti]l unsure. So, In that
contingency, as the old English saying
goes, if you seek for peace, be prepar-
ed for war. And I think the Prime
Minister has also come round to that
view, because I read somewhere that
be used Cromwell's old expression in
support of the new line of action that
he is going to adopt with regard to
China, namely ‘Trust in God, but
keep your powder dry”.

The Prime Minister 1n his speech
mentioned the possibilities of war or
the probabilitics of war, but moderu
wars have got a knack of jumping
from probabilities into realitics, and
this is a matter which 1 want to bring
to the attention of the Prime Minister.
Consequently, he must see that the
nation is strengthened against any
such contingency. It is the duty of
the Government, does not matter what
policy it follows, to see that it affords
adequate protection against external
aggress.on, Whatever may be the
strength of our defence forces today,
every attempt must be made by the
Government to strengthen them and
to bring them up to such a powerful
position that they can ultimately gain
victory if it comes to a question of
war,

* The Prime Minister also mentioned
about industrial potential. Along with
efficiency and equipment of our
defence forces, industrial potential is
necessary to present the full force of
the country in a case of crisis. I will
go further and say that it is not suffi-
clent that the defence forces are effi-
olent, that we have got enough equip-
ment and that tlere is enough indus-
frtal potential © What is more neces-
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sary in all these things is the will of
the people to win, the'r unity and their
determination; that is more important.
I find in these eleven or twelve years
of independence, the Congress Gov-
ernments, both at the Centre and in
the States, have not been able to
bring about that state of mind amongst
the people of the country. 1 wonder
whether the people have got the will
to win in any war, or have got the
discipbne to win. As it is I sce that
on the student front, there is lack of
discipline. There is amongst the peo-
plc lack of faith in law and order.
They scem to have lost faith in the
ma:nienance of law and order. These
are conditions which militate against
the strength of a nation in a crisis.
However, there is one bright frature.
In spite of the difficult situation creat-
ed by these Chinese at'acks on our
frontier, it scems to have had some
wholesome effect in certain respects on
our people. In the firsy place, at any
rate i1t has brought the Prime Minister
to consider things on terra firma. I
thought he was all the time talking in
the air about Panch sheel. In the
second place, I find it has had another
wholesome effect, to inject nationalism
into our internationally-minded Com-
munist friends.

An Hon Member: Are you sure?

Shri Siva Raj: Thirdly, I find it has
alsp brought about a change in the
very non-violent disciple of Mahatma
Gandhi, Acharya Kripalani. While the
Prime Minister takes care to see that
he would rather go slow in the matter
of meeting this aggression, Acharya
Kripalani would egg him on to take
immediate action and even very vio-
lent action, if necessary, with fore'gn
military assistance. In that way, I
find this Chinese aggression has had
some wholesome effect.

Whatever preparations any Gov-
emnt may make, it cannot be cer-
tain that it can always succeed in
giving the necessary protect'on against
lox.'eizn enemies, Any Government can
fail. Take the case of Britain during
the Second World War, in 139
England was then very nearly Jost
Bhe had very inferior resources oome



1975 Motion re:

* [Shri Siva Raj)

pared to Germany, but what won the
war was the morale of the people of
Britain. Well, that is the thing that I
am seeking to establish and trying to
remind our Prime Minister that his
efforts in the future ought to be able
to see that the people of India get
that morale and get that unity to
withstand any aggression.

" After all, war is a game. It is a
matter of chance. Anybody might win
or anybody might lose, but it is up to
the Government to make its people
realise the immensity of war, the
immensity of the effort that every
individual should make in furtherance
of the defence of the country, and
ultimately to protect the honour and
prestige of the land. In this respect,
I am sure the Government of India
under the leadership of our Prime
Minister, is taking every step, but I
would really like to see that the Prime
Minister and his Government satisfy
the people of India on some of the

following points.

Firstly, 1 should like to know whe-
ther there is a state of emergency or
near-emergency. In the second place,
if it comes to a question of peace or
settlement with China, is it peace at
any price, or is it peace with honour?
Thirdly, would he make what I might
call a sacrifice of g bit of our territory
for the sake of peace and for the sake
of world peace? It is these things
that the people ought to know. Then
they will be in a position to state what
exactly the Government of India has

done.

In the history of India, there is &
lesson which has been drawn by his.
torians, and that is that India is pre-
pared for such foreign invasions, it 1s
prepared to submit to these invasions.
This is what a poet said after the
Mohammedan invasion:

“The East bowed low before the
blast
_In patient, deep disdain;

She let the legions thunder past
And plunged in thought again.”
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This is what is said of the Inllia of the
past. I wish to know whether modern
India under Nehru's rule is the india
that is pictured in this stanza. I omly
wish that the Government takes steps
to see that this kind of picture is no
more true of our modern India.

Shri Mahanty (Dhenkanal): I may
perhaps at the outset reiterate that so
far as we are concerned, we stand
solidly behind the policy of non-
alignment enunciated by the Prime
Minister. I may perhaps assure him
that we respond most heartily to his
call for unity at this hour of national
crisis. I can further assure him that
we do not wish to make any political
capital out of this national danger.

Having said that, I might say that if
we have been signatories to that
motley amendment, it is merely
because we wish to point out certain
inconsistencies in the action of the
External Affairs Ministry, inconsisten-
cies between the principles which
have been enunciated in the White
Paper and the action which has fol-
lowed subsequently., If 1 have taken
my stand here this afternoon, it is
merely to point out these inconsisten..
cies, and 1 believe there is nothing
offensive in it, and the Prime Minister
should not have been scared of it in
the beginning.

The debate on this White Paper II,
by a strange turn, has been entirely
misdirected. It is only the genius of
the Prime Minister who can confuse
issues from a very high pedestal. Thet
is what he has done in this debate on
White Paper II. I ask him in - al}
seriousness: Is the issue today bet-
ween non-alignment and alignmént?
Is the issue today between war psycho-
sis and peaceful development?

Shri Nath Pai: May I make one
request? Shri Brajeaswar Prasad is the
propounder of a profound theory like
the Peking-Delhi axis. We are very
eager to hear him. He may be given
a chance.
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon. Mem-
ber can hear him somewhere else, but
§ can give him a turn only when I
think he can be given.

Shri Nath Pai: It will be of great
interest to us.

Shri Mahanty: Before I was most
unfortunately interrupted, I was try-
ing to submit this. The issue today is
not between non-alignment and align-
ment. The issue today is not between
war psychosis and peaceful develop-
ment. The issue today is not what
the targets of the Third Five Year
Plan should be, but the issue today is
to meet the aggression which has been
committed.

This White Paper Il is a unique
document, It is 8 wonderfully con-
celved mosaic of epic, of poetry, of
history, of geography, of diplomacy,
and of firm and courteous words, but
it one were to look for firm actions,
one was sure to be disappointed.
Therefore, I would like to invite the
attention of this House not to those
vague abstract concepts about which
nobody had any difference, but to cer-
tain questions of the hour, and 1
believe the Prime Minister will be
doing justice to his office as well as to
this House if he cares only to answer
those questions.

Now, I come to the question of
Tamadem. The House will remember
that when a check-post at Tamadem
was established by India, it was said
that it might be somewhere slightly
further north of the MacMahon line,
in the north-east. But then, in our
note that was sent to China on the
gsubject on 28th June, 1959, we said
that we were prepared to examine
this question of Tamadem but the
Ghinese were asked not to disturb the
status quo by force. This advice was
good. This advice was also in respect
of Longju and Khinzemane. We had
repeated this in our note of the 10th
September, 1950. We aiso reiterated
this position in our pote on the 27th
Saeptember 1958, wherein we said that
We were prepared to consider vacation
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of Tamadem, if it was on the north of
the MacMahon line, provided the
Chinese also withdrew from Longju
and Khinzemane. I would like to
know from the Prime Minister who
gave him the authority to withdraw
that check-post from Tamadem withe
out arriving at an overall settlement.

Shri C. K. Bhattacharya: We gave
that. The House gave him that
authority.

Shri Mahanty: When?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.
The hon. Member might address the
House.

Shri Mahanty: He is addressing me.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon
Member might address the Chair.
shall ask the interrupter also to
address the Chair.

Shri C. K. Bhattarcharya (Wesl
Dinajpur): I did so; I did not use the
gsecond person at all.

Shri Mahanty: If the hon. Membex
says that the House gave the authority,
1 would like him to say when and on
what occasion the House gave the
authority to the Prime Minister ta
withdraw the Indian check-post at
Tamadem. If somebody is saying to-
day that non-alignment is abject sur-
render, let us have honest difference
of opinion on that point. I h ave not
much time at my disposal. So, I now
come to Bara Hoti. Bara Hoti on any
map looks quite-ins ignificant. It ig a
botanistSs paradise, where you find
only flowers, and where mule bells
can be heard from miles. But the fact
has to be remembered that on this
plateau which might not be more than
30 acres in extent and area, many im-
portant passes converage, leading from
India to Tibet and from Tibet to India.
Therefore, it assumes a strategic
importance on any map, be it Chinese
or Indian.

On the 183th of September, 1959, we
sent & heroic note to Peking-wherein
we stated:
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“Tt the Government of China
are not agreeable to this sugges-
tion, the Government of India will
continue as in previous years to
send its civil personnel to exercise
jurisdiction over an area which
the Government of India have
always considered as part of
Indian territory.”

“This note was sent on 13th September,
1959, but on the 17th of this month,
the Prime Minister made an announce-
ment in this House that the Govern-
ment of India had withdrawn their
civil personnel. It is no good giving
us a homily on non-alignment or
Panch sheel; these have been reduced
to Panch Shilas, five pieces of stone,
by his friends. But we would like to
have an answer from the External
Affairs Ministry as to who authorised
the Prime Minister to withdraw our
civil personnel from Bara Hoti, even
though in our note, dated the 13th
September, 1959, we had emphasised
and reiterated that we were not going
to withdraw our civil personnel,
because Bara Hoti was ours. There-
fore, this is another instance where in
the name of India-China {friendship,
where under the facade of non-align-
ment and under the facade of Panch
sheel, we have been appeasing the
aggressor.

. I may perhaps come to Longju now.
Much has been said about it.

Shri Kalika Singh (Azamgarh): It
was a seasonal withdrawal.

Shri Mahanty: Seasonal withdrawal?
Are the civil personnel of the Govern-
ment of India made of butter? Why
can they not stand the rigours of win-
ter, if others are able to stand it?

Shrimati Xla Palchoudhuri (Nabad-
wip): Butter hardens in winter; if
they were made of butter, they would
withstand the winter, but they are
made of sterner stuff.

Sbri Mahanty: What I am trying to
submit is this. If one were to analyse
this White Paper item by item, one
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will find that behind the facade of this
kind of talks, the most indefensible
appeasement has gone on.

Now, I might perhaps come %
Longju. In the latest note of the
Prime Ministier, it has been said ‘Yeu
withdraw from Longju, we shall nt
reoccupy it”. We are all humbl
students of the English languag.
Longju is our territory. What doesn
mean when it is said that we shall not
reoccupy it? I do not know who ha
been advising the Prime Minister in
all these matters. But I only venture
to say that he has been very wrongly
advised.

Then, I come to Ladakh. I might
give you the background of the latest
note about Ladakh. We had sad ia
our note, dated the 4ih November,
1959:

“But where aggression takes
place, the people of India inevi-
tably have to resist by all means
available to them. The indepen-
dence and integrity of India are
what the Indian people laboured
for during their long struggle for
freedom, and they cannot permit
any injury to or infringement of
them.”

This was our stand on the 4th Novem-
ber, 1959, when we had left no manner
of doubt in the minds of the Chinese
that we were going to defend the
integrity of our couniry by all means.
We had also reiterated it further, We
had also said that the vacation of
aggression should be unconditional. [
do not find that reference at the
moment, but that was what we had
said. That was our stand. We had
said that tere could be no negotiation
with the Chinese, so long as the Chi-
nese insisted on the maps that they
h ad drawn and on the basis of which
they had committed aggression. That
was our stand. Now, I would Ike
to know in all humility, who advised
the Prime Minister now to send his
latest note to Mr. Chou En-Lai, where.
in he has accepted the Chinese fron-
tier as it has been drawn on the
Chinese maps.
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. "Therefore, 1 venture to think, even
‘hough'we accept his policy of non-
slignment, even though we yield tn
BoRe in our hdmiration for the prin-
_ciples of - Panch sheel, we feel that
thers has beéen some detraction from
the principlés and the policies which
wkhvld nua dowvx fox' ourselvec

SM lekt Shch Where is  the
aeceptance by the Prime Minister of
the Chinese frontier as drawn in their
maps?

Shri Mahanty: 1 am sorry the hon.
- Member is so innocent as not to have
read this document.

. Shri Kallka Siogh: I have read it.

Shri Mahanty: If he will turn to
page 6, paragraph 14 of our Prime
Minister’s letler of the 18th November,
he will find as follows:.

“The Government of India
should withdraw all personnel to
the west of the line which the
Chinese Government have shown
as the international boundary in
their 1956 maps, which, so far as
wé are aware, are their latest
maps. ...

Shri Kalika Singh: Continue read-
ing.

Shri Mahanty: I am continuing.

“Similarly, the Chinese Govern-
ment should withdraw their per-
amnnel to the east of the interna.
tional boundary which has been
described by the Government of
India in their earlier notes and
correspondence and shown in their
official maps.”

The position is that we withdraw to
the west of the Chinese line as shown
in their maps and we request the
Chinese to withdraw east of the Indian
Yine as has been shown on our maps.

Ch. Ranbir Singh (Rohtak): It s
conditional.

Shri Mahanty: True. But 1 ask: who
guve the authority to the External
Affairs Ministry to acknowledge the
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Chinese maps, to acknowledge the
in.ernational frontier as  shown in
Chinese maps? At least that was not
the position we had taken up in the
various notes, heroic notes, that we
had sent to Peking.

In this connection, I might invite
the attention of the House to para-
graph 12, page 23 of Wh.te Paper II,
the note that was sent by the Ministry
of EX.ernal Affairs to the Embassy of
China in India on 4th November, 19859.
That, I believe, will set all doubts at
rest. The paragraph reads:

“The Government of India have
always been willing  to respect
the traditional frontier between
India and China and have indeed
done so. They cannot, however,
recognmise any boundary in the
Ladakh region or elsewhere,
which includes in China areas on
the Indian side of the traditional
frontier”.

In the Note of 4th November, we
had stated that we were not going to
recognise the international line drawn
on Chinesc maps at any rate. But in
the subsequent correspondence, in
the letter of 16th November 1859 to
Premier Chou En-lai, we have ac-
cepted, though conditionally, the in-
ternational line on the Chinese maps.
Who authorised the External Affairs
Ministry, who authorised the Prime
Minister to acknowledge these Chi-
nese maps. Whether it is conditional
or unconditional is immaterial for
the purpose. Therefore, I venture to
think that even though we may be
speaking brave words, at least our

actions have not reflected that brav-
ery.

In this connection, I would like to.
touch on a very delicate point. I am
sorry that I should have the occasion
to have brought it before this House.
But I believe, however humble we
may be, we have a duty to perform,
though painful it may be. This re-
Intes to the Defence Minister who
should have rightly spear-headed the
defepce of this country today. Un-
tartunately, he is a toy Defence Mi-
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nister, because the Prime Minister
says, ‘It is my defence policy’. If it
is his defence policy, what do we
thave a Defence Minister for? If it is
for production of ordnance, let us
have a Minister for Military Produc-
tion.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Does the hon.
Member want a Defence Minister
who should have a defence policy
different from that of the Prime Mi-
nister?

Shri Mahanty: No, Sir, That is
not my intention.

Ch. Ranbir Singh: It comes to that.

Shri Mahanty: If the Prime Minis-
ter is also to have a defence policy,
what is the need of a Defence Minis-
ter for?

Shri Jawaharial Nehru: 1 do not
wish to interrupt the hon. Member.
But he is quoting me. I do not know
‘where 'he got those statements from.
The policy of defence or any other
policy is decided by . Government,
neither By the Primt Minister nor by
the Defence Minister. . Implementa-
tion is done by various. Ministers.
Basic policies are decided by. Gov-
ernment.
broad policy accepted by Parliament.

Shri Mahanty: I crave his forgive-
ness. Of course, I have no statement
here immediately. But I have notic-
ed any number of statements—I can
forward them to him—wherein at
least the Press had reported his state-
ment saying, ‘This is my policy which
the Defence Minister has been im-
‘plementing’. I am sorty the Press has
misquoted him,

Shri Ansar Harvani- (Fathepur) It
is not his policy but Government
policy.

Shri Mahanty: I am coming to that.

Mg. Peputy-Speaker: Can he dis-
own responsibility for what the De-
fence Minister might have done, when
he meys that it is his policy and he
takes up regponsibility for it?
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Shri Mahanty: I submit that evea
though the Cabinet may determine
some policy which is the national
policy, it is for the Defence Minister
to execute it. Therefore, it is no good
saying that the ‘Defence Minister has
been executing my policy’. After all,
the policy is laid down by the Gov-
ernment. Therefore, he ghould not
hesitate to withdraw if the imple-
mentation of that policy has been
a failure, and criticisms have been
levelled against that failure.

The other day Shri A. P. Jain had
to resign. Why? Because the p>iicy
of State Trading in foodgrains, a
policy not only of the Prime Minister
but of the Cabinet, resulted in relative
failure, and when there was criticism
both inside the House and outside, the
Minister had to resign and the Prime
Minister had to accept his resignation.
I do not say that the Defence Minis-
ter should resign, which he should
have done long ago, because I have no
personal axe to grind, nor have I
the ambition to step into his shoes.
I do not think I can ever come with-
in a measurable distance of his emi-
nence.

Shri C. K. Bhattacharya:
interrupt for a minute?

May I

Shri Mahanty: I am not yielding.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.

Shri C. K. Bhattacharya: A request
came from the other side of the
House that he should not resign....

Shri Mahanty: I am not yielding.

If the Defence Minister goes about
Bombay and says that no aggressiom
has been committed, I would like to
know if it is the Government's atti-
tude that no aggression hag been com-
mitted.

_Shri Ansar Harvani: He never said
that.

Shri Mahanty: This. was reported

in the Press and no contndicﬁm wu.

issued. o A
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Ghri Ansar Harvani: He has not
read it carefully.

Shri Mahanty: The hon. Member
need not tell me in my 40th year how
tq.-read newspaper. I myself publish
NEeWSpapers. I know how to read
newspapers. After all, he must con-
cede ta me at least the intelligence to
read newspapers.

If anybody goes through his speech-
es at the UNO, I would like to ask
him how they compare with the
speeches the Prime Minister had made
on the floor of the House in regard to
Tibet. True, I yield to none in my
admiration for the Government's
policy of restraint. But my point is
more fundamental. A Defence Mi-~
nister is not merely a Minister. A
Defence Minister is really the spear-
head around whom the national
morale will concentrate. But when
we find our Defence Minister saying
in important place like Bombay from
a responsible pedestal that no
aggression has taken place,
that it was merely silly antics on the
part of the Chinese, I think there
must be some propriety to be observ-
ed: either the Defence Minister should
not have opened his lips, if he felt
like  that, or he should
not have mislead the country.
When a fifth column is taking its
shape in this country, if our attention
is directed towards an imaginary
Right dictatorship or Right reaction
and if Defence Ministers go about
saying that no aggression has taken
place, I would like to say that here
we are abetting aggression being in
responsible places—which I do not
like. The Defence Minister should have
the courage to say on the floor of this

ouse, -‘I was misreported’. If some

y has misreported, I am sure there
are any number of laws in our coun-
. to.-deal with such newspapers
which have been misreporting res-
ponsible persons and creating this
eonfusion in the country.. I . would
not like to stress this point further.
15 hrn.

- Lastly, I woulgd say this. Begarding
th. latest letter of our Prime Minig~
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tar to the Chinese Premier, I do real-
ise the sincerity of the Prime Minis-
ter's proposals. I do realise that a
war will serve no purpose and that
we need not go into those conflicts if
we can settle matters peacefully, But
I would like to ask the Prime Minis-
He has been pro-
posing, in Ladakh there should be a
strip of territory whose maximum
depth will be about 100 miles at par-
ticular points and that it should be a
neutralised area. In all humility, I
would like to ask him this question:
What machinery has he got to super-
vise the neutralisation of that terri-
tory? We know how these neutralised
territories have fared. In Bara Hoti,
we withdrew and they stepped in. We
know what happened at Longju. So,
he must tell us what machinery he
has got to supervise that neutrality.
Can he guarantee us that the neutra-
lity will not be violated by the Chi-
nese? 1 have to ask another simple
question. Who authorised the Gov-
ernment or the Parliament to create
a no man's land on our own territory?
We know what happened in Kashmir.
Then also our Prime Minister simi-
larly said: It is my Government’s
policy. Naturally, as we symbolise
in him the nation, we accepted it.
We know what is the fate of Kashmir,
Similarly, we want to know what is
going to be the fate of this neutralis-
ed territory which he has been pro-
posing. Can he assure us that this
neutralised territory at no point of
time will ever be conceded to the
Chinese demands and aggressions? .

.- It is na questian. of supporting or
opposing the motion.. It ig absolutely
Immaterial for our purpose. We all
want unanimity and we all want
unity. If we have voiced these cri-
ticisms that is merely to invite the
attention of the Government to cer-
tain basic issues and certain doubts
and questions which have been agitat-
ing-our minds. Let there be no doubt
that the Prime Minister is the tallest
among us. Whatever be the opinions
or differences, nobody will ever re-
sist responding to his call for. what
it is worth. With these words, 1 say
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that I respond fully to the sentiments
those he had expressed earlier in
bringing this motion.

Shri Karni Singhj)t (Bikaner): Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, our country is
facing a great crisis and 1 am sure
that I will be voicing the feelings of
everybody in this country when I say
that each and every loyal citizen of
this country stands now with the
Prime Minister to defend our land.
I am sure I also voicing the scnti-
ments of the Members of the Inde-
pendent Parliamentary Group of
which 1 am a Member that we shall
support the Prime Minister through
thick or thin. The only proviso is
that we want a deflnite assurance that
the Chinese will be pushed out of our
territories and that next time no sec-
rvets will be kept from Parliament.
While we do not wish to embarrass
the Governrmoént with too many cri-
ticisms a* this juncture, I think that
I will be failing in my duty if I do
not make a passing reference to the
failings of the Ministry of Defence,
particularly with regard to our Hima-
layan Frontiers. As far back as April
1959, when I spoke on th¢ Defence
Budget, I had mentioned that the cold
war had been brought to India’s door
step and that we should pay more
attention to defend our borders. Un-
fortunately, we were lulled into secu-
rity with our Panchsheel. Nobody in
India ever thought that China would
play such a trick on us and, therefore,
for all these months, the Defence Mi-
nistry did not pay adequate attention
to protecting our borders. We have
been lulled once more into a false
sense of security due to our 2,000 year
ald history which shows that China
had maintained {friendly relations
with India. But we did not count on
the fact that the Government of China
had since changed and to recall the
Frlme Minister’s phrase, that Chi-
wese Government today was of one-

ttack oiind,’ Speaking on the China

MMMM\ 1 had made =
referonige to the absence of

serisl reconndfssence being done on
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the border by our aircraft snd the
Prime Minister had veplied “that the
mere act of taking pictures would
have endangered that plane which
took them and would “ave endanger-
ed it not onlv fiom the physical
features point of view but would
have endangerci it from thc point of
view of action by e other pn'@!‘;
shocting it dowvn, whatever the riska.
Wiith all due ruespect to the Prime
Mimster, I say that I do not know
why we have ¢n Air Force if we could
not risk an aeroplane or two. Further
more, in modern times aircraft re-
connaissance is most important and
aircraft are made to go ang photo-
graph such areas. 1 am sure that if
they flew within our territory, we
could still be able to photograph the
roads and other communications built
by the Chinese Government with the
use of spccial telephoto cameras. We
also have aircraft which can fly at
these altitudes. For instance, there
is the Canberra which 1 believe (s
equipped with the latest photo equip-
ment. Furthermore, we have a land-
ing strip at Ladakh and we also ope-~
rate a regular airline there which
supports my point.  Obviously, that
was not a very convincing answer
{rom the Prime Minister which I may
say so with due humility.

1 hope that we will not make this
mistake again and whatever may be
the outcome of our negotiations with
the Chinese, we will patrol these
borders from the air and see that
they are regularly photographed. Un-
fortunately, our trust in the Chinese
Government was mispleced. We did
not realise what type of people we
were dealing. with. The Chinese
Government, as we all know, is ruth-
less. They are also an expansionists
country. , A great deal has bean gaid
about the Chinese expansionism but
I would make only a brief reference
to Korea, and Viet Nam, In sach of
these cases, the only way in wiikh

taught & lesson was
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The .only langusge that a communist
country  understands is that of
strength. Untortunately, our Prime
Minister's hand-shake of friendship
was misunderstood by them for weak-
ness. If you study the plan of Chi-
mnese expansionism you will see hew
perfectly it is planned. They f. ¢
plan their communications and they
build their roads. Everything is done
methodically and then they strike.
They first struck at Tibet and now
they go further and strike India.
Everybody in this country will 1
hope now wake up and see that we
defend our Dborders gallantly. The
Chinese assurances of autonomy to
Tibet and also their make-believe in
the theory of Panchsheel lulled India
into a false sense of security and 1
hope that the Prime Minister and
everybody will now wake up to
reality and see that no matter what
happens we will not make the same
mistake again.

The question now is this. Can &
neutral India like us withstand cold
war and—God forbid—even a hot
war, entirely on our own strength. As
a soldier, I would say: ‘yes’. As a
practical man, I am not so sure. If
the answer of the Prime Minister is
‘yes’, well and good. If the answer
is ‘no’, India may not be quite so
strong to face this colossus of China
with her 600 and odd million popula-
%igp, a)l ruthless and armed. Then
y answer to that is that we should
consider in terms of looking out to
find friends who think like us, other
countries who. are prepared to help
us in our time of emergency if a
show-down became imminent, with
arms, men and material, provided no
gtrings were attached tc  such aid.
I suppqri the Prime Minister's policy
of non-alignment and I also believe
that India should not go into any
power blocs, but as practical men we
are going to defend our country We

sould not loge .our territory just he-

R we ane stubbgrnly following 8
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particular theory -or are refusing ail
help. The practical aspect of this
question cannot be denied. While Y
am subject to correction about the
exact number of forces that China has,
I may mention the following. 1 am
told that they have anything from 30
lakh to 50 lakh men under armg and
approximately a crore of men or more
as home guards. As against that,
! lia has an army of approximately
7 lakhs to ten lakhs. Of course, I am
again subject to correction about the
figure.

An Hon. Member: How can he get
that figure?

Shrt Nath Pai: Who can correct it?
We do not have any Chincse authority
here!

Shri Karni Singhji: Therefore, it
is all the more important that we
start preparing for our defence and
go in, if necessary, for conscription
and get our country prepared to meet
this Chinese colossus and drive it out
of our country.

The question comes about other
countries, One thing is qQuite certain:
in the event of a show-down, would
a country like Russia help us? Per-
sonally 1 have grave doubts if any
Communist country could help India
to fight against the Chinese. And that
makes it all the more important that
we should do some soul-searching te
find out the possible countries which
might stand by us in such an emerg-
ency.

Pakistan was given aid by countries
before and that strained our economy
to the very limit. Now, we are fac-
ing even a bigger threat than that,
and, therefore, we have got to raise
our economy and our industrial poten-
tial and do everything possible to
meet this emergency, and I sugges’
this as a positive meesure. Of course
now, the Ministry of Defence having
woken up has already taken sumcmn!
steps to see that our borders are pro-’
tected, and the proper deployment of
troopa,v aerial gegonnaissance and
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preparing of mountgin fighting troops
have already been taken on hand. 1
believe that we already have schools
of this type to train our troops to
fight at high altitudes, but we require
many more of them because we have
a very long border. We must also
improve our roads and go in for heli-
copter because some of these places
are extremely inaccessible, and the
use of helicopters would come in very
use of helicopters would come in very
handy.

In passing, I shall say a few words
about the failure of the Ministry of
Defence. As we know, our country
has a parliamentary democracy aud
the responsibility of the Cabinet iv a
joint one. Therefore, it is not cocreet
for anybody to single out any one
minister for criticism. The responsi-
bility must be shared by the whole
Cabinet and must therefore rest fais-
ly and squarely on the shoulders of
the Prime Minister for whatever good
or bad has been done. I am proud to
say that our Prime Minister nas had
the strength to accept that stand. Put
still, I have an apprehension in my
mind that unless we are very firm
about this business of getting the
Chinese out of our territories we may
repeat what we did in Kashmir against
Pakistan. If we study the latest reply
of our Prime Minister to the Chinece
Prime Minister in his letter dated
16th November, 1958, we will see that
our Prime Minister has made a sug-
gestion that our troops should move
back west and the Chinese should
move back to the east. That means
there is a no-man’s-land going to be
created on Indian territory, and if
some settlement is arrived at on this
particular point, it means that we
have to surrender a part of our In-
dian territory. Therefore, we would
urge upon the Prime Minister to stick
to his original suggestion, namely, of
asking the Chinese to withdraw to
the international -border. We cannot
negotiate for losing our own territory.

I would not like to take much more
time. I would only appeal to the
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Prime Minister. He  has agked for
unity among the nation. We are pre-
pared to shed our blood for him and
the country, but I would very humbly
request him to remember this: when
he makes an appeal for unity, let him
please make that appeal in such a way
that he does not make people angry
against him. Yesterday, the entire
House was assembled here with only
one purpose, that is, to support him
through thick or thin, no matter what
happened. But one uncharitable re-
mark was made by him and he has
had a complete flood of questions
put at him.

Of course, the hon. Prime Minister
is old enough to be my grandfather
and 1 am hardly fit to give him any
advice. But ag a loyal citizen 1 am
sure that his call for unity will be
answered, but I would humbly re-
quest him to try and win the support
of the country by proper approach by
which he can achieve that unity.

The Minister of Defence  (8hri
Krishna Menon): Mr. Speaker, Sir,
the Prime Minister will be replying
to the debate tomorrow and there-
fore it is neither necessary and proper
for me to traverse the whole ground
of the arguments in this debate on
various points nor it is my intention
to make any debating points on a
matter of this kind.

We are discussing the issue of the
integrity of this country and the
threat that has been immediately
posed to it by an attitude and actien
on the part of a neighbour with whom
we have not only proféssed but prac-
tised friendly and neigbhourly rela-
tions. Much has been said about the
defencelessness of our frontiers and
that the Defence Ministry is going to
sleep about it and so on. As a mem-
ber of the Government, and recogni-
sing collective Tteésponsibility, the
Defence Minister, like every other
Minister, accepts full responsibility
for whatever that policy was, and s0
does Parliament. Because, times
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without number, it has been stated in
this House, and in public—perhaps
there was not any contradiction from
anyone—that we have no military
deployment anywhere on our inter-
national frontiers,

It is one thing suddenly to wake
up to the facts when a new situation
arises and another just not to accept
the position that this was the policy
of the country., The policy of the
country was not to deploy military
troops on our international frontiers,
whether the frontier is with Goa, with
Pakistan or Burma or China as the
case may be.

So far as China is concerned my
knowledge of history may be imper-
fect, but even in the British days,
apart from leading punitive expedi-
tions across the Himalayas, I have no
knowledge of any military action in
that area; so, that frontier has been
left not to police protection as some
people make out, but has been very
much like the frontier between
Canada and the United States in the
hope that neighbourly relations will
prevail and no cause for military
action would arise. There have been
checkposts on this frontier but those
checkposts were not of a defensive or
a military character. Their main pur-
pose was to guard the trade routes,
protect the merchants and probably
deal with the customs and other mat-
ters. I have no doubt that they would
have been used also as a means to
gain such information as they could.
Therefore, to regard them as positions
Inadvertently left weak would be an
error in fact.

Incidentally, reference has been
made to the fact that I said there
was no aggression on this country.
First of all, I have no recollection of
using the term ‘aggression’. But it
is in use, and the United Nations have
been sitting for seven years trying to
define what aggression is! Each year
they postpone it to the next year. All
I said was, this country was not in-
vaded. It may be wrong, at a meet-
ing where about a hundred thousand
people are present, to say anything
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else. The invasion of the country is
very different from incursions upon
the border even though casualties are
inflicted and military action has to be
taken. . -

So, when this new situation arose
‘both in regard to Pakistan some time
last year and now in regard to China,
Government ¢ame to the decision that
with its limited resources, what could
be done at that time was to take over
what was called over-all control of
the border, viz., to see that such
police action by police—State police
or Central police—that was taken
was not of a character that would be
wasteful in fire-power, would be in
the wrong places and perhaps taken
without knowledge of consequences.
So, we did that in regard to Assam
some twelve months ago, when there
was serioug trouble.

1 want the House to be aware of
the fact that taking over border con-
trol does not mean displacement of
all the bodies. It simply means over-
all directions, because the displace-
ment of all fhe bodies and placing
them on a war footing would require
resources of a character far different
from what it is now. The House
will not expect me I am sure, and it
will not be consistent with one’s res-
ponsibility, to go into the details of
deployment of troops, their numbers,
etc. The previous speaker referred
to the size of the Indian army. T
have no desire either to affirm it or
contradict it. Many people have been
trying to find out what it is. We have
not given the figures.

At any rate, when this situation
arose nearly in September, the Gov-
ernment decided that the Armed
Forces of India should take over over-
all control of this border. Now that
has been done, but it is a progressive
position. It is not as though over-
night something can be done or
should be done, because India has
other frontiers as well. Moving the
army just done not mean, as hon.
Members very well know, moving &«
few people over there. The ballistics
and the logistics connected with this:
has to be taken into account.
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I: has been the concern of my
Ministry, retehfly &t ‘any ' .rate, ~to
recognise the fact that & modern army,
even an army as modern as ours, ¢an
‘only effectively function with the
necessary equipment. Our srmy has
been based in the past upon the
United Kingdom; that is to say, the
resources in the way of equipment
came from the War Office. If it was
not here, we could indent on it. The
same applies to our coastal defence
and what not. Therefore, a considera-
ble amount of energy had to be devo-
ted to that purpose, not at the ex-
pense of, ag someone suggested, for-
getting other matters, but one thing
could not go without the other. So
Tar as border defences are concerned,
all I can say in the House, consistent,
as 1 said, with my own responsibility
and what the House will expect, and
not to give unnecessary information
to those who should not have it, is
that the necessary adjustments are
being made. 1 cannot say whether
the best way of defence of this fron-
tier is by checkposts or in some other
form. Equally it would not be possi-
ble for me to affirm or deny whether
their number should be 100, as the
previous speaker said, or less or more
All one can say is that the necessary
troop movements consistent with our
resources have taken place.

If 1 may say so with great respect,
I have no desire and I do not intend
to answer anything of a character of
personal reference or the question of
one’s integrity or patriotism. When
the time comez when I have to carry
the card of patriotism, it would not
be worth carrying it, though other
people think it necessary to proclaim
it. At any rate, the movement of
troops is a matter in which even the
newspapers should not be allowed to
publish full information; I mean it
should not be given to them, when I
say they should not be allowed to
‘publish it. What I said in Bombay
was that the necessary adjustment,
in this .matter was being made. I
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feel sure, Mr. Spesker, wesponsible
Afsnhers of Puclisvsent wwould sppre-
viate that is @8 . far 2% one can - €O,
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tory or to take action which in the
short run end in the long run it ceas
many trdops in places where They
may be wasteful; equally we oot
be too conscious or what you call weo
concerned abowt not taking some
risks, So, a balance has to be struck
between these and that js what 'is

g

Reference has also been made
the position at the United Nations. I
think it was said yesterday that we
lost a number of votes and that shows
our lack of prestige. If you contest
an election only on the certainty that
you win, there will be no parliamen-
tary contest at all. Somebody must
fail for us to come in here.

Shri Ferose Gandhi: That is why
we leave some seats uncontested, 80
that some friends may come in!

Shri Krishna Menon: But equally,
I hope, those who say this would
study the other votes at the United
Nations, not so much where we get
a plate or we do not, but where mat-
ters of policy are concerned; and
then probably they will get a diffe-
rent picture. In any case, that is not
particularly relevant to the present
issue.

So far as the position of the Gov-
ernment calling for the discussion of
the subject of the representation of
China in the United Nations is con-
cerned, it would be a mistake tq re-
gard this as though we were, oblivious
of the new circumstances or ('lofti‘
something arising merely from “our
special relations with China. Our
China policy in the United Nations
and .the world is governed by world
considerations and the United Nautions
could not command the strength and
could not achieve the purposes of the
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considerations.
t if, as & result of the recent posi-
on our frontier, we resiled from
would have been regarded as
g wrongly and would have lost
much the position and the pres-
we had. I do not use the word
‘prestige’ in the wrong sense, It would
be an entirely wrong act, because,
year after year, we have told other
countries, including the western group
of countries, that irrespective of their
attitude to the internal system m
China, we are not asking them to be
friendly wi h them; but, we have to
strengthen the United Nations and,
therefore, they should be allowed to
come in. Recognition should not mean
spproval; it simply means, they ought
%0 be there.

Secondly, looking from a narrow
point of view, whether in regard to
éw situation about Tibet however it

i interpreted, or in regard to their
attitude towards us or breaking of
my Conventions—whether the Geneva
Cotiventions or the Charter of the
Urilted Nations—we would be in a far
bitter position to deal with it
Ciiia were there as a8 member of
the United Nations and be amenable
@ world opinion on the one hand and

erable for her conduct to a cer-

. extent, That has come into this

io, because I represent this
W -4n the United Nations and
@oe bporuse Chins is the wsue invol-
vl -
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Reference has béén made to one of

the speechés I made in  Bombey.
There about a2 hundred thousand peo-
ple were present and they @id not take
this view. First of all, I did nob
make any reference to aggressiom. 3
did say that the frontiers of countriés
have been violated, but the speech
must be read as a whole. The Irom-
tiers of other countries, by and large,
are violated, our frontiers have beem
violated and, therefore, we must take-
action against it.

Our position is that we should nod
in any way be intimidated by the
Chinese, either by their size, or thel#
capacity for quick movement,

a country with a different form !
Government. It is possible that they
have, in the ghort time, achieved re-
sults quicker than we can. But we
are not to be intimidated by this posi-
tion. We would maintain the sover-
eignty and integrity of our territory.
The Defence Minister, or anybody
else, would be either a fool, or =
knave, or both, if he were to guarantee
what would be the results of any
military action. Al that he could do
is to say that all the resources would
be put into it and as wisely as

concerned understand them. The re-
sults of deployment of military
troops, even in the case of large
countries, are judged by a number of
circumstances. So far as we ec&n
judge at present, it is possible for
us with the limited accentuation an
our resources, within the time, as
progressively as possible, to take on
this limited task, and to that task
the armed forces are applying them-
selves. But it would be very dificuld
for any Defence Minister, this one or
any other, to come and say to this
House “this and this is being done.”

Yesterday, some hon. Member as-
ked: why did not we bomb the road?
! can answer it But it is not wise te
enswer. Therefore, that is the posh
tion in regard to the frontier, and
there is no question of our running
sway from any resistance that is re-
Quired.
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The Indian defence forces have been
conditioned, net for the purpose of a
forgign adventure, or of marching
inte other peoples’ territories, but for
tre delemce of our froniiers, and that
taok they will seek to perform as best
an possible. If the hon. Members
were to eonsider the kind of concern
—not concern but feeling, I think—
that they expressed, that is not
likely - 90 improve the morale of the
armed forces.

Now three things required in
defence in our context are material,
men and moralé. So far as material
iz concerned, we, both on account of
otir economic circumstances, our
nafional policy and, what is more, the
deficiencies created by our past his-
tory, could not concentrate on this.
S6, we have gone into production on
a comparatively large scale, improv-
ing somewhere from about Rs. 14
crores of production in 1956-57 to
RY. 26 crores this year. So, in a gap
of 28 months or so, this has been
achieved and, what is more, this has
not been done by any increase in the
staff of the personnel, or the total
commitment in regard to ordnance
factoriés. Furthermore, I would like
the House to know that today it is
estimated to the satisfaction of the
cofrect au‘horities that for every
hundred units in money of products
we are getting 130 in value, becwnuse of
the re-organisation in this way. Now,
especially because of the present cir-
cumstances, by a certain modiflcation
of our procedures, and the recognition
of urgenciés, we would probably be
sble to improve it better.

Achirya Kripalanl yesterday re-
forred t6 the faot that ordnance fac-
toties—1 may De mistaken; I stand
corrected if I am mistaken—were
being turned on to civilian produc-
tion, while they can"be used for some-
thing elsé. I would like to make two
obwervations in regard to that H i
Were possible to us in normal times
to yarm ordnance factories on te
civilisn ptoduction, it is good foe
defence because if there were a largur
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capacity it can at once be [ for
defence purposes. But, unfortuna
we have not got that capacity. (
have absorbed all idle capacity 1
existed and all that we have now it
in terms of money, Rs. 9 lakhs wortl
of idt¢ capacity. But it those yeer
I am speaking gbout, in the érdnane
tac.ories, as production has gome o
to Rs. 20 crores, out of that Me civl
lian productotr has been Rs. 3} crore:s
and that Rs. 3} crores includes meta
for the Commerce and Industr
Ministry, brass and various othe
things. Then there s a certad
amount of bye products which ca
only be used by civilian industriel
explosive facfories or otherwist
Equally, in the last 12 months w
have moved away from dependenc
on other countries for the vital ele
ments of production and have concen
trated on our own. Then, while |
may not be strictly relevant to th
more colourful part of this debat(
it would be impossible for our armie:
our fighting forces, to function wit
any confidence if they were not sur
of replacements. Then, ! think w
have to face the fact that this is
very hostile terrain, where it is im
possible, where it is very difficult—
do not think I should say impossib]
—to plan in terms of war positior
and, what is more, the lines of sug
ply necessarily must be long, even
they are not as long as the cro
flies, because, length can only I
measured in this sense, not by tk
length in the sky but by fhe tin
taken to cover the distance. I wi
not go into greater details in regas
to this. And no army can afford |
lengthen its line of supply more thau
its resources would permit. These
are the positions one has to accept,.
even though they may not be colour-
ful in many ways.

1 have nothing to apologize for in’
the spéeches made in Bombay, of
Arnerica, or anywhere else, and I have’
o the best of my ability, reflected s
policies ¢t the Government, and thos¥
policies our Primé Minister expountell
yesterday and so many times befor§ ~
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Acharya Kripalani asked whether
nem-aligament megnt Aom-alignmaent
with gurselves, an the one hand—now
1 kave po desire te aplit hairs an that
—and whether it also meant that we
may not take equipments from else-
where. Mr. Spesker, it must be with-
in the knowledge of this House, from
the numerous questions asked and
numerous replies given, that the mili-
tary supplies—by military 1 mean all
the detence forces in this country—
have been received from several
pixces. The only thing is that we do
not seek aid in a particular way.
There is nothing wrong in our policy,
there i3 nothing wrong in our convie-
tion, to prevent us from getting de-
fence equipments, or weapons, or
whatever it may be, from wher-
ever we choose at whatever time,
whether it be the east ar the wcst.
The only thing is that we would like
to pay for it, and not come under the
internal legislation of those countries.
It is probably not understood that the
receiving of aid is cavered by certain
domestic legislation in that particular
Iand, because their legislatures have
to pass them. Therefore, while on the
one hand our defence may not be de-
pendent, either upon the capacity of
any other country to shut off supplies,
or, on the other hand, by the conditions
that they may impose in regard to
procurement, we have done everything
we can to obtain them from wherever
they can be obtained, at the most
economic prices or, what we call,
conditions best to ourselves. There-
fore, there is no question of our say-
ing that we ghall not touch such and
such equipments because they come
from somewhere else. And what is
morae, it shoyld be recognized that the
Indian army—I think I will take the
army, becayse that is the latest form
of our fighting faroes—was not born
yesterday, or after independence. I
has its equipments and its standardisa-
tion, and it is committed to a certain

pattern, and without considerable ex- -

pense and the passage of a fair amounf
of time, it would be impossible to
olter that situation. Tharefore, that
aliaration takes place gradually with-
o impairment #f our dafencs.
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I think it will be a mistake, it I
may say 89, to convey the impression
0 our fighting forces that there is
some lack of confidence on the civi}
side of the administration, apart from.
the armed forces. I have no desire
to go into the question which hasg im-
plications in that direction. So long
as there is a parliamentary system, the
policy of defence would be decided by
the Government, and just as the civi}
gervice carries on the civil side, the
defence services will carry them ep
the other side. That is the only way
we ean do it now.

Then, in spite of whatever may b&
said, whatever you may hear an
whatever you may read, with gregt
respect 1 would like to repeat what
the Prime Minister said—I believe he
said that yesterday here and in other
places too—that the morale of tha
services has never been higher at any
other time. The question of emoly:
ments, their hope of security and the
prospect that belongs to those who
are prepared to make this supreme
sacrifice, they have been consolidated
very much more than ever before,
because of the changing conditions
of the world.

It would not be in my provincs,
specially when the hon. Primsg
Minister is winding up this debate, ¢
go into the question of higher policy
as to how to resolve these disputas
But I hope I may be permitted to say
that the frontiers of a couniry can
only be settled in two ways, eithep
by conquest by one party or the other
or by negotiation. There is no other
way of doing that. Either you con-
quer them or they conquer you.

Shri Nath Pal: Conquer or defend?
1 think you mean defend. How can
we conquer our own land?

Shri Krishna Menon: I was speaki
sufficiently loudly to be heard. I sal
that the frontiers of a country can
anly be settled in this way. We have
pever said that these frontiers are nok
Jnown. We haye zaid that they u'g
#etermined by history, as Shri Aadq
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Mehta sald this momning I believe, by
cenvention, by practice and by our
own experience of what we see. We
fire quite conscious as to what are our
frontiers. We have not said that they
are not unknown. We have sald that
it is wrong to say that it is not de-
limited. It is not demarcated. They
are two different things. Demarcation
bas to be carried on by a process of
negotiation and it must be left to the
wisdom of the Government, if you
accept it, as to what is the best way
of establishing that negotiation.
Negotiation, on the one hand, cannot
be brought about by an attitude of
undue aggressiveness nor on the other
hand by an attitude of surrender. I
believe the Government is following,
what the hon. Prime Minister a couple
of months ago said here, what is call-
ed the dual policy. A dual policy is
not a double policy or a double-faced
policy. Dual policy is a policy with
two aspects. Both aspects are equal.
ly important and one corroborates the
other.

2003

That is all I have to say. I think
very few other matters have been
raised in this connection. But some
reference has been made to the quali-
fications required for a Defence Minis-
ter. In a Parliamentary system of
Government, ministers, rightly or
wrongly, are not appointed by the
Opposition and none of us can be so
sure at any time that they command
complete public confidence. As far as
1 am concerned, Government policy in
our system is one and unified. Ahny
suggestion. . . .

8hri Surendranath Dwivedy (Ken-
drapara): You have at least the sup-
part of one Opposition party!

Shri Krishna Menon: On the one
band the Opposition pleads for the
gaity of the country and on the other
hand if either by error or by mistake
or hy opportunism one party offers its
support on a particular issue we are
called upon to reject it. We either
gjgcwd it or accepted it. We arp

pllowing a policy. If that policy

’
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appesls to right peaple thea iy
should join in that. Anywsy, this i
& matter for the hon. Prime Mintstér
to deal with.

At any rate so far as I am concefa-
ed there has been no difficulty from
the working people in the ries
and while production—that I have
mentioned a little while ago—may to
a certain extent be due to thé drive
given to it Ly the administration
generally, it is in more than"a small
measure due to the enthusiasm and the
understanding of the men who work
in these factories. I think we should
all be conscious of the fact that they
realise that that production is not for
the purposes of private profit but for
the defence of this country.

That is all I have to say.

Shri Vajpayee: May I ask a question
of the hon. Defence Minister?

Some hon. Members: No, no.

Shri Nath Pal: You must take Shri
Feroze Gandhi’'s permission first

Shri Ferose Gandhi: Sometimes you
are with us; sometimes the Commu-
nists are with us. What are we to do?

Mr. Speakar: Dr. Aney.

Shri Nath Pai: When we do it we
do it openly. (Interruptiomn)

Mr. Speaker: Order, ordef. The
House is still sitting. Dr. Aney.

Acharya Kripalani (Sitamarhi): 1 do
not know whether the hon. Defence
Minister was referring to what 1 sald
about the Defence Minister as to what
he cught to be. I never said that he
should be selected by the Opposition.
(Interruption).

. Shrl Surendransth Dwivedy: Who
are you to interrupt?

Acharya Kripalasi: What I Ka®d
said is that it is not enough in & demw-
cracy for the hon. Ministéy %6 enjod



305 Motion re:

the confidence only of his Chiet but
#iso of the pyblic. I bold that-this
ngheeoﬂeetpodﬁou

Ferose Gandhi: How does one
that?

lhrl Jawaharial Nehru: 1 do not
‘xnow how the hon. Member has got up
# explain in the middle of a debate.
‘1 have g lot to say as to how public
confidence is to be judged.

Acharya Kripalani: But I submit it
has nothing to do with a point made
by the Opposition. It is only perver-
sive argument in order to . . . (In-
terruption). That is why I say that
whether you are right or the public
is right is a Question to be judged by
others and not by you, nor by me. .
(Interruption).

Shri Jawaharlat mnehru: The hon.
Member is needlessly getting excited
when it is said that the Opposition
does not appoint him . (Inter-
ruption). Nobody thought that the
Opposition did it. But that was a gen-
tle way of pointing out the place that
Government occupies and the Opposi-
tion occupies in a democratic system.
Presumably 8 Government functions
because Parliament approves of that
Government and presumably the peo-
ple approve of that Government be-
cause Parliament is being elected by
the people. Presumably in a Govern-
ment the Prime Minister is appointed
because he has a certain measure of
confildence of the people through the
Parliament. These are normal things
which sometimes require pointing out
when they are forgotten.

Shri Nath Pai: The Opposition never
sppoints a Minister, but in a demo-
cracy it can always succeed in com-
pelling the Government to resign or
the President to dismiss that ministry.
It does hapen .. (Interruption).

Bkri Tysgt (Dehra Dun): I submit
that this is irrelevant. It is not a
matter for discussion now .. .. (Inter-
ruption).

e Sposker: Order, order, (Inter-
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Shrl Feroxe Gandhi: What ia ¢this?
If you want some more, we can give
more to you. (Interruption).

Mr. Bpeaker: Hon. Members talk of
democracy . . . (Interruption). I am
afraid, while they are talking about
the principles of democracy, they are
not practising it here. Dr. Aney.

Acharya Kripalani: I had only rais-
ed a question that there might be a
misconception. I take it that the
hon. Prime Minister had admitted the
proposition that every Minister must
enjoy public confidence. Now, he
makes himself the measure of that
confidence. I have no objection to

that, But my proposition is absclutely
correct.

Mr. Speaker: That is all right. Dr.
Aney.

Dr. M. 8. Amey (Nagpur): Sir, I rise
to support the motion moved yester
day by the hon, Prime Minister.

While recommending the White
Paper II and the correspondence bet-
ween the Governments of India and
China for consideration of the hop.
Members of this House, I wish to make
a few observations to express what Y
feel on reading those papers.

The first thing that must strike the
reader of this correspondence is that
one of the two corresponding nations
cannot be recognised as beliévers in
and adherers to the principles of co-
existence, one of the cardinal tenets in
what is now popularly known as the
doctrinc of Panchsheel. Co-existence
implies that both the countries re-
cognise the boundaries of each other
and respect the geographical integrity
af the nation. Violation of the boun-
dary of the one by the other delibe-
rately and not an accidental trespass
is aggression and a crime by one
nation against the other.

The Papers thamselves contain praef
of daliberate violation by the Chinsse
of certain tervitories in Ladakh which
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The atlack on the Indlan Meén at
Longju by the Chinese Arty tesulting
in the death of several Indians and
Mo the arrest of a large number to
which reference is made in the letler
o Premier Chou En-lai of the 8th
September, 1059, and the lelter of the
Indian Prime Minister to the Chinese
Prime Minister dated the 26th Septem-
yer, 1069 will convince amybody that
de Chinese army men attacked and
kilted the Indian men deliberately.
The attackers stated that they had
orders to attack and stop the Indian
personnel frem going further. Is that a
proof of settling matters of difference
by negotiations and in e peaceful
manner?

_The elaborate reply which our
Prime Minister has given to the letter
of the Chinese Premier of the 8th
‘September is simply left unreplied.
¥Wow can there be any negotiations
where one party does hot even show
., any willingness to listen, read or
consider?

Though mare than once the Chinese
Premier has referred to our Prime
Minister as the author of Pancheheel
and described himsel as strictly ob-
serving the tenets of Panchsheel, the
vorresponéence Jeaves the reader in no
doubt that the writer is not keen in
ascertaining the truth about the boun-
daries and Nis loyalty to Panchsheel
= only 'some ¥ind of lp service. T am
‘nbt at all suvprised wt this. My sur-
prive is thet it took the Government
of InGm 50 much time, nay, so many
years, ‘to 'find it otit.

Hir, this leads me to snother im-
poriant .point. We decame an inde-
pendent -nation in the year 1947. dn
Augxt Jlast we have finished twelte
years and -odlebrated the 4welfth
anniversary of our Indian Independ-
ence ‘Day. Soon ‘sfter our indepnd-
ende We announcéd our Tecognition of
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vtonmz the tase of that nation and
pressing on the UN. thé urgehcy of
its recognition by that body as &
nation and jts admission as a mamber
of the UN. In al] this we have been
following the path of jusiice, squity
and international faimess. But we
bave done something more than thet
fer Chine. We have recognieed
China's suzeraiaty over Tibet, owr
immediate neighbour in the north. By
this recognition we have In a way
favited China t» be our next-door
#eijhbowr. Tn doing that we tried to
get an assurance from Chine that s
suzerainty over Tibet was not %o
interfere with the sutonomous satas
of Tibet and its Lamaik Buddhist cul-
ture. But we find that the Chinese
Government, for reasons best known
to them, have occupied Tibet and
virtually ended the rule of the Lamas
in that State. The hospitality which
we have shown to the Dalai Lama
and the people of Tibet who migrated
from Tibet to India has infuriated the
Chinese Government and the Chinese
people also. The various incidents of
aggression on Indian territory in the
Himalayas as well as the anti-Indien
propaganda of a very virulent nature
that is being carried on in China are
indicative of an attitude of active
hostility of China to India.

On reading the notes I feel convinc-
ed that the Government of India never
suspected t{ll very recently that there
would be such a terrible change in
the attitude of China towards India.
Tt treated all symptoms of this change
as insignificant. The publication of
maps by the Chinese Government
shawing large tracts of our country
as Chinese territory -eliciled only a
mild protest from us. And any ex-
Pplanation of the oock-and-bull story
Aype given by the Chinese Govemn-
ment was thought of by us, for the
time being ot lesst, w5 setisfeocteny.

As against this ocanduct of ihe
Chinese Government, our Government
has tried to be consistent in its atti-
tule Howurds ‘Ohina. Ot Wample of
this is that M the mep ‘of Inltin .4nd
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China which hag been published and
trcitisted t0 the Memsbers slong amjith
the White Paper, we have shown the
whode tesvitory to the north of India
beyond the Himalayas as China, omit-
#ng all veference to the existence of
Tibet. We have taken up this atti-
tude.

Apart from the solicitude we are
showing 1o dhe Seelings and susocepti-
‘bilities of the Chinese nation, there is
another mistake which we have com-
mitted in all these twelve years of
our independence. We were not able
to take a proper view of our frontiers
from the point of view of our defence.
Yt me say here that the Defence
Minister just now made a statement,
and I heard the explanation given by
him. I think there is good reason in
what he hag stated. But notwithstand-
‘ing that, the remarks which 1 propose
to make still hold good. It is admit-
ted and clearly seen from the White
Papers that we did not regard our
.northern frontier as a matter of any
<concern at all. And that is what he
has stated also. A few outposts for
patrols in aid of the pilgrims and
Jraders were gl] that was thought to
&e necessary. That wag probably the
arrangement in the British days. And
our Independent India simply conti-
tued the same arrangement.

I .am .told—and 1 speak subject to
woorrectiop—~that the part of Ladakh in
occupation .af the Pakistan Govern-
ment .bordering on ;the .Chinese .bord-
ars is well .protected. 1 do not know
whether this information is carrect or
aot. But that our border Wwag not at
-all protected js clear from the white
yapers themsalves.

‘Puring the -British rule China had
not the courage even +to assert its
suzerainty over Tibet, much less to
invade -that territory. Therefore they
‘hed never cared to make any effec-
tive arrangements for prateehou of
4hat -border. But -Independent India
+hould heve been -able to foresee -the
eonsequences ‘of leaving the border

-unproteeted, particularly in
viaw of the -several changes that have
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been taking place dwxing this period.

That means a er to India. Aa

unprotected border of India means a

danger not only to India but to Nepal,

Bhutan and Sikkim.

Vigilance is the price of liberly,
they say. Non-vigilance is hkaly 3o
endanger liberty itsei. In this cop-
nection I do say that the reductiap of
our m litary budget by Rs. 25 crores
last year ig certainly an indication of
the fact that our Defence Ministry
was not sufficiently vigilant in press-
ing its claims and demonstrating the
urgency of making our border ouf-
posts sufficiently strong to meet the
menace to India which has arisen by
the eradication of Tibet and bringing
China closer and making it our next-
door peighbour.

16 hre T

In cong‘dering the last letter whigh
our Prime Minister has sent, I gan
certainly say that he has shown gn
admirable spirit of firmness and self-
restraint, properly combined, ijn
making his proposals. But, theze i»
one point to which 1 wish to mwite
the attention of the Prime Minister in
all humility. In his des‘re to put
an .end to interminable discussions .of
statue gquo, he has suggested that .in
the Longju region, the Chinese shoyld
withdraw their men and we, as an
interim arrangement, will not send
our own patrols to occupy the same.
There will be a no man's land
between the two borders. The Prime
Minister has given his reasons for
making this proposal &and they
deserve consideration. In thig con-
nection, I wish to bring to the notice
of the Prime Minister and also of the
Members of this House and the
Defence Minister, what -Shri Cariappa
the ex-Commander-in.Chief has to
say. -He said that if the Chinese
would not be ousted from the
occupied positions now, it would be
very difficult to do so later on, 1In
the White Paper, we have an_ instance
where a post which we vacated was
immediately occupied by the Chinese
my hon.
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' friend referred to. Can this th.ng
‘got take place here? What is the
‘guarantee that the Chinese, having
vacated it for some days, would not
hter occupy it, making it imposs.ble
us again to recover it? I am
bonﬁdentthatthislsl int which
the Prime Minister will take into
- congiderat.on.

The second point is, that this
portion is a part of the Jammu and
Kashmir State. What effect our con-
duct .n withdrawing our patrois from
Longju will make on the minds of
the people of Kashmir?! Will they
‘feel that we are strong enough to
protect the Kashmir people, if 1t
becomes necessary to fight at allt
Or, will it have an adverse effect on
their mind? Will they not also try
to make a contrast between the con-
duct of Pakistan Government and our
own Government as regards making
&fort to preserve the territories
‘w.thin their respective boundaries in
spite of the clams made by the
Chinese in their maps for themselves?
These are the points that I wanted
specially to bring to the notice of the
Prime Minister and the Governmens
of India, before they make up their
mind to hand over the territory, in
case they agree to accept the pro-
posal.

I am reminded of a verse in
Sanskrit:

o F T ST FRAT A9 g & A
fafamamy .

It means, a person who is void of
indignation is nether honoured by
friend nor by his enemy. I hope
that my apprehension will prove
groundless. Whatever might be the
differences about certain steps taken
er not taken before, about the com-
missions and omissions, there is
undpubtedly one strong pont in
favour of the Government and that
. 3s, that the whole country has faith
in the leadership of Shri Jawaharisl
Nehru and people of all shades of

Lo

apinjon will stend frmily by hiss st

dehind him and sypport him in .Jes
$olicy and the messures that he will
take in dzfence of the honeur of this
country and preservaiion of  jis
geographical integrity.

I support the mot.on.

Raja Mahendra Pratap (Mathurs):
Just a minute; may 1 say a few
waords, Sir?

Mr. Speaker: I shall call him later.
Suri J. B. S. Bist.

Shrimati Mafida Ahmed (Jorhat):
What about us, Sir?

Mr. Speaker: No hon. Member can
force herself or lumself on the
Speaker and force him to call her
or hm.

Some Hon. Members rose—

Mr. Speaker: It is open to all hom.
Members to go on standing until they
catch my eye.

Shri J. B. 8. Bist (Almora): The
Prime Minister’s counter-propodals
conveyed to Mr. Chou En-Lai in his
letter of the 16th November are
practical and realistc. I, however,
particularly welcome his statement
that as far as the Humalayan border
is concerned, there is no dispute about
it in the centra] area where it touches
U.P., Himachal Pradesh and Punjab.
This would be welcome to the
inhabitants of that area which I have
the privilege to represent. This
would be welcome to them also
because they had been apprehensive
that the Chinese m ght indulge im
aggressive activity similar to those n
NEFA or Ladakh.

While the initiative now rests with
the Chinese, I would call the atten-
tion of the Government to the
for a complete reorientation in
border polioy. During the

¢
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reasons. Firstly, Tibet formed a kind

“uf. buffer State, and secondly they
shought that the bleak and inacosssi-
#le mountains whch separate T.ibet
-ad ‘inda were the best protection.
Duapite this, from the admin strative
point of view, they kept a close watch
on border developments.

After independence, our Govern-
ment, teking into consideration the
traditional friendship between the two
oduntr.es, gave up the concessions it
snjoyed in Tibet, and believing in the
friendly intentions of the Chinese, d.d
mot strengthen ity borders. Thus,
while the Chinese, even in the old
Dalai Lama regime, were construct-
ng a network of roadways on their
side of the border and building up
sheir defence potential, we on our
side did not pay any particular or
special attention to this area, and
proceeded in the ordinary way.

Take my own district of Almora
which is lying quite contiguous to our
boundary with Tibet. Three passes
in that district, namely the Lipulake,
Kungri-Bingri and Darma, provide
access to India. While the Chinese
in their part of the border have con-
structed motorable roads up to
Takulakote and Gyanimandi, our
villages in the border are st:ll diffi-
cult to reach. This not only creates
a defence problem, but also hampers
the growth of this area whose
economy was so far dependant on
trade with Tibet. With the establLsh-
ment of Communist rule in Tibet,
unless the economic development of
the border people is promoted, the
Chinese agents will find good ground
rgr sowing seeds of disaffection.

I may also suggest that since réad
has now essentially

become a defence requirement in the
border areas, this may be entruste?
., to the military authorities. We have

|

jeast do 0ot knaw when they
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will reach any impostant villags oo

the border.

I would also take this opportunity
to inform Government—possibly they
have the information already—hat
Garbyang is the last village towards
the Lipulake pass. It is a flat piecs
of land which is fit for an airfiedd
It would be for the military authori~
ties to enquire into this matter and
see whether it could be put to any
use for any purpos¢, and I have
nothing to say on that; 1 do know
that the v.l.age has a flat stretch of
land, and aeroplanes could land there
very easily, but it is for the m’litacy
authorities to see the site and con~
sider whether it i3 in their interes¢
and in the interest of the nat.on to
use that area.

Ag revival of trade with Tibet is 2
remote possibility, Government would
have to consider alternative means of
livelihood for the people in these
areas. Sheep-rearing and wool indus-
try on a sc entific basis would be a
success, and I think that ie a genuine
need, for, in these areas, every famuly
is connected with wool; as the hon.
Members of this House possibly know,
the Pashmina and similar kinds of
woo! are manufactured by the Bhoti«s
who live on the frontiers and who
trade with Tibet. Also, other avenues
of livel.hood will have to te explor-
ed. I would suggest that an economic
survey should be carried out, and I
think, just as some speakers have
remarked before, that this survey
will provide Government with muny
facilities which they migbt need; of
course, I might say here that Govern-
ment will have to improve communi-
cations, if these facilities are to be
enjoyed. The time has come now
when these matters cannot be delay-
ed any longer. I think a sound
economy and a good economy is
good defemce.

Now, I would like to touch on &
delicate issue. It is being stated that
the areag where incursions are taking
place are inaccessible, without habite.
tion and %¢ no s~qnomic consequence:
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I would like to say that it is this very
inaccessibility which provides the
greatest security and protection.
Once these areas are not with us, the
feeling of safety which the border
people have, will disabpear, and this
must affect the defence of the whole
of India also.

In regard to administration, 1 have
to say that the State Government
treat these border districts on similar
I'nes as other districts, though these
border districts have thecir own
special peculiar featuves. I do not
blame the State Government for tlis.
They do not have the resources and
to incur an expend ture ouwt of p.o-
portion to the population and acea
causes heart-burning in other areas,
while there ig a comparativ:ly sirall
return on the investment made. The
remedy l'es in special subsidies from
the Centre ear-marked for thase
areas. This money should be not only
ear-marked for specific areas but
should be for specific purposes and
for the benefit of those areas.

I regret to say that I have noticed
that officers posted to the border
areas treat themselves as having been
penalised. There may be some
exceptions to this. Therefore, I would
suggest that officers of the Indian
Frontier Political Service formed for
adminjstering the NEFA and Naga
areas should be posted to these areas,
and the d'strict officers should be
asked to tour those areas and con.e
into contact with the people there.
My impression is that they do nat
tour as frequently as was thought
essential even in the British times.

Ever since the Chinese activities on
the border started, I have been think-
ing as to what precisely they have
in mind. I am neither a politician
nor an expert, but a man from the
border areas having a stake in what
is happening there. Personally, I
think the Chinese game is to deprive
us of the security which the
H malayas provide us and to placc
themselves in a position of vantage
which will be a permanent threat to
our security.
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Anyway, I was glad to hear the
Prime Minister say yesterday that he
was trying, in the first place, to
settle things by peace. I appreciate
this line of his, for after all, war has
its horrors, and possibly many of us
may not be able to imagine those
horrors. I pray God that he becomes
successful through these peaceful
means. But the Prime Minister has
also said—and I think everyone of us
will agree with him when he says it—
that India is not going to stand any
aggression. I am certain that Gov-
ernment are taking all matters into
consideration. There is no need to
think that nothing is being done by
Government. After all these are mat-
ters which cannot be clearly exposed
fn public in the interest of the coun-
try.

Mr. Speaker: Shri A. M. Taria.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: I do not
want to catch your eye, but if your
eyes catch me better.

Mr. Speaker: My eye always catches
the hon. Member.
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i P. C. Berooah (Sibsagar): Mr.
Speaker, Sir, 1 venture to take part
i fhis debate because I and the people
¢ my State, Assam are vitally con-
dedted with this problem. I have
Béen requesting the Government to
#i¥é a serjous thought to this ques-
itk even on some earlier occasioms,
z:‘aﬂy with reference to the Indo-

istan borders and the disruptive
@Nvittes of the Naga hostiles.

_Gf the 9,000 miles of frontier thay
india has got to maintain, nearly one-
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third of it goes to the account of
Assam alone. Bounded on the north
by T.bet or China, on the east by
Burma and on the south and west by
Pak stan, her entire boundary is a
frontier except for a small stretch of
land, measuring about 40 miles,
through which Assam today is keep-
ing connection with the rest of India.
As such, Assam’s importance from the
defence point of view needs no
emphasis.

The constituency which I come from
is eont guous fo the Subansirl d&ivi-.
sion of the North East Frontier
Agency in which lies the now famous
Longju, the little village. The Chinese
are reported to be strengthening their
occupation forces at Longju and are
consolidating their posit on by build-
ing a new road from Longju to their
base in the Tibetan plateau only 1%
miles from Longju. They have also
bridged a river which runs across
this road about a mile north of
Longju. .

1 do not want to take the t'me of
this House by repeat ng the v'o.ations
which the Chinese have committed on
our borders and the many incursions
that have been made into our terri-
tory. But, in spite of all this, I would
like to make it clear that ths ques-
tion of Sino-Ind an relations should
be viewed in a dispassionate and
realistic manner. Whatever we decide
to do in this matter must be guided
by our man objective, the adherence
to the policy of non-alignment, the
greatest g ft our Prme Minister has
given to the nation. It is not an
idealistic policy as is supposed by
some people. It i3 a policy whch is
feasible and practicable in the present
circumstances and .n the foreseeabls
future.

The Qquestion of the safety and
security of our borders, whether
related to Pakistan border or to the
Chinese border, must be dealt with
in itz true perspective. For instance,
the Pak stan authoritias are in 2
reasonable frame of mind just at the
moment. But it does not mean that
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weé should be less v gilant in regard
t0 our Indo-Pakistan border. Pro-
tection of our frontiers is our national
duty and it should be discharged
ceasgelessly. Similarly, if the Chinese
Government is adopting a hostile
attitude towards our country, it
should not be taken to mean that we
should be v'gilant in regard to the
safety of our borders only now and
do nothing later on. As a matter of
fact, the safety of the border is a
permanent obligation of any Govern-
ment that may be there. Hence I
‘would request the Government to
split up th s question into two parts:
Firstly, the immediate steps that are
required to be taken for meeting the
challenge of the Chinese aggression
and secondly, the long-term arrange-
ments that should be made for the
protect.on of our borders as a whole.

As for the immediate steps, much
would depend on the attitude of the
Chinese Government to the proposals
made by our Prime Minster. But
al] the same, the initiative remains in
our hands and we should meanwhile
remain prepared for the worst that
may happen in the immediate future.
India is a peace-loving country, but
it is also a land of patriots, who
would not hesitate to lay down their
lives for the safety of their mother-
land. So, we hope that Dbetter
counsels would prevail on the Chinese
Premier and he would accept the path
of peace as suggested by our Prime
Min ster.

As for the long-term steps for the
protection of our borders, it may be
suggested that an efficient machinery
to keep contact with the border areas
be set up, communications to and
from the borders improved, roads and
‘bridges constructed, railways right up
to the foot-hills extended, air-fields
and air-str'ps built, mil.tary forces
armed with the modern weepons,
“TPetritorial Army, NCC and ACC
umits enlarged, proper facilities for
developing the economy of the people
liv.og in the border areas offered and
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last but not the least, strict vigilanoe
kept on those having extrs-fefritcria}
allegiance and combing out thase who
want to break our national soHdarity.

1 would also like to say that we
should not rest content merely with
expressihg sat sfaction at the steps
taken by the Governmeant and remain
unconcerned. We have to strengthem
the hands of our Government. We
have to make our Pr.me Minister feel
that the country is behind him and
is prepared to stake everything for
the step he may choose to take.

1 also feel that we are a bit tou
much repeating that we are ¢he
originators of Pagnchsheel, we are
wedded to non-violence, we shall not
go to war, etc. . Who in the world
today does not know that we are not
s0? Yes; we are opposed to war,
above all with a country like China,
with whom we were in friendship for
the last two thousand years. But too
much repetition of these principles, I
amn afraid, may be misconstrued by
others as our cowardice.

We give our whole-hearted suppozrt
for what the Government under the
dynamic personality of our Prime
Minister have done so far in this
matter. But, Sr, 1 shall be failing
in my duty if 1 do not mention abous
the doubt and the distress which the
people, particularly those in my part
of country, are feeling in one matter,
viz.,, the question of our declaring
China’s suzerainty over Tibet, which
we feel hag brought all these troubles
for us. X the early history is gone
into, it will be found that in 741 AD.
China used to pay tribute to Tibet
In 1244, Tibet was ruled completely
independent of China. Of course
there were occas'ons when supremacy
was exercsed over ome anoiher
amongst the Mongolians, Mancha-
rians, Tibetans and the Chinese o
different times. Though Tihet wme
long f-2* fram Chinese domination
the rising of the communist Govern-
ment in China, reversed the s'tuation.
The Tibetans fearing the i
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urge of China, wanted to send
missiong to England, America, India
and Nepal. This the Tibetans could
not do for fear of the Chinese. The
Indian Government advised the
Tibetan Government to send their
naisgsion to Peking. The day the
Tibetan mission left for Peking, the
Chinese liberation army marched into
Tibet.

In November, 1848, our Prime
Minister declared in a Press Confer-
ence in England that India recognises
Chinese suzerainty on Tibet. Two
days after, the Chinese Government
declared the liberation of Tibet by
1080. So, the liberation of Tibet has
taken place and we have seen the
suzerainty in action in the killing of
80,000 Lamas, imndoctrination and
naming Lord Budha as a reactionary.
Having brought ‘all quiet in Tibetan
front’, the Chinese are now indulging
in violation of the Indian border. I
may be permitted to mention here,
Sir, that the then Chairman Mao Tse
Tung, in one of his communications to
Shri Ranadive, the then Secretary of
the Communist Party of India, wrote
that the Chinese liberation forces are
always ready to liberate the people
of India. This was in the year 1948,
and now in the year 1859 we have
seen what is going on in our
Himalaya borders.

Concluding my speech, I would like
to state that we know Chinese are a
great nation of 600 million of people
against ours of 400 million. They
have an army of 2'6 million against
ours of ‘4 million; of course, I stand
to be corrected. Chinese are, there-
fore, militarily superior to us. But,
Sir, as our Prime Minister has said
on many occasions, in these days of
scientific  warfare and nuclear
weapons, supremacy in number will
not matter. If in going to defend
our borders we are to get ourselves
invplved in a war with China, let
us not fall back, though we know very
well that such a war at the present
moment will not be confined tg China
and India alone; it will be 3 global
war, and a global war of today means
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destruction of the world. But, then,
it will yield place to the birth of a
new world. Then where is the fear?
We will all die together, and that
will be dying for truth, dying for
non-violence and dying for Panch-
sheel.

With these words I want to express
my feeling and that of the people of
my constituency and thereby I want
to strengthen the hands of our Prime
Minister. Let him go ahead in the
path he has laid and principles he
has followed, with the great teachings
that he has received from his greet
Guru in mind, fearlessly and force-
fully, not only until there is peace in
the Himalayan region but also in the
world at large. Victory will be ours.

ofy worcrw Ve - s wEEy, U
e foe T wed F e aes § g
T IIE AT AT § F A wely
¥ g7 WG o7 T o foww ey & g
o WA & g a9l e o,
7y w0 W & veel ¥ wer ol
Ty & 1 &% O w5 smy godlt
& o X & FEC TG §, W A W
o AR & Foid, M Tew F I farenss,
ar e Afe & fastw, §9 woT
argd & Sfew I fadw & I @k
w #Y G & FawTE TH FT 2
&Y, g g w1 I T A
g, o fasrrs @ aiwd W% o
£g wRA TR § AT o7 Ty gt
WY WA WA W HATH IIew g, ay
@ v § wam Wl o oy Aife
T § Ty v fadw; w vk ) wifex
s 7 W7 YTw ¥ N T A W §,
T i T T § WX g e
g € fo vt yow w4 3 oawm
w faaa & wrards €1 geut #F, forumy
aw o wrw 9 § o g o oy
¢ e § Wr-gw gEw fnT ¥ wg
&¥T 91, JEAY BT R & % gy v
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T X TIT {T GAT %00 Wi W
drar gx W wim §, &few fige ofr
e g s Pedasfign g iom ®
. ®W WY IH FT g ¥ w7 Ay 4,
faraeT odfradT #7 wifedy ogr aneT &,
gad &rf ufeads st gon € 1+ Wyt o%
HEw B} g 8T vATH §, 2@ H
T qEw §, B ST wigd & fr g
"t s fars el adad”
AT AT TEA | €T TF G F1—
S B AT w7, A ety A wodr
a¥ Aff Wy §—Fggam g
oI Qe W & fag oy war wov
W@ 1 &Y T € 5 gt vy § aw-
Wz &Y, Sfew o5 T o v b fag A
i‘tharnmﬁgafmm%ﬁw
qUYTL TE-T ST | $F § & gW JT
& 1 3 wor at 9g 9zt £ fo fvw &
ol e wawm g a1 gw el
g fr wrow fafe e & fr gm aw
qIA AT W VAR §—Uw A
AT FT AT FX | A1y W9y 4@y
#* g7 wr qaU =Y €, Sfew wqe
R sgree T A q¥ TAT a¥w & oAl
X N9 7T % wifed o ® oq
«F, I 9@ wae fE oy # qw @
¥y ¥ AT w0k §, Sfaw god
uTE ¥ ags € s Jr & a1 w5
T§—TX ol ¥ = 1, N 5 we
aff @ Wl @ A v T
Ta WA, gl gw 4g 9 g
¥ Q@ Ages § T gAY wgew ¥
fg o fasma & g5y § € § oide
P I TR § O Ter e A ad
ars ®C fomr w1 TR @ R
97 WX TP A WE ¥ w» I
-2 e 38 wiegx fravggw &1 §FR
& fearr & g & wicyx feacazm &,
Afies I & famn § 7 3 efeyz few-
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Waﬁ ummwm
¢ fag W F wed ¥ &7 W £ v
¥ @%maﬁmwmmfm
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qre ¥ T & fAT oF arer AT /9 YT g
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* aryy f wd @ifa wew @ &
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0 oifrdr &1 gy ¢, & S9Far §
fr ag «@r &, Afer 97 ¥ o =
v arfg a1 7l A & el
TF AT & Arg A% T N Fofy gEk
WT® ¥ gt WA I
¥ g1a 93 ag W wfF g, @
FEFAGATAC | FE AT AW
A Ao AT-TeTETHEE o qrfert g9 )
i gmwwqmuﬁanﬁwh
w3 ¥ sifaw s wigg &
fogeam & sqm 70 ¥ faq ¥g ov
qUAWT Q7| I & T FH w4
a—xq & wq wwg W ¥ g ¥
FO A TR G| ¥ EEdam §
fr fode fafrees wag & o gore
o difer & www & ol vet o o
fir Tw g & WX G QT WAy
mmfwﬁwr«%'ﬁﬁﬁm&
C il
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. o o Yoy (wrremg) 0 R
mxAa T ¥ v qud I 6
Li]

. W ywerw frg -39 % fag A ETR
. FFAT fewdie dhax- 8, Fhe
St Ahpr &, woee ¥ gfee e
2 39 v § qx af I TR
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F 7z ga wge § & et o
Eal T AT FW &7 O Y, I
N ErA PR w T W feafy
gz § 5 20 & ww g Avafes oy
I oF G A 7 A% fam
Jrar & wo ww wAgT Sdifgar
W AR A AR AT g1 FE AR
aft or aFr 31 I F o g
NI{E E W §, AR AW F wwa
BT S ¥ ¢ gw g Wew
% fams 7 § Jfvq ogl 76 Teh
M gaT &, I H X T FAA
W 9% e fgans &1 ol fedg
fafaeer wdaw ¥ a1 e T "o
afre a ¢t 3, dfsq 99 & -
e 4l g€, oo 1 grat i g
A W v f eI WAL, O
F 9a¥ oo w9 o sy w
WHRTg#aT 9%t § fe A g o
ot & &xar Qfrdieaesy I aqr
frar w@, forg & & 97 & J9ee g
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g fE fprgra sk W g
I Ig F e anrics qgk wgaT &y
™o afafig 3w & @ o
wigd ¢, e g wac o af
fedet ofer wfer ot @

T T §, q¥ qg AW A AT g
fo ol frdeg fafreec @ wod wmaw

AGRAHAYANA 5, 1881 (SAKA)

India-Ching 2034
Relations
# v qE I9TF w7 &, Ry e
& wraeg ¥ ¥ et At w oy st
t N 5 grraa: af w8 oy ofgw
4t 1 & faaa w<ar Wz g fe A
/AT AT AT, AT ZH 4@ T@AT qF
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§ W wr S mafei § g 9T
FEAT & AN Wy g9 Py ada
T WY § | Iq g¥ vty @
g X WA W gw I rAfqq
Y 7t gaTed §, aY ave A wgav E
T A4 ¥ @9 a3y 130 w8 09
g T § o 37 ¥ B9 Aqq A
T &1 F ag wgm wEw § f gl
ax W A qEAr Fogary g, N
Tam w0 ¥ gw i A TR ey A
¥ g3 i, Te 3w ¥ g fwaar &
TR G, W IR TR | AR T P
TAIT AR IA AT A w7 w4
fr ot 2 A ans o ;oW A
¥, TR T qai ¥ g 9w«
TEW A AR | w5 g § 5 w0
T fewerga ardw ®F oA FA
R, fm § wgmuR W o §
fafaga T g oy § AR ¥ &
FF A A Wy F— iE ag
aEr er g Wi ga g @ fado Aif
# zaw A -~ IgH AL 9
), @ A T # I JA M,
Sear wnyfafeswn w27 A wifew w7
i afmr i Fraf g aw
1 A7 " WY oy 8, IE Fggew WY
OO FAan A 91 awdy & feg @@
W REF WY TIqA &7 A0S § 7 AW
# gAR vew faagy 38 @, dlew @
L LR Ccl s it R i G
qfcada g1 wifgg 1 @ awe ©
Xy W ¥ g ag W g
g & @R N W owed A et
Y qiferdt wm€ g, TET SwaeqT B
aR fE Iud darg & o ¥ AR
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[t warmrr farg)
Coiw ¥ e Y dgee T w@, 9w
¥ TEE N [ F N wftw @
xR, I & wfrére feqr o,
§¥% aArk wF, foen w1 ywe feqr
Trg W g a7 I LT AAGE a4
iy f5 & wgge & w% fF 4 fody
Feg W7 fegema & e 2 g A
g 3 fegem & ufuw s g o 3%
A7 & fae fegema ® gwdr sar
&z ¢t & af wERI ¥ | fRdeT
a1 wrgan g % fgegeas & wwre Ay
A ar Ay wady Aifa ¥ gy
¥ wga 3 avg fawwan orf § Wk
g 39 fawaq ) faqaw & fag
T A Y A & AfFA 39 ¥ 0
®H TAX AT AL ¥ ) qq TW
AILH FA A a7 FE AT, O WG
Hife & o geer fear o 3w
AN s § 7 ) wag
i & fr gu fedr v & @g
faq @y W N v § fvoaw
wwirea sars F arg fadt wnd g1 fedy
& & & 919 fue 9, § WA §
fFama &73 € <9 A ¥ T AN
g a1 fggeaa & gfagm
Favat @ fF 919 o6 g7 & 3R 9 Wi
Fr 73T 7 #F wfgw A, fgrgenT &
WA W W 9T E 1 g9 W W
&3 9C @y T W AR T4 NI
W AT 7T 2T K wrfew wAY i
afeT a9y §0 | @y W ® fag W
ox Aty ® qetd g & ug W
fadqr w71 wgar § f& g@ ww
§ g qgAfa & s ft o gwr
$: wgi ax agfifa N faewa
*1 AW §, TF /4G & IW ¥ aff I@Mw
wfea 39 # fasaar Wi g o
geaway Arfq W fawaar & @ fcomy
7% & & gart ardT 9 faReft wige
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¥ s gw 3 A g oagt ek B
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T g ¥ tfa¥z ¥ fa=re ad azen
X &, 3% faq at g A ¢80 9eva
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YW ®A AQew # w7 Mgar §
fe ag I Wik T I W F$-
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aff T awy &1 Aficr § wgw ey
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& qn € fefafagge ¥/ & i ga®
i ¥ frr ¥ wadtr v § fag
&rey g & e fo avadie w1 fane
Y 1 feg, Sow A o A ap
wfgg 1 wa wwme qf a0 Qv §
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e § f amier § qg wig fe
fawey afeal & qromx <@y ), D D
e ooy o amy gl Y awdt § e
& Wit poft UG Fq T W Q,
o ¥ wft wi 38 T gERAdr o
¥ Afer oy Y o gEdy fim T,
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fosre 9T frar &, SO o TwEIATAT
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o ey @, W I WX WG AL
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B W q Y wwwE gE W L, @&
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& fag wre W &ar ) gt § -
oy & yicg o g@ e fag o dux
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w3 gt ¥ X0 waAw qg A
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QY & qawar § fie e afl O v vy
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forg dare war §rm, oAt dw a0
TN & AT ATAT 47 HIAT RO |

o ya wfr ugem w@ §
fw qﬂ‘ﬂ'{m aiear ti .{ﬁ
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[=r asuw fag]
Hla F qfXT IH AES A A &L
ATA-TATZAHE H1 SO Tt & Sg7
FIIT A ATTIFGT AE T IEH
HIX AFLAT A F ATARARAT |
amd afed framor Fo¥ A smagwar
& fo=a Trady sarwl &0 qra«r fwar
ST |4, 3% f@aTh @er T@gr o7 9%,
TIA[ TEEAAT H AT B FAT &
T5 | W9 g IT qIE A0 AfT U%
FAT THT Targrara @1 wSrdl #v <@
ZNT R/ fEegeara &t Aromdr ST
g @it AT faxg 9 afea g @

S qISIA T wgieT, IAL
qAT 9T HAT AHAT F HACTET
T W OUSET {FES AT F1 AT
AT § 3w gFE &F e
g wsdra gvzwia | faare g1
ST aF7 97 § &5 wa a1 947 S
T I AT § G AT 1T w47 o
Y T T3 & FTLIT H Y UL UFHAT
ERERARCUIRTICECi i v i i
qgaAr & 133 F #1E T qEr 98y 30
T S qFT FT HO9; MET &F A
& 9T ST FIAT AEAT Bl

i

ST T FETT A GLHIC I
gAR Aqad< §, wrarfas qqdg § 953
BH 9994 AW ¥ wAY ET WA
T qAT T F owAg FEU FF oIT
HqIHR! & IR 9T 98 qE 7 w94 0
g 39 L@ dFC FqrEf marT &
ferg SR HTAT =TET §

FH IFIA ATEY W3 Y war 99
HIZS IS A FF [ed(q GRHT A I
W FELEET F AT BV GDAT a9 WY
S AAL ST w0 owggT fear o 9na
ST AT ql TR EH WIEH Hi9E
AEIFIT 1 W TAY T ATV GHAT
B A7 AV A AT WA = Ay S
g W 9wl F @1 9w 9 faer
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FAT =fgr 1 WA W9 ARA
q FET TAH F wXATE FT FAGT
fomar a1 wegirezi F g9t FR AT
amar a1 & gw aidfaeir | faaw
FIA & | FiT g qraT 7Ef F7 gava
FEAT P FXA F ATHIT TR S AT,
THAT ATIT & qAAT F OAATHT GH
99 qFE & {983 @3 g1 AR A
TIRAT & FIA AT 3T TT HHE &
TATY ZH AT F ATAT AT FL AT
5T &

ST HAT 0 A waT & oW Oy
WIAAT § TF ATATT & ATAAT AT |
& wENT § BF &9 g9 TF waw
F T F R FF § 91 a5 ATUS
BI WA &1 o 75 &wa 70 § fr a8
FA FT ATGT &Y TC | F47 HAT
AT BT AT ...

-

A qWFENA A8 ¢ T fHepa
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A GAAdr : qE qg FTTHC AL
gt g 0% W qred 787 g fwa
g7 =3 fw S wa garw gfeaaio
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yata w47 i T Fa1 fr oag 5=
gag AT TH AAT AT § | o=
ey & fadw =mad & 77 AN TF
fawma 1 Mo & wa-Arg v 9T
© TAFL T AT AR FHT a1 oA
THT L& TAETL HT AR QG THFRT T &Y
AT TAT T T5F AT §E | ST AG
gag &1 (4R Sar wiad & fio
HGTATE F GAET & A F A g
s 1 T SR M AT gwF 41 W
I JEUET A & T A faq ang
ST AMFTAT § A AF QAT AT A5F
F F A &Y faq avg wER S gwar
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a7 s faw 99 gua e gE g
T fFe & o w9 W Far
T 3T A fawy &, 59 78 ag= smoar
e fgane eyt s 1w fAaeE @

& e @ i w7 SE fam e
qaE 74T F gAEl o) fTEw A
F "I faur S|y @t "oy oF ¥
T WAL ST T AT wreeTAfes Tl
TET § IAF ©T FF AL AT | ;TS
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9 1 9 I <47 @ g o g o
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frar g qu™ =Y S g9 S g3 Ay
T 3q A WE F g7 aq aF g "
A T o aF fo e & afa g s
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gaga fegr § 1 wue w7 S 7 oug
A weT & fF quEa 7 a9 g7 awdr
T WX T8 1T |1 T9AT & I A gr
B THdAT g, ardr @Ay &1 /g AR ¥
fame 1 fauy wdi awmr S ogEar |
TaRT A WA T & | AfEA qF
o & &5 gam 74 St F S A8
ozt fadt § sad g0 fagra & 9w
MY g8 SO FC A T & | U
grg W foer & B saw =T feng
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Fi AT T G | wudr i F ogw
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o AT frarg AT g0 9= T I
BAT g F ALY AT o7 wwqr | AA
F1 o faeamandr & 1 A 9@z
g g gRew g4 7wt F0w
TET & A5F T Fa1 fF AT ¥ TR
Rooo A & T fazrar ¥ gvawy 7 |
afsd gae v 94 Fg & B AW
qr s ¥ feaadt wr g1 fra 9y
a9 fazama e oo o T A
wgl =T | G F wgar sngar g
T 9 T gL 3,000 ad & wiesla®w
qrR 4 dg 1T 7T TN, a8 AW
FHT g1 4T, forg =y w7 gl IuRaE
FIg ATATT g5 FT gaq o & T
9 =\ w0 Feafaeet T g @ faur o
sl & gram w wifenT ad 4
far &y a2 & Fv, 98 JA 7T W™
I I T &1 =0 7T F F9C CF
TYT A ST ], ATEATSHATET AT AT
g, faeareardy fra ger &1 frga adf
q = § [T & e a8 € 39
w7 gh faare aear =nfgd | S Afar
Q8¢ TF AT I TS FIAT 94T
T4} g w0 A faar aF aver agl &1
ag < FT IAL GAT WHT W TG 740 8 |
ST et giereaT o g fafeue o wir
21 zav amfayr oo whaa &t
a1 &\ wdwr faswg oY A &
AT & FT FT g1 qH G | A
F[ AT O AT HAA Q¥ AT F{ AYA
g, ey wafor, sax amlen, &y,
o, fafwatn qar fasaq #1 R @
it wrer e o AT T A7 ATFR
st fora & 1 WS SEAT 98 gt Wiea
FT W5 g A e i 9% 6T

us gearef arar F 4g  AEAr
UG IcEICL M E fo =T ug
= X @ &, % e T & g
F7 gAAT § AT AL, Y, fafaFn,
Jrer YT AT 9W & 9= St
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§1 e § fr g wge o oy
¥ i B QeETTorE STy o
wfrer sfy e e fiewi T ot fo i
Y wgruy frdm e gaT gIar Fwe

¥ g% oy )

o A ot F wrerarT aret ¥ A
Wi sy feda 7 A oqret-
ot 1 wyw wrk § w7 wiFre
oo & fad wovr & wrg Sy O gw IW
xS AT 1§ 9w § @ wmgw
FfemsarftaRa wan s ar
w1 gR? w\ mEw R ey &
ford sy & avé o @ § 30 w@fw
&gy A e m i gm W
frofg $A QT ? Wl w7 ? wror Y
drza W A § 1 g g fr ag
aifre wrn § a1 §faw, G W A
. WA g Ay |
16 hrs.

FiRur RN gram i g
# ¥ 99 ¥ ¢® qor o7 IO WYY
wifoe Y § fr wri Sy SR AT Y
Mragmg) o I
off 1« W e ¥ el Ay e
¥ @ TR § g &7 ' 1§ At
28xe W i & g g P
ST M W) fxd i OF Al F A
fiwrwgm ) ww A fear §
China wil not be so foolish as to
antagonise the United States in the
east and again to antagonise India in
the west...,.... We cannot have two

sentres of attention, nor can we take
friends for foe. This is our State
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o ¥ 7y ot vy fe wifs e §
fawr & fog 1 wify srewrs £ 200
w0 Wy & foww & fod, wify

SR § AT 9T ey o wafr ¥

fag 1+ W & fad wcw € wify
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T {9 qT TRAT A ARy €W o
weg & farer wgw & ok o
TR % wifen we @y § fe wilfe
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W g §re A e, gy AR
T Ay qr & & wq A N
qEAT A fF s gy Wi o N
A Y w AR, wETERE 9
fasnw a7 I & fRa Fovay
T G R N 0 oww v |
IHA N duEE wv qwwvr S,
qufeae &1 AT «TR, 39 ST S
e a1 f g foswn & AmTe F wAw
q ¥ war faswa &7 wrandl Wy ATy
QaA T i TIg gATL IEE AW
¥ qom e wre fosam oy afe qr &
kY A dey oYy Faz e’y WK
TR FAT W€ gwe aff w1 WY
THH cfgre # dor g fear
uTERY & W g2 IFA § ATRE
o e fireely 7Y §, Wy ag amt &1
e fraa ¥ form o wg TFons
= 5w Tl dend o ® o
wrsfre ®F o ot & 1 W & oW
water e fogy & faem wx O W7 Y
Ty fraw e F AT WA & fad
fifer 7 & F In ¥ AT gt §
e ¥ i v s & fosg
ot wpagre fenr o o §, weeie
ey fom a1 o §, WIHTAE
swagre fiegy o Ty &, ag W
¥ wfty foray wr vhur fewrar 47 g%
WY o w W e ¥ o) e ¥
wrrTe & w9 vy o oy ¢ W



2045 Motion re:

I AR F\ feaq & g9 T
STTY T & 3fa7 § FE F7 39 T7
AT AT A FTIGTE | AZ 39 a1 FI
afvams g 5 =fia g g q47 7Y
g | ¥ faaaw Fear fF zw g%
FT GIGAT %79 ¥ (77 27 =9 95 A
Freafawar &1 gumaT A1fgq | BHIT
T HAT F 2y AT, Q84U &I FIA
Tl faqm 7 wraor F7F g FAT AT
& w17 g F1 Faar w41 Feglaez
g1 S AT AT 9T AqSE TR | AT
arq JF 9T AT A gRT 8 1 A
QAT H1T AT & | FATE ATHA AT -
FET FTET @IT F | FHR TAM HAT
st zfer & sAw e & gaig sfagm
faar g, az zfagra aar v § A7 @A
oA qrar gfagm Mg & arg 39 &0
FoA@ O | Alwa FA fqearanEy
? FI3F Tl TFENIATET TAT AT E 7
FT ZH IF 1T FT TAT 9 1A T8A ALT
AT HFT T 7 Y0 ZH WY AAT F
TAT ®T FJEAT ALY FT qFT T 0 AA
A% |3 & g FFAT 9247 2 % gw
T O § F09 forar | g9 T AT
aTfFy Ov MTET #T F asry A9 A
fraar av saET wdmr oo w7 oS
ZH fA=raT &7 qIHAT F7AT 99 T E |

Teqq AgIEH, WA FATL Al
wAT T WA fami g0 gran w4 o
arfrg & foa &0 3fagm a=EwaT 2,
ot 1 qqare s wafaseE € |
T FAA A g & MT T Fgg WE F
I BT BIE TG & | TAATT § 98 FHYfAEET
FT TE AF 3T § A T FAAA E
% 37 faa 3 war /47 ar A7 T H
THAT ¥g %7 i F1 qgr 37 § Fratfaa
&l FT aFq | gafaw g faaq 0%
It A1 geaw fagr 9w 7 uF faf=w
T FEr | Igia Fal fF AR q9T
AT TF@ FAI(H ST TAT T@AT FHTIT
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FrfdT & Aqan 48l 8, TS0 §A7 U
fag afag adf 21 w07 a2 qw=mg &
& aSr JA1 F1 v@qar qqfqF g 91 sq
I FAT FT FATAT  HLAT a7 TZ W
T3 oAfa® & GRAT g1 wAT
grar ®AT 15 vd s § 5 a4
g1 AfaF auAd § 1 7 qeAar g
5 2a fr geen F g g% 21 ww
TIAT qF 39 TAGF TRAT g T KT
3% AT HAT F 9% § AT T FL
T /19 qATA 9 qiFafa ger anfga
A AfT® ST FT FH AT 51T A
AT AT | FFT AT TGAT FIE FATTF
FOH AG & | A gIHA I HrATAT
FT AT@T 7T & aF 5T A a1 AT F
TGAT TAfAEF FH & AT FATL JI&AT
THY T & QAT E

TF T H AT FEAT ATl & |
T HAT S 7 FET 5 v 9 AT @
q% AIF FAY N4 | H AT HAT
UF gIF qFAT ATGAT A0, AU FEqAN
TENET, WTT 7 FATHT AT &Y | HI F37
ag a1 5 5 @ @1 gar 9§ sava
fFa97 F FARTIT F HIT T&T 99T F3(
g AT gAY 2T gure qaiT /A S F
ZEART ¥ 9¥ 9957 39 AT, 747 qZ ATH
wdy & P 9w f7 e 1 gArd AT E
UF FAT A AT FT GLAT TAT & G477 97
g7 %Y fawa & forg ga Fraqg Iy v 7

WG HGIEA, WT AT 45T F
faraT® T 3 7 AEAT £ q1 96F qq
T gg mraFr g fF g w49 gl
fehd wrad § w9 qfq fesr w@q ara
THEIT JATT FL L 4§ | Tg T FARIFT
2 fa guear 9 AT AT Jardr # %kE
&1 YTIT AH 7g® FT 9T AGY g0 aF
w97 fazaed TEAA & AT I 37T H1
AT 9T FeSAT T AT | 21 gFar g &
aZ AT TAT &1 AT F AEAT F A7
woa fAee, fdeg og oET g 9EY
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[y aradd)

WX g wera w A g armer W Ay
wge? 7 0] fed @ ot uo
A LILE SR LR U CE LR SR
AF, TUT 4 AT T § WIT F WIET
frowor o . fgg | g AN ow
Fraca mfer afi § o oy a7 2q
g feRefy wrwaer § g & TW T A
araeawar § e grar gaeg e st
¥ grdt § g¥ar smg Ay a7 g
T aE ¥ g F 9T & OR A AR
T ¥ aF § 3T I w7 & fag
qfTE & gF | 9g FH AL AT
& A AL TCIET | WA HTAT
g & gaia 0 saleaia fora Y g
* g % 7 & arwr A A I

= faaz & faew @ify &1 5@
Wrwy femomc 0 & A gumar
frgndmigdid ety My ar v
fF g g A a7 & qrE 2 |
T AT AT FIRT QT RUKRAO BT @ §
37y fade ifr w1 w7 awr avaew g
1 wgiTR 9 N gy aa
g 9.7 70 A 5w Ao § agra @ f
wEr fodr 1z X At wfvm g
wrfgq | s qrEf w1 am § ¥
wafae fam f& saafr qff gi
wifaua wz 5 arfve v 8 g
Fifer wlt @ 1 7 Sy ) ead
oy gt fagqg Aifa & faqdy @ &
A1 IHE 47 I T99F JANCE AR
N FTY 1 g7EF RE s vaA ah
RN quwd s & 1§ xwoag W
e T 247 I1gan g i wrd fadefta
wfer 73 7w e o feft @
¥ omq Tag ard 1 gy gk 2w ¥ fiw
q At 81 ag e o wee ¥
forares & 5 o frdt e & ot oy,
firft & 4P qgar & W A
Aoy B g A 9 W W
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o prd odfraar e gRf, Wit
wiwe § of 47 wofr o ¥
OTRTT X KT i WA e s wwlt
o & fag Ay g et ent
feft ¥ dfrr qsaaT wT¥ ¥ AN
fdar Y Qar . yw ot gz § i
fadr e yramwar afi 1 afsx
& ey e & anfarer g ar a g, o
AR ¥ faare gowar i in e
AT AR FAT & ¢ A 6T AW
T | A WYy ITAET ¥
WIAT FAT & 6 g wTwae BT wer
ST W TR g2 & fae afer vy
oY e, ;T < ot AEF § A 2w
# afsy &1 w.gar fegr g ok we.7
o9 § 98 W A W ST
TS W, AUT A MG WTHAY T
qFEar 39 & Ry g afye Q4

| uTERY & gA 9 2%4 & fg At

g =g

e aEd & fa snA RS AN F grw
TAqT g | W 2w gg Awgar § o
AIHT FT W §EA §T A I
afsq g W wEra WY T A
arfy, 3w Y dvar &7 <ar §f [rfigg
# wqr oAt fr ¥ W g e wae
ezt W% ga-ard 7 3T gaat B
efiere 7 faom @Y GTEIT w7 HE
a® g% gEret ® of awg ¥ oA
Tad A oft Fgw o Y ofr ey § wthe
ga@ 5t ft 7 Tw o F qyLoegr
fr ez a7 feege o afrere At Wi
afer gg arrr wwdlt @y | ey
oY % g ey § o s g s el
g afr &Y woer vy §0fT 1 @A F
ZAT gAY ¥ A AT aw W g
s oy gy gy vt v wg gt
gamat wy aff wrdbrr, e wrg gandtar
atat & ot wwear gw o gd ot wy vk
wrturk off smody ¢ Qw::wﬂs;&if
(A I PO AU & SN IS
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THT ¥ a oA wigd § W\ gafay
W T g ¥ AT AN Y e
gy § 1 aft AT faags
L ‘

Shri H. N. Mukerjee (Calcutta—
Central): Mr. Speaker, during the last
“74 years I -have often participdted in
debates on foreign poliey but I can-
7ot recall one occasion when a graver
responsibility had been “cast on this
House. I say this because we have
Sust listened to two very vehement-
ly elogquent but completely misdirect-
ed speeches on the subject under dis-
<ussion.

Shri Nath Pai: We shall now hear
a third one.

Shri B. N. Mukerjee: As far as we
are concerned, we have already ex-
pressed ourselves in agreement
generally and basically with the Prime
Minister's foreign policy. The policy
of non-alignment and co-existence
which in the name of Panchsheel is
redolent of India’s history has won
the plaudits of the world. I feel it
is necessary on an occasion like this
to reiterate it in this House because
openly and even more, in varying dis-
guises, voices have been raised here
in Parliament and outside in the
country asking not only for a re-ap-
praisal of .our foreign policy but for
a basic change over in that policy.
There is no getting away from it if
we read the amendments of which
notices have been given and which
have been moved. Many of them seek
to reverse the independent foreign
policy of the Prime Minister and the
principles 6f the Panchsheel and some
of .them, whom my old-time friend
Shri Masani will readily recognise,
have goae 80 far as $o raise the slogan
dam!mﬁmponey,anew
Defence Minister #nd & new Prime
Minister .~ . - (Interruptions). That
In veported in the pepers. I am not
‘maying anything about - Shri Masani.
AY Bt § sty §s that he weuld re-
cofnise dhis: kind' of ‘expressién.
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1 nave nated to see here and out-
side the petty-minded man-hunt
which has been conducted against the
Defence Minister of this country. I
have had occasion from time to time
to express myself 1n disasgreement
with the Defence Minister. I recall
even having said that I am not perti-
cularly fervent admirer of the Defence
Minister. But today, when he spoke
and made an uncommonly capable
speech, I think he injected a great
deal of sanity and seriousness into the
discussion which has led into waya
which I can only regret as extremely
deplorable, by some people for whom
I still have a modicum of respect.
More than this man-hunt against the
Defence Minister 1 have detested the
not so courageous but perhaps more
pernicious attack on the Prime Minis-
ter himself. I know the Prime Minis-
ter can look after himeslf, but we
ought to have our say in regard to
this matter.

I noticed in the Eastern Economist,
a very influential journal, of the 20th
November, the first editorial leader
entitled “Jawaharlal Nehru”. 1 am
quoting the words. This is what it
says:

“Since the Prime Minister has
been so wrong on China and so
reluctant to share his judgments
and choose advisers outside his
own immediate circle, the belief
has grown that he is no longer
capable of taking, what is con-
veniently left undefined as a
strong line against China or a ~
radically new line so far as
foreign policy is concerned. Like
every great man of our time he
is in fact heavily handioapped by
his own past”.

That is a very recondite observation
of the Eastern Economist.

This kind of propsganda has gone
so far that I find in the Econowsit
Weekly of Bombay, a very respomsi
ble journal which is by ‘ no means
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aympathetic to Communism, e special
article from which I quote. It is
dated 1¢th November. This is what
it says:

“Why this clamour for Nehru's
overthrow? One can understand
a District President of the Jan
Sangh calling upon the Prime
Minister to carry out military
. operations against the Chinese im-
mediately or even to declare e
war on China. But responsible
leaders of the Opposition should
not allow anger to get the dbetter
of reason”.

I have listened, and I have had the
mortification of having listened, to the
speeches made on the floor of this
House which really say good-bye to
all reason.

As the leader of our party, Shri
Dange, said yesterday, we welcome
the proposals which have been made
by the Prime Minister in his Iatest
letter to Premier Chou En-lai of
China, The Prime Minister has laid
down an approach that is reasonable
and honourable, and it is aimed above
all at the avoidance of war and the
kind of psychosis which is Dbeing
readily exploited by certain elements
in the country.

The test of a policy, particularly the
policy of the Prime Minister in re-
gard to foreign affairs, is in times such
ey these. There is no doubt that
India-China relgtions have received a
bad jolt, bhut that is exactly the reason
why we should not lose our balance
dut put first things first and seek a
reasonable and honouradbfe solution as
the Prime Minister has sought to do.

"1 recall how in 1952 and 1953 there
a raised by some of our left
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Pakistan !ud. transgressed repesiediy
and seriously into Indisn territery,
there was a demand for military
action. In spite of our, I mean the
Communist party's detestation of
Pakistan's membership of the western
war bloc we raised our voice most
emphatically ageinst it and we were
of course slandered in the usual way
as agents of Pakistin. The Prime
Minister happily took ¥ very correct
and reasonable view and in spite of
the recurring pinpricksM&la pursued
a dignified and, in the end, as far as,
we c8n see up to now, a largely suc-
cessful peolicy in regard to this matter.

Surely the lessons to be drawn
from these incidents which continued
for a very long time and which have
not been liquidated have to be applied
®s far as our relations with China ure
concerned. Much more stridently and
dangerously now on this question has
right reaction, assisted by all manner
of people—we find representatives
here as well as outside—raigsed its
head at this present moment.

Acharya Kripalani spoXe yesterday.
Shri M. R. Masani and his Swatam-~
rists on their own, I' am afraid, are
of very little account: - But Acharya
Kripalani who etill his £ certain fol-
lowing I expect in this conxttry, ...

Shri Nath Pal: It is a substantial
following (Interruption).

Shri H. N. Mukerjoe: He said thab
the Prime Minister Yollows a policy
of appeasement, an ugly word which
we should pronounce after' a grest
deal of very careful thought. He said
that the Prime Minister follows -a»
policy of appessement. He said that
the latest letter of the Prime Minister
was wrong. He said that the Defence
Minister should “‘go. He sald Pakis-
tan's proposal of joint defence was
welcome. He said, negotiations with
China were no good, beckuse the
Chinese hiad never Xept their wosd.

anf

I12 this is the sound d&iplomecy
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wisdom, which is to fall from the lips
of @ person like Aclrya-Xripalani, 1
am very sorry; but, that is their own
Business. All this adds up and the
sum total is too ugly for words.

Even in the Congress ranks, 1 am
very sorry 1 have to say this, there
are dangerous symptolns.” While the
Prime Minister in his latest letter to
Mr. Chou En-laj hag said very cleariy
and rightly:

“] am always ready to meet
and discuss with Your Excellency
the outstanding differences bet-
ween our countries and explore
avenues of friendly settlefirent”,

when the Prime Minister was writing
this, the de facto leader of the Cong-
ress in my State of West Bengal, Shri
Atulya Ghosh, was making a speech
at Howrah near Calcutta. 1 am
quoting from the editorial article in
Amrita Bazaar Patrika of the 24th
of this month, where there is a quota-
tion from Shri Ghosh’s speech, Shri
Ghosh said:

“With China continuing ner
aggressive activities, no man of
self-regspect would entertain this
proposal of a meeting between the
Prime Ministers of India and
China®”,

It makes no sense, but that 13 the kind
ot thing which goes on.

1 can understand, if Shri Ghosh
and some of his friends who appeared
here yesterday, if they wish to have
the head of the communists ou &
charger or that sort of thing, if you
wish to do so, do it straight like Shri
Maseni or my good friend, Shri
Anthony; he does it. Do it straight
and go ahead with it and see the re-
sult. If the country throws us out
We go; there i3 no point in our trying
to cling to the country if the country
doea not want us. If you want to
Dave the heads of the communists on
& charger, proceed honestly and in a
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straighforward manner, as some of

these friends here are trying to do.

But even subterfuges work; they
have a certain effect. That is why
yesterday, I was very mortified to
find the Prime Minister referring to
& report, an unmitigated falsehood,
ahout a communist-sponsored mes:-
ing and procession in Caloutta. “The
. mrita Bazaar Patrika, the Congrass
newspaper to which I referred g little
while ago, reported this meeting and
this procession, with this heading on
the first page:

“Jyoti Basu, (who is the leader
of the communist parfy in West
Bengal) hails last note of Nenru®.

On the seventh page, the speech of
Shri Jyoti Basu, the communist
leader, is reported in this Congress
newspaper. It says:

“Shri Jyoti Basu has challeng-
ed the contention that the com-
munists were not patriotic. He
said, if-——let it not happen--India
was attacked by any power, he
doubted whether those who were
clamouring for war now would
then stand by the side of the
communists to defend the
country”,

This was the speech made by the
leader of the communist party and
this is the headline in a Congress
newspaper.

Here is my friend, Shrimati Renu
Chakravartty, who said yesteraay to
the Prime Minister that she was ac-
tually present at the meeting and in
the procession, and what happened
was reported in this newspaper. I
can quite understand the Prime
Minister being very upset by what he
was shown as having appeared in the
Indian Express. Is it that amongst
the Prime Minister's entourage there
are people who show him the Indian
Express when it contains something
damaging to the communists, but they
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do not show tiings which appear
aven in one of the leading newspapers
n the country? U inside the Prime
Minister's entourage there is this
kind of discrimination in regard ' to
the supply of information to the Prime
Minister, then $urely it is a wery bad
sign and something ought to be done
sbout it

I have heard some cheap jibes at
the patriotism of the communists.
Such jibes are vulgar, completely un-
worthy and completely useless. We
are here not for the possession of any
magic formula we have got to secure
the support of the people. We are
here Dbecause whereyer we have
worked, we are secure in the affec-
tions of the country. You may con-
demn Calcutta as a perverse city.
But you know it is not so easy as all
that to dismisg & whole phenomenon
in our country. I have come to this
House twice after having been elect-
ed. I did not bask in the sunshine of
the support of the higher-up people
in Delhi or elsewhere but twice 1 got
exactly double the votes the Congress
candidate got. I am sorry, 1 have to
may this kind of thing, but reflections
on our patriotism provoked me 1
did not need such taunts to know
what I feel, and what every Commu-
nist feels, in his bones, and that is
that we love our people, that we love
our emerald country which is crown-
ed by the Himalayas and engirdled
by the sea, and nothing that we hear
by way of slander in this House or
outside is going to deflect us from
that patriotism. And it is because of
our being impelled by  patriotic
motives of the highest water that in
this time of crisis, when the cry has
been raised for something like a war
with China, when the cry has been
raised for a complete change and re-
versal of the independent foreign
policy of our country, we stand By
fbe Prime Minister, whether he relish~
#8 it or not, and we gay that we sup-
port him entirely, and we are going
‘fo vote in favour of the amendment
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"which has' been given ncgice of and

moved in thxs Houae by Shri Kuuwal.
Mr, Spenker' Shri Amar Ht.rvmi

Raja Mahendn Pnhp Mny 1 sy
a few words? - 8o far, Mathura has
not got an opportunoty to have its
say.

Mr. Speaker: Mathura is far south
of the Himalayas.

Sbhri Ansar Harvani: Mr. Speaker
whenever a country is threatened with
some foreign aggression, it is cus-
tomary in every country that all the
political partics forget their domestic
differences and they unite for the
defence of the country But it has
been a pathetic sight in this country
that when this country is threatened
with foreign aggression, the political
parties in the opposition are taking
revenge on the domestic differences.
This morning I was glad when Shri
Asoka Mehta made an appeal to the
hon. Prime Minister that he should
issue an appeal to the people to unite
and rally and to get up. But his
appeal has a different interpretation.
While he makes his appeal on the
floor of this House, the small proces-
sions that his party, in collaboration
with the Jan Sangh and the Swatantra
party, and in Delhi, has been taking
in Bombay, has been taking out in
other places, are photographed by the
cameraman of the United States of
America who have been showing
these things on television and flms
in America to show that India is not
united behind Jawaharlal Nebru. To-
day in this House, in this atmospbere,
Shri Asoka Mehta made 2 differemt
type of speech. But if the speeches
of the leaders of the Jan Sengh, if
the speeches of the leaders of the PSP
outside this House, are to be believed,
then we have to believe that our
Prime Minister is completely sleeping.
Then we have to bélieve that our
Defence Minister is standing in front
of the various passes in Himalayss
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with garlands in his hands to garland
the Chinese aggressor. Is that the
way to create morale in this country?
Is that the way to arouse the people,
as Shri Asoka Mehta has been asking
the Prime Minister here today? We
have seen that ever since in Nagpur
we adopted socialism as our creed,
ever since the Nagpur session in which
the Indian National Congress decid-
(s S

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Avadi. You
seem to be too distant a Congressman.

Shri Ansar Harvani: ....to imple-
ment the socialistic pattern and
socialist programme, the big business-
men in this country became jittery.
It.is a pathetic sight to read everyday
in the newspapers owned by three of
the big capitalists in this country
screaming headlines that India is
going to....

Shri Nath Pai: They contribute very
substantially to the election fund of
your party.

Shri Ansar Harvani: You also get
their contribution.

Shri Nath Pai: Some of your Mem-
bers are connected with those papers.
We never do.

Shri Feroze Gandhi: Shri Haridas .

Mundra is one of the biggest share-
holders in a publication of your party.
The shares are owned by Richardson
Cruddas, and you know.

Shri Nath Pai: T did not know that
we owned shares in Richardson
Cruddas.

Mr. Speaker: We are discussing the
defence of this country, and not LIC.

Shri Ansar Harvani: Shri Sodhani
plays host to one of the top leaders
of P.S.P. whenever he visits Delhi.

As the hon. Defence Minister point-
ed out, when there are border inci-
dents there are only two ways of
settling it, either by conquest or by
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negotiation. I will say that there are-
three alternatives.  They are either
surrender, or war or negotiation. As
long as Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru is
the leader of this country, is there
any man or woman in the country
who would believe that he is going:
to surrender? The man, who led us
to the freedom of the country; the
man who has fought for 50 years inch
by inch the British aggressors; the
man who threw out the mighty
empire of the British from this.
country; the man who stood like a
rock against all imperial designs will
surrender to aggression against this
country? When some of these big
capitalists and some of these big
financiers of this country used to
ridicule him that he was not going to
hobnob with Hitler and Mussolini, it
was he who in company of Shri
Krishna Menon, went and watched the
activities of the international brigade-
in Spain. When some of our capita-
lists here were supplying war
material to the forces of Mussolini,
he stood for the freedom of Abyssinia.
When during the war days many of”
our hon. friends here were making
big capital, it was he who started the:
cry of ‘Quit India” and went to jail’
and many of our friends, under his-
guidance, went to the ‘gallows.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Not to the
gallows.

Shri Ansar Harvani: Do you think
that he would surrender to the border
aggression? As long as Pandit
Jawaharlal Nehru is our leader, as
long as he is at the head of affairs,
India can be and sure that surrender:
cannot take place. As far as war is
concerned, if it is forced naturally
anybody will go to it. But no coun-
try in the world, specially in the-
world of today will go to war willing-
ly. It it is forced, it is a different
thing. Therefore, the only alternative:
is negotiations and our great Prime
Minister has in his own way started
negotiations. We remember it very-
well that when he negotiated with:
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the British and Collioe came here and
‘“he Cabinet Mizsion caine here there
-were many hon. friends of tl:ut side
«©f the House wWho Tridiculed him,
specially some of those who are in
‘the PSP today. But we found that
‘through those nagotiations, Lord
‘Mountbatten came and we succeeded
in getting our freedom.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: And the par-
tition of the country!

Shri Ansar Harvani: You helped in
it

80, when he has taken to the path
of negotiations, it iz the duty of every
man and woman of this country to
give #ull support to him. If we
demonstrate 10 the world that we are
‘mot united, if we take out processions
-and if we hold demonstrations asking
‘for the head of the hon. Defence
‘Minister and tell people that people
in this country are not united then
negotiated terms will be very difficult
‘to get. If China is assured that India
to a man, woman and child is united
behind Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, I
-am gure Mr, Chou En-lai will sur-
‘render his claims and will accept the
«claims of our Prime Minister.

S8hri Braj Raj Singh: For the
defence of the country we are all
dnited.

dfen wwmoaTw e (fragd):
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Apdmd X Wveaar,  wewAdT,
AT W ggAAT A1 HRw G
ot far & Shey fom &Y afear
aargfa @ af &, A g AT @0 4T
gy § TE-NE &% gW F) gEET
g §, WA AT 0 &, 497 gW
SR AL G

# g9 a1 FY Qw30 ST FIA
g fF sam g4l § A s,
oY AT AT & AN TA( ], TG WS-
ad #Y dexfa & wys9 &, @ 71 s9f4-
&1 W% TTeT § AV e w1 o
HET FT €q€T T § AR & «RA,
I B gafed w37 a0 wiEA
& gar7 gt wgey § au fqafa
FIAT A § i AL AR 3w w2
T I FTA T 9 AG &, L FH
Frwasy ¢ afs ag e @ ar g
H9T WY g FCA, ¥ A & 959
o A w4 Ag @ A qEA
g:

wfaw da qr A 5 fyg Ty
wE W |

TH g4 @ dw ¥ QA
qTT N

6 HRG gHTY T4 ST T 4N
&, zafag fagar 5\ sfygar &1 g5
gt &1 F &aw gaar au faEe
w3Ar wngar g e fogradas & &9 §
fo S fag wwar ge1 O 2=ar @,
3 A0 gz wrdar e gww g ity
F1 O ¥ oy o AW ATTAT HIAT FT
‘x@r ¥ gWA W A N9H W@ ¥
ara s “fgg gafem g g
qforer g gur e arfd@m &=
qife@m & famfor & a1z g7 & 39 |
£ Wix NE faar fr gy gafaw sk
o wow ¥ ga wd wrd’ @
agt qar @ ffevg wwd 9T R E
270(Aj) LSD—8.
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“fgg, wafaw A fard, wow § @
wig Wi &t 7 gaR H9T 5T agT
§ gngar § fF =t  qz i o=
FT 33919 g7 wa € 4% & g 9%
afe w1 g7 =E D o g AN
gr ag wif 7 &9 7 @Y a9 F G
qraA W 9ZFAT 1 gAr g qWIR
i€ wA ¥ au woay g § fe for
FrgF A g ong WA AR 9T A
oI AT TH FT FIT07 AT § UG
g% At wifgd 1 3@ %1 OEAT™
w1701 78 & % g9 ot sxaw 537 §,
&g ZATTT TEX JY AT, GATT AEA
® ®1% I afy, g ww fasga afex
& ity gw 4 & A ST w7 @w ¥
q:® f& g7 <17 & ;ver agqr #4577
ag at feeady 37 gwrdr gwam
ag WIFAr @

“sr frr: vt oo g St
JEre wfcamig agds gy n”

AT I€ G oY B, WA FTATA
g1 Ay fY g A &) wonar o |few
g Y FTE AA F gAY FL 7
i Y fgarerr g F2 , 39 ¥ W
AT FTE AR 3T F T IRV
ok fx g fx foeolt &, wgromy,
oTT Ton Afag ? s e Y ¥ 7
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gaeTat 1 ¢ g FH e T
T ST A1fgg | A #Y g AW
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% AW FE E A ¥ g o
TR &, T TRy & 53 =) /A
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[dfex wor arcraer “ger’]
o & A o A ol e ¥ s
SR RT R AT E?  TF T AT
AET FT AT @T /R T W 7@y afy
AT L W A awET e & 8, fawen
wyr g, fr s e § @
aferryw & T & fag v @ T
whmgmdggsgad dferaes
¥R & 1% I fasw ® gorw wX
oy T 3w ¥ ar@ gIan € avg aw
TIRAT AAT AT @I E | F R o A9
*Y qgr & 1 #gi faay a9 fifew T &
garg FT qar A § | @ gHg w7
gt st T g RE A g v A
G W T B B AT AT R R
qR A | g gAY & T W
W R | &9 gH Tifeea wean 91,
FATE ST TEHAT 9T, Féf JHATH e
QT | WE G A 97 T Ay e
WATAAT FT A FA T 1 AG
TgEEfmagaew e AT aNH
NI E e fatragfa g wd
g8 & ¥ T ggw A} W= S ¥
AN & AT ¢ qq qfEET w7
faars ToaT 97 A T 9TRE WTeEd 4%
AL, AN F WA X AY I
¥ g A U W oAl 2
qrfeear & qrae § 1 Fq gATe wrerd
& qd 3 5 AT F7 w1 gy,
qff & 9 qATEAT §T WAL
wor wifgh | W A A BT ST
o T A WA S FER § AGE g«
¥ fix g & ey w9 & 987 I FW
¥ fad | =it aga v & 5 A,
g vy A wifgd, FFATAAT & AT
AT fAger 8T afgd | qg w O
¥ T % qrwen wvan § &Y qg a
R mAamA g At ag AR E
W ¥ W ®ar § 6 2m d afa @
InTeRar A Wigd @ A & 1| WA
i & g wf il F S @ W
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§ afiex agt e T wr e §, ot e
TS 6T U6 &, X6 ¥@ ¥ gIAT W oA
¢, ¥ R § e fw e e o
qteat ¥ wrew F werk g€ o d qwrt
wirE W geeft §, |fer ok ga
Ut ERT WTaw #Y werf W wiw
AT A AT EH Loo AT Lo W |

AZT OF § N ¥Y Wi,

agr g 4 §, ¥W aitn
farwy afx ¥R W wiw i,

A frr &Y 27 oF & 9t

AT F Qo P IR WA
o A @ 999 £ | 9% ¥ fafea
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F AT, g, W9 & W vy
AT WY T1d *Y, AT Qg AT 0T
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forq 7 &9 G2 aFHAT AT L 1 TR
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P aTa o § 1 SR qg
awwT fe g7 & gooraar A6 giwar ¥
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Y aefr Jar Y §, omrewm, FEwar
W arawT & §19 IR W W ]
Fargr § v dwrw fieqr & 1 o TR
s wE g W qfa s e A,
o AR 3w & and fF, g o g de
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a Y 7Eg & fad wed A A A
Iuw g ar ¥ ST ar I, Wik
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T I g fgmag w gea &
W fag gara gare § Afeasw S @
ot S B gg ufewr A
& ww fir ag gard offw w d7 a9
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et ¢ e i, ¥ &% W19 & aTe §, T
Y T § WK I o = §, 99 A
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aifent @y § o wYor wouy §, ot
7 T8 NgEET, 35 Al s
w3, Wi gy 7Y £1m o Tare vy W
gifegrae ¥ oY w7 AEA 1 qg AN
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I F7 WA WY &7 W@ €6 | W
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ot ®Y wreem 4@ =\, gwﬁmﬁﬁ
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[dfexr war ATy “adar”]

¥ faar $Y o aror 7 &
2T BT avat & faanz 3o 7 w1 v
o Fifed e gg woA FY gerar e
wifed, 9% g1 &1 wrfed 1 wae A
gt &? §, 7w Shw wradt « A &, wwe
FowR A ) € N NG N x T8
oft Y g wfed | 72 #7 (v w3
¥ w37 W7 & FaEr &Y gaar ST
wifgd e agt « wsfafvawa
qT § | FIFET ¥ FEY O TEET gear
wfed 1 9t 9T TF @ WY &
g & S Aaff € 1 aw g ¥ 9
ara g 5 gw o ur gfess
qerell, 99 qET 9T gfgara e A
wg @Y wafemifes &, waamanfors § o
Y O ¥ T 4T I FE 9T A
qET T WA, 9g7 T HR a3 |
wfer arft & S & S F 7g wefar
& I 977 aga ar AmuT R E 1 T
& foely & 7g avwa <4 fw 3w oY 0w
arg & g« w3 | w9 w51 ofA w1
A T {¥HT B Wigd, 98 9¢ 1 afww
e ®Y waq frac wfeg g9 w5t
afgd 1 W9 ¥ N T F gz TNy §
FAEY TAYTA WA FT AT AT G
a ¥ e wifgd wix for afes
& aqg, fm wEET & am oW
7 a% &3 @ g, S qraq1 F qra wiy
ik & Ecoil it

T AT F G K s U
Shrimati Mafida Ahmed: You gave
us hope.

Mr. Speaker: I never gave hope tn
anybody.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: I have
some important points to say.

I beg to say here that we have been
talking of peace, but we have heen
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fighting here in the House. If wg sre
fighting here, how can we make peace
in the world? I beg 1o say that we
show to the world some very good
example of our behaviour,

Today we are discussing about
letter which the hon. Prime Minister
sent in reply to the letter which Mr.
Chou En-lai sent. I beg to bring to
the notice of the House what I wrote
to the hon. Prime Minister, Pandit
Nehry, and what he replied in this
connection.

I wrote to him sending an ‘express
leiter on  the 6th Novembgr, as
follows:

“Hon. friend Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehruji,

I did not want {a trouble you.
You do not seem to value my
opinions. But I felt obliged this
morning reading your war-like
statement at the press conference
yesterday,

Your attitude towards China
needs complete overhauling. I beg
you in your interest and in the
interest of our country.

Chinese people are very stub-
born. Your war-like statements
will make them furious. They
will create more incidents. We
will find it difficult to resist their
further aggression, A situation
may develop when you may be
forced to seek Anglo-American
aid. Things will slip out of your
hands,

I am prepared to go to China to
propose a treaty smong China,
India and Japan to send out our
overflowing pornulation to vacant

southern island and thinly popul-
ated Africa. Believe me, it will
be a master stroke. Tibetan
problem will automatically dis-
appear,
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If you like to discuss the matter
I am- prepared to run to you at
your leisure,

Yours sincerely,
M. Pratap »

This was my letter. I am very
thankful that the hon, Prime Minister
immediately replied, and sent it by a
special courier with quite a big seal.

This is how the letter reads:

New Delhi,
Navember 7, 1959.

Dear Raja Sahib,

I have your letter of the 6th
November. I am sorry I am not in
agreement with you about various
policies. I do not think it will serve
any useful purpose for you to go to
China at this stage.

Yours sincerely.
Sd /JAWAHARLAL NEHRU.".

Since we are having a discussion on
the correspondence between the two
Prime Ministers, I thought it right to
bring this also to your notice,

I beg to say that neither Panchsheel
nor the declarations for peace will
establish peace in this world. The
only way is world federation, world
government, world army and world
court of justice, If we insist on this
programme, you will find very soon
that the world follows you. Some
people think that I am a rival to Shri
Jawaharlal Nehru. I am nothing of
the kind. The other day, that is, the
day before yesterday, in Moradabad,
there was 8 huge meeting of world
federation . . .

Mr. Speaker: All that is not rele-
vant. Now, Shri Brajeswar Prasad,

Raja Mahendra Pratap: The day
before yesterday, there was a huge
meeting of world federation at Mora-
dabad, and I addressed about three
thousand people; I sait that even if
the military made me the dictator of
India, I would still insist that our Shri
Jawaharla] Nehru should remain our
Prime Minister,
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Some Hon, Members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Speaker: Now, Shri Brajeswar
Prasad.

Shri Brajeswar Prasad (Gaya): I
rise to support the motion moved and
the stand taken by the Prime Minis~
ter on the border dispute with China.

I am in favour of @ negotiated
settlement of the border dispute, for,
a war between India and China may
drag all the black and the coloured
nations into war, the consequence of
which is difficult to visualise at the
prosent moment,

In the event of a war between India
and China, both Russia and America
may remain neutral, or Russia may
join hands with China, or both Russia
and America may join hands with
India, Russia and America cannot
fight on opposite sides, because the
result will be the destruction of the
globe. If Russia and America remain
ncutral, both India and China will be
weakened. Then, Russia and Ame-
rica will intcrvene and divide both
India and China into two spheres of
influence.

It is wrong to think that hostilities
between India and China will come to
an end, once the Chinese are driven
out of the Aksai Chin area. Either
Indian troops will enter Peking or
Chinese troops will enter New Delhi.

A war between India and China, in
which both Russia and America are
neutral may last for a period of one
hundred years, if we are as strong as
America vis-a-vis China. There were
schools of military thought during the
time of the Korean vrar. One school
held the view that a war between
China and America will continue for
a period of one hundred years, The
second school held the view that it
will continue for a period of thirty
yvears. America will remain neutral,
if the Sino-Soviet Pact comes into
operation, in the event of a war bet-
ween India and China. If the Sino-
Soviet Pact comes into operation, the
whole of the Afro-Asian land mass
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{Shkri Brajeshwar Prasad]

will be divided into two spheres of
influence, Chinese and Russian.

Both India and China will be divid-
ed into two spheres of influence,
American and Russisn, if in the event
of a war between India and China,
both Russia and America join hands
with India. China will be wiped out
in no time, if this cventuality comes
to pass. But, after the subjugation of
China, the turn of India will come
next.

Hence I support the Prime Minis-
ter’s stand that on our border dispute
with China no foreign help will be
sought by us and that the method of
peaceful negotiation will be pursued.

China wants to filll the vacuum in
South-East Asia by resurrecting the
Sino-Soviet Pact, By attacking India,
China is strengthening those elements
in the Kremlin which are opposed to
a political settlement between Russia
and America, The Sino-Soviet Pact
will come into operation if this group
comes into power in the event of a
war between India and China. When
Mr. Herter says that neither India
nor China has approached America,
he gives a hint to China to parley
with the USA. The USA is prepared
to support Chinese claims on our
territory, if a Sino-American agree-
ment is arrived at. This is the only
inference which one can draw from
Mr. Herter's statement that the Unit-
ed States is not in a position to uphold
the stand taken by India on the
border dispute.

The inner meaniag of Mr. Herter's
statement is that in the event of a
war between India and China,
America will remain neutral America
will remain neutral because a political
seftlement between Russia and
America has been arrived at.

I am in favour of a political settle-
ment between Russia and America it
it leads to the liquidation of sll
Armarican basis throughout the Afro-
Asian laend mass, the liquidation of
the CENTO and the SEATO, the
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liquidation of western imperialam
from Africa, the integration of Goa
with Indis, the integration of the
Arab world into one political unit, the
integration of the Soviet Union with
the Afro-Asian land mass, the recog-
nition of China by the USA, the
induction of China into the Security
Council, and the integration of
Formosa with China.

I stand for a peac=ful settlement of
the border dispute because there is
identity of interests beiween India
and China. The menace of white
hegemony confronts both India and
China. A peaceful settlement of the
border dispute i8 inevitable because
power politics, war, armaments and
nation states have become obsolete.

China cannot launch a war against
India because here offcnsive power is
very weak. India is very strong in
her defensive power. Hence I believe
that a peaceful settlement of the
border dispute is inevitable.

If the method of negotiation fails,
the dispute should be referred to
arbitration by the Soviet Union, for
no other Power can be acceptable to
both and further because Russia is the
only Power which ir interested in the
welfare of both India and China in
equal measure.

fhe dynamics of the situation will
compel the Soviet Union to adopt an
impartial attitude towards both India
and China,

Two separate offers of a federal
union and of disarmament should be
made to China. Any rejection of the
offer of a federal union or of disarma-
ment wil] rally the nation states of
the whole of the Afro-Asisn land
mass in general and of 8. E. Asia in
particular round the banner of India.

If China  accepts the offer of a
federal union or of disarmament, the
Afro-Asian land mass will be
integrated into one political unit.
Disarmament by India and China will
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facilitate disarmamrent by Russia and
America, Russia can never disarm,
Awnerica can never disarm, if China
does not agree to do so.

Disarmament does not mean disar-
mamenf

Shri Panigrahi (Puri): What is
this?

Shri Brajeswar Prasad: It means
that the defence forces should be
brought under the supervision, direc-
tion and control of the UNO, Disarma-
ment connotes the transformation of
the UNO into a World Government.

It is in this sense thai I plead for
a unilatera] disarmamcnt by India.
Unilateral disarmament is the
culmination of the policy of Panch-
sheel.

There can never be either Russo-
American or Sino-Soviet hegemony
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over the Afro-Asian land masg if
India disarms herself. Socialism alone
can save India from the danger of the
establishment of foreign hegemony.
The choice is between socialism and
hegemony. The pull of India will
become stronger than that of China if
we combine socialism with democracy.

It will be a suicidal folly on our
part to suggest to the Government to
ban the Communist Party, for oy
doing so we shall be transforming the
nature of the dispute between India
and China. The dispute between India
and China will at once be transformed
into an ideological crusade at a time
when Russia is likely to be more use-
ful to us than any other country.

18 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till
Eleven of the Clock on Friday,
November 27, 1959 Aqrahayana 6,
1881 (Saka).





