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 Mr,  Speaker:  We  are  going  to  dis-
 ‘cuss  it  now.  It  was  a  long  statement
 I  would  have  permitted  it  to  be  laid
 On  the  Table  only.  But  I  agreed  to
 its  being  read  because  we  are  taking
 up  the  Demands  of  the  Home  Ministry
 today.

 Shri  Surendranath  Dwivedy  (Ken-
 drapara):  It  should  be  circulated.

 Mr,  Speaker:  Yes.  There  are  some
 statements  placed  on  the  Table  along
 with  this  statement.  Therefore,  hon.
 Members  may  just  go  through  those
 statements.

 Shri  Hem  Barua  (Gauhati):  We  can
 seek  a  clarification  even  without  see-
 ing  those  statements,  because  the  mat-
 ter  is  so  well  known  to  us.

 Mr,  Speaker:  That  would  be  off  the
 mark.

 I  will  get  the  statement  circulated
 to  all  Members.

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  May  we  seek  a
 clarification?

 Mr,  Speaker:  During  the  debate
 that  we  are  going  to  have.  The  hon.
 Member  should  realise  that  we  are  go-
 ing  to  discuss  it  today,

 DEMANDS  FOR  GRANTS—contd.
 MINISTRY  OF  EXTERNAL  AFFAIRS—contd.

 Mr,  Speaker:  Further  discussion
 and  voting  on  the  Demands  for  Grants
 of  the  Ministry  of  External  Affairs
 and  the  cut  motions  moved  thereon.

 The  hon:  Prime  Minister  te  reply.
 The  Prime  Mini;ter,  Minister  of  Ex.

 ternal  Affairs  and  Minister  of  Atomic
 Energy  (Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru):  May
 ।  speak  sitting,  Sir?

 Mr,  Speaker:  Yes.
 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  Mr.

 Spc  scr,  Iam  glad  of  this  debate  on
 External  Affairs  and  I  have  specially
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 welcomed  the  criticisms  made  by  the
 Opposition.

 Apart  from  the  criticisms  of  admi-
 nistration,  there  has,  however,  hardly
 been  much  said  constructively  about
 the  present  policies  pursued.  My  hon.
 colleague,  Shri  Lal  Bahadur  Shastri,
 hag  dealt  with  many  of  these  criti-
 cisms.  I  propose  to  refer  only  to
 some  major  policy  matters.

 We  have  to  face  today  difficult
 questions.  Many  new  problems  have
 arisen  in  the  internationa]  sphere:  The
 more  difficult  the  problems  we  face,
 the  more  it  is  necessary  that  we
 should  view  them  calmly  and  dispas-
 sionately  and  arrive  at  specific  conclu-
 sions.  It  does  not  help  much  merely
 to  get  excited  about  them,  and  to  deal
 with  them  in  an  agitated  way.

 Acharya  Kripalani’s  speech  showed
 that  he  is  still  tied  up  with  the  old
 happenings  about  Chinese  attack  on
 Tibet  an  our  attitude  to  it.  These
 matters  have  been  repeatedly  discus-
 sed  here,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  go  back
 to  them  at  this  stage.  The  position  in
 the  world  has  changed  considerably  in
 recent  months,  and  we  have  to  face
 the  situation  as  it  is.

 Acharya  Kripalani’s  chief  proposal
 appears  to  have  been  aimed  at  our
 giving  up  non-alignment.  Non-align-
 ment  is  not  a  basic  policy  of  ours  or
 of  any  country.  It  is  our  reaction  to
 events,  and  more  particularly,  our  de-
 sire  to  maintain  our  independence  of
 thought  and  action.  It  arose  chiefly
 because  of  the  two  Power  blocs  head-
 ed  by  the  United  States  of  America
 and  the  Soviet  Union,  and  our  desire
 not  to  get  entangled  with  them.  To
 some  extent  that  continues,  but  many
 changes  have  taken  place  in  these
 alignments.

 The  USA  and  the  Soviet  Union  are
 not  so  bitterly  opposed  to  each  other
 as  they  were,  and  they  are  growing closer  to  each  another.  Among  the
 two  Power  blocs,  interna]  differences
 have  arisen,  and  in  some  cases  they
 amount  almost  to  a  split.  Thus,  the
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 Soviet  Union  and  China,  the  two
 Communist  Powers,  have  practically
 separaied  from  each  other,  and  are
 bitterly  opposed  to  each  other.  In
 the  Western  bloc,  some  _  differences
 have  also  arisen.  Meanwhile  a  large
 number  of  newly  independent  coun-
 tries  have  come  into  existence,  and
 most  of  them  adhere  to  the  policy  of
 non-alignment.

 From  any  point  of  view,  it  would
 appear  that  non-alignment  has  _  not
 only  succeeded  in  the  past,  but  is
 even  more  desirable  today.  It  sur-
 prises  me,  therefore,  that  Acharya
 Kripalani  should  at  this  stage  oppose it

 Non-alignment  is  not  merely  not
 joining  a  military  bloc,  but  it  affects
 economic  and  other  policies.  It  is  es-
 pecially  psychological.  We  are  on
 friendly  terms  with  the  leaders  of these  blocs,  and  are  receiving  subs-
 tantial  aid  from  them.  To  align  our-
 selves  would  be  to  tie  ourselves  with
 many  of  their  policies,  with  which  we
 May  not  agree.  It  would  mean  also some  kind  of  a  break  with  our  rela- tions  with  the  other  group.  That
 would  be  utterly  wrong.

 In  addition,  we  have  to  remember that  a  large  number  of  new  countries as  well  as  old  ones  are  tieg  to  this
 Policy  of  nan-alignment,  ४८  would mean  our  cutting  ourselves  adrift
 from  the  main  trends  of  worlg  opi- nion.

 As  the  House  knows,  it  has  been
 decided  to  hold  a  conference  of  non-
 aligned  countries  jater  this  year.  This is  a  desirable  development,  and  we
 ate  wholly  associated  with  it.

 Recently,  the  rift  between  the Soviet  Union  and  China  has  grown greatly,  and  the  Soviets  have  criticis-
 ed  the  Chinese  invasion  of  India  and
 China’s  policies.

 Shri  Nath  Pai  has  spoken  vehe-
 mently  against  our  foreign  policy,  but
 his  vehemence  has  been  directed  more
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 to  our  administration  and  other  mat-
 ters.  He  has  spoken  like  a  prima
 donna,  1  might  add  that  he  has  cri-
 ticised  the  Annual  Keport  of  our
 Ministry.  1  must  confess  that  this  Re-
 port  leaves  much  to  be  desired.
 Shri  Nath  Pai  has  laid  great  stress  on
 the  Report  referring  to  the  visit  of
 our  hockey  team  to  Kabul.  ।  may
 inform  him  that  the  visit  of  the
 hockey  team  at  the  Jashan  time  in
 Afghanistan  was  greatly  appreciated
 by  the  Afghans,  ang  has  therefore  con-
 siderable  importance.

 We  are  always  concerned  with  the
 progress  or  otherwise  of  the  confe-
 rence  On  disarmament,  as  this  is  of
 vital  consequence  to  the  world.  For
 the  present,  however,  our  chief  con-
 cern  is  about  our  two  _  neighbours
 China  and  Pakistan.  Some  Members
 of  the  Opposition  have  accused  us  fre-
 quently  of  surrender  and  appeasement
 both  to  China  and  Pakistan.  I  am
 most  surprised  to  hear  these  charges.
 Strength  does  not  lie  in  strong  langu-
 age  and  shouting,  but  in  other  mat-
 ters.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  we
 want  peaceful  settlements  of  our
 troubles  with  China  and  Pakistan,
 and  we  shall  endeavour  to  realise
 them,  however  difficult  they  may  seem
 today.  Taking  a  long  distance  view  it
 is  essential  that  we  should  exist
 peacefully  with  these  two  neighbours
 of  ours,  more  particularly  with  Pak-
 istan.  We  can  not  live  in  conflict  for
 ४  long  time  to  come.  I  hope  a  time
 may  come  when  India  ang  Pakistan
 might  draw  closer  to  each  other;  there
 is  no  other  way.  To  talk  of  exchange
 of  population  is,  I  think,  utterly
 wrong.  Not  only  would  it  be  an  ex-
 traordinarily  difficult  undertaking
 but  it  will  not  solve  our  problems.
 The  two  countries  would  face  each
 other  as.bitter  «enemies,  threatening
 each  other’s  existence.  I  do  not  know
 what  the  leaders  of  Pakistan  have  in
 view  apart  from  their  present  aims.
 I  have  a  feeling  that  both  Pakistan
 and  China  have  larger  objectives  in
 view  in  regard  to  India.  I  do  not
 think  that  either  of  them  will  be  able
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 to  achieve  these  objectives  and  we
 shall  have  to  be  prepared  for  ali
 attempts  on  their  part  and  to  gain
 them.  It  is  clear  that  peaceful  set-
 tlements  of  these  conflicts  would  be
 desirable  but  such  settlements  must
 be  in  keeping  with  the  honour  and
 integrity  of  India.  That  is  an  essen-
 tial  aspects  to  be  borne  in  mind  al-
 ways.  Keeping  that  in  mind  we
 should  always  strive  for  peaceful  set-
 tlements.

 In  regard  to  China  we  have  made
 it  clear—and  Parliament  has  approved
 of  it—that  if  the  Colombo  proposals
 are  accepted  by  China,  we  shall  be
 prepared  to  discuss  with  them  our
 conflict  and  disputes.  In  this  matter  I
 should  like  to  make  clear  one  deve-
 lopment  which  took  place  some  time
 ago.  This  was  referred  to  by  Mrs.
 Bandaranaik;  in  one  of  her  recent  let-
 ters  to  us  we  are  asked  that  if  the
 Chinese  vacated  all  their  posts  in  the
 demilitarised  area  in  Ladak  would  we
 consider  this  a  fulfilment  of  the  Co-
 lombo  proposals.  This  was  first  men-
 tioned  to  me  by  two  representatives  of
 Lord  Russell  who  came  to  me  last
 summer.  To  them.  I  answered  that  we
 might  be  prepared  consider  this  pro-
 posal  if  China  made  it.  Since  then  no
 such  proposal  has  been  made  by  China.
 In  the  Colombo  proposals  it  was  stat-
 ed  that  in  this  demilitarised  area  of
 Ladak  both  parties  should  have  by
 agreement  an  equal  number  of  posts.
 It  was  possible  to  consider  that  this
 was  satisfied  if  both  parties  by  agree-
 ment  decided  to  have  no  posts  at  all
 in  this  area.  I  had  clearly  stated  to
 Lord  Russells’  representatives  and
 later  to  Mrs.  Bandaranaika  that  this
 could  be  considered  by  us  if  a  pro-
 per  approach  was  made  to  us  by China.  No  such  approach  has  been
 made  and,  therefore,  the  position  re-
 maing  the  same  as  before.

 In  regard  to  Jakarta  Conference
 which  is  now  being  held,  Acharya
 Ranga  hag  taken  strong  objection  to
 our  participation  in  this  Conference
 because  China  would  also  be  there.
 Iam  wholly  unable  to  accept  this
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 argument.  It  would  mean  cutting  our-
 selves  away  from  importan,  interna-
 tional  conferences  because  China  may
 happen  to  be  there.  It  would  mean
 some  kind  of  discourtesy  to  the  many
 other  nations  that  went  there  and  took
 part  in  it.  Shri  Nath  Pai,  has,  I  think,
 said  that  we  had  decided  not  to  go
 to  it  and  at  the  last  moment  sent  one
 of  our  Ministers  to  it.  That  is  quite
 untrue.  I  do  not  think  that  at  any
 time  I  had  said  that  we  would  not  at-
 tend  the  conference.  What  I  had  pro-
 bably  said  was  that  I  personally
 would  not  go  there.  It  was  our  inten-
 tion  to  send  our  team  under  the  lea-
 dership  of  Deputy  Minister  of  Exter-
 nal  Affairs.  A  few  days’  before  the
 Conference,  we  decided  to  send  the
 Minister  of  Food  and  Agriculture,
 Sardar  Swaran  Singh,  as  the  leader  of
 our  team,  and  ।  am  glad  that  he
 agreed  to  go.  There  was  thus  no
 question  of  our  not  going  there,  but
 only  as  to  who  should  go.  The  Jakarta
 Conference  is  being  attended  by  a
 Jarge  number  of  representatives  of
 countries,  and  Sardar  Swaran  Singh  is
 taking  a  leading  part  in  it.

 Shri  Nath  Pai  (Rajapur):  You  told
 Parliament  many  times  and  last  time
 also  you  said  that  you  did  not  think
 that  it  would  ba  useful  for  us  to  go  or that  any  purpose  would  be  served  by our  attending  that  Conference.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  ।  have  not
 got  the  words  I  used.  I  may  have
 said  at  that  time  that  it  was  not  de
 cided  to  hold  it.  It  was  decided  long
 after  that.  When  it  was.  decided
 recently  to  hold  that  conference  and
 we  knew  a  large  number  countries
 will  go,  we  had  no  choice.  We  felt
 we  ought  to  go  and  put  forward  our
 point  of  view.

 Shri  Hari  Vishnu  Kamath  (Hoshan-
 gabad):  The  Prime  Minister  has  often
 said  that  he  prefers  a  Belgrade  type
 of  conference  to  a  Bandung  type  of
 conference.  He  hag  never  favoured  a
 Bandung  type  of  conference.
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 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  It  is  one
 thing  not  to  favour  it;  but  it  is  an-
 other  thing  to  boycott  it.

 There  was  no  question,  thus,  of  our
 not  going  there.  We  should  go  there
 and  Sardar  Swaran  Singh  is  taking  a
 leading  part  in  it.  Not  to  go  there  for
 ‘us  would  have  been  to  miss  an  impor-
 tant  opportunity  to  put  forth  our
 view  and  to  some  extent  influence  the
 conference.

 In  regard  to  Pakistan,  it  has  been
 a  big  grief  to  me  that  ill-will  and  con-
 flict  shoulgd  continue  between  Idia
 and  Pakistan,  in  spite  of  our  efforts.
 We  had  hoped  that  this  background
 will  gradually  disappear  and  we
 would  be  able  to  live  at  peace  with
 each  other,  Unfortunateiy,  it  has  con-
 tinued  all  these  years  and  I  do  not
 know  when  we  shall  be  able  to  live
 normal  and  peaceful  lives,  Kashmir
 has  been  one  of  the  causes.  But  ।
 am  convinced  the  causes  must  lic
 deeper,  and  probably  this  conflict  will
 continue  unless  we  ean  succeed  in
 somehow,  removing  that  hatred  and
 fear  complex.

 With  the  coming  of  China  as  more
 or  less  an  ally  of  Pakistan,  Pakistan
 has  become  even  mcre  aggressive.  I  do
 now  know  what  secret  understanding
 they  have  come  to  with  each  other,
 but  such  understanding  cannot  be  of
 advantage  to  India.  It  is  extraordinary
 that  cven  in  these  circumstances,  some
 of  the  western  powers  incline  towards
 Pakistan  and  help  it  in  regard  to  Ka-
 shmir.  The  Kashmir  issue  would
 have  been  solved  long  ago  but  for  this
 western  help  to  Pakistan.

 So  far  aS  we  are  conecrned,  our
 position  in  yegard  to  Kashmir  has
 been  repeatedly  and  clearly  stated
 recently  in  the  Security  Council  by
 my  colleague,  the  Minister  of  Educa-
 tion.  We  stand  by  that  position.

 Sheikh  Abdullah,  who  has  recently
 becn  released,  has  made  some  statc-
 ments,  which  I  consider,  are  unfor-
 tunate.  I  am  told  that  some  of  the
 Press  reports  of  these  statements  are
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 not  correct.  However,  I  will  not  deal with  these  Press  reports,  as  I  hope  to see  him  soon  and  discuss  these  mat- ters.

 I  think  Shri  Mukerjee  was  very
 angry  at  the  fact  that  President  Aref of  Traq  came  here  in  a  Pakistani
 plane.  I  might  tell  him  that  this  made us  unhappy  too,  but  we  could  not
 help  it.  That  is  to  say,  we  offered  him our  plane  to  come  here.  A  reply  came from  him  that  he  has  already  accept- ed  Pakistan’s  offer  to  bring  him  here
 in  their  plane  and  he  could  not  get behind  it.  We  still  pressed  him  to
 come  in  our  plane,  which  we  offered to  send,  but  he  said  he  could  not  go behind  his  promise  to  Pakistan.

 Shri  Nath  Pai:  Your  offer  mus:  have
 gone  so  late  that  by  that  time  he  had
 acecpted  Pakistan’s  offer.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  That  is  true; that  is  what  he  said.  Our  offer  went
 several  days  before  he  was  to  come
 here.  He  was  in  Pakistan  before  he
 came  to  India,  as  you  know  and  we
 and  could  not  offer  him  our  plane  leng before  in  Iraq  itself;  the  question  did
 not  arise.  As  soon  as  he  got  there,
 app-rently  he  fixed  it  up.

 Kripalaniji  said  the  other  day  that
 the  Colombo  proposals  are  absolutely
 dishonourable  to  India.  How  they  are
 sO  is  more  than  ]  can  understand.
 Acharya  Kripalani  seems  to  think  that
 we  cannot  deal  with  China  by  our-
 selves  and  therefore,  we  must  allow
 other  countries  to  deal  with  her,  in
 other  words,  give  up  our  independence
 of  action.  I  do  not  wish  to  discuss
 our  capacity  to  deal  with  China,  but
 I  think  Acharya  Kripalani  is  under-
 estimating  it  very  much  when  he
 thinks  that  we  must  hand  over  the
 defence  of  India  to  somebody  else;
 and,  certainly,  fhanding  over  means
 giving  up  our  independence,  in  so  far
 as  that  is  concerned.  It  is  apparently
 more  honourable  to  him  than  any
 other  method  of  settling  the  matter
 ourselves.  If  Acharya  Kripalani  has
 read  some  of  the  comments  on  our
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 Sino-Indian  conflict  in  America  and
 England  he  would  probably  think
 differently.

 There  is  one  thing  I  would  like  to
 mention.  There  has  been  an  account
 in  the  press  about  he  Seventh  Fleet
 of  the  United  States  coming  into  the
 Indian  Ocean.  This  was  referred  to
 in  this  House  in  answer  to  questions
 previously  and  we  had  _  said  that  we
 have  not  been  told  or  it  has  not  been
 referred  to  us.  Anyhow,  they  are  not
 coming  to  any  of  our  terriorial  waters
 or  ports.  This  time  it  appears  that
 they  are  coming  nowhere  near  India,
 not  to  any  of  our  ports  or  territorial
 waters  but  probably  going  to  Africa.
 I  can  only  express  my  regrct  that  a
 cruiser  which  is  equipped  with  nuclear
 weapons  went  about  the  Indian  Ocean.

 Shri  Hem  Barua  (Gauhati):  Sir,  on
 a  previous  occasion  he  gave  us  the
 impression  that  whenever  the  Seventh
 Fleet  of  the  United  States  wants  to
 enter  the  Indian  Ocean  our  Govern-
 ment  shall  be  informed.  In  this  parti- cular  casc,  We  are  not  informed  but
 they  are  coming  with  nuclear  weapons.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  It  is  so  that we  are  not  informed,  But,  according to  the  report  in  the  press.  they  are  not
 coming  anywhere  near  India.

 Shri  HW.  च...  Mukerje>  (Calcutta
 Central):  Are  we  sending  any  protest
 against  it?

 Shri  Ranga  (Chittoor): we?  Why  should

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  The  ques- tion  of  sending  a  protest  will  arise...
 Shri  H  ?.  Mukerjee:  If  they  are

 here,  according  to  the  press  reports, and  they  are  carrying  nuclear  wea-
 pons,  what  are  you  going  to  do  about it?  They  might  be  in  the  Indian  Occan somewhcre.

 Shri  Jawaharla]  Nehru:
 cean  is  a  very  big  thing.

 Indian  Oc-
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 Shri  H.  N.  Mukerjee:  Even  30,  are
 we  reconciled  to  the  nuclear  weapons
 floating  all  over  the  place,  somewhere
 near  India,  within  the  reach  of  India?

 Shri  Ranga:  They  are  coming  here
 as  friends.  Is  it  not?

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  They  are
 not  coming  here  at  all.

 Shri  H.  ?.  Mukerjee:  It  is  only  three
 miles  of  territorial  water  and  it  does
 not  matter  in  this  instance.  2

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  Territori  ‘
 water,  it  may  not  be  important,  but, they  are  not  coming,  so  far  as  ।  kn  a  ( within  hundreds  of  miles  of  India.  Whey,  ( do  not  like  nuclear  weapons

 al
 anywhere  near  India.  We  have  sai
 90.

 Now,  we  have  to  face  a  terrible
 problem  of  the  exodus  from  East  Ben-
 gal.  We  must  receive  all  those  who
 come  here  and  try  to  rehabilitate  them.
 I  hope  that  soon  we  shall  put  up  8
 special  Ministry  to  deal  with  this  prob-
 lem.  May  I,  in  this  matter,  repeat
 that  terribly  bad  as  this  problem  is,
 all  kinds  of  stories  are  sometimes  given
 publicity  in  the  press,  which  have  lit-
 tle  basis  in  fact,  ang  they  do  much
 harm?  The  other  day  there  was  sor
 story  of  some  girls  from  East  Bengal
 being  carried  to  Arab  countries  for
 sale  there.  On  the  face  of  it,  it  was
 an  absurd  and  fantastic  story.  Yet,
 I  suppose  some  people  believed  it
 because  it  appeared  in  print.  We  have
 Teceived  information  from  our  repre-
 sentatives  that  they  can  find  no  trace
 of  any  truth  in  it,  it  is  foreign  to  them
 and  it  is  utterly  baseless.

 But  I  should  like  to  point  out  the
 cffect  of  these  things.  Somehow  _  this
 story  reached  some  of  the  Arab  coun-
 tries  and  there  has  been  great  indig- nation  in  the  Arab  countries  that  any
 One  in  India  should  presume  or  should
 say  that  abducted  girls  are  being  sent
 there  for  sale.  So,  the  House  will  no-
 tice  how  these  stories  spread  and
 create  impressions  which  are  not  good for  us,
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 Shri  Nath  Pai:  It  is  because  the
 Government  functions  slowly  and  hal-
 tingly.  If  only  the  Government  had
 promptly  issued  a  contradiction  after
 it  was  repeated  and  reproduced  in
 t0  or  three  papers,  this  rumour  could
 have  been  stopped  once  and  for  all.
 Yet,  Government  failed  to  act  prompt-
 ly  in  this  very  delicate  and  explosive
 matter.

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  Even  though  it
 was  in  the  newspapers,  it  took  gov-
 ernment  sixteen  days  to  enquire  into
 the  matter.  That  is  how  you  function.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  The  hon.
 Member  will  realise  that  jujst  because
 a  news  item  has  appeared  in  the  press.

 श्री  बागड़ी  (हिसार)  :  इससे  जाहिर
 होता  है  कि  सरकार  ने  खुद  इसको  हवा  देने
 की  कोशिका  की,  वर्ना  वह  पहले  ही  इस  ख़बर
 की  तरदीद  कर  देती  ।

 Shri  ए.  M.  Trivedi  (Mandsaur):  Why
 should  the  Arab  countries  feel  dis-
 heartened  by  this  news  item?  Even
 if  such  things  take  place,  these  activi-
 ties  are  carried  on  by  nefarious  peo-
 “le  and  not  at  governmental  level.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  The  thing
 is  so  absurd,  absurd  in  every  way  that
 it  is  difficult  to  deny  even.

 Shri  Frank  Anthony  (Nominated
 Anglo-Indians):  Your  own  Mnhisters
 circulate  such  stories.  Your  Minister
 of  Information  and  Broadcasting,  to  my
 horror,  circulated  an  utterly  gruesome
 story  to  us.  I  tackled  him  “why  do
 you  regale  us  with  this  sort  of  thing?’
 and  he  was  justifying  it  by  saying
 “competition  in  barbarism”.  He  is  your
 chief  story-teller.

 Shri  Hari  Vishnu  Kamath:  The  Mi-
 nister  of  Rehabilitation  said  “no  wo-
 man  or  child  is  safe  in  Pakistan’—
 these  were  his  exact  words.

 The  Minister  of  Works,  Housing  and
 Rehabilitation  (Shri  Mehr  Chand
 Khanna):  What  I  said  in  this  House
 was—and  I  will  repeat  it  outside—that
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 when  I  went  to  the  Garo  Hills  and
 Mana,  stories  of  this  nature  were  re-
 ported  to  me,  I  have  never  made  a
 statement  of  that  nature.  (Interrup-
 tions).

 Mr,  Speaker:  Order,  order.
 Shri  Hari  Vishnu  Kamath:  We  wi!l

 bring  it  up  later.
 Shri  Nath  Pai:  I  hope  the  Covern-

 ment  will  show  more  alterness  in  fu-
 ture.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  We  have
 every  right  to  feel  angered  about
 what  is  happening  in  East  Pakistan
 and  do  what  we  can  to  help  the  unfor-
 tunate  refugees  who  are  coming  from
 there.  But  we  must  not  forget  that
 something  very  horrible  has  happened
 in  India  too,  of  which  we  should  be
 thoroughly  ashamed—in  Orissa  and
 Bihar  and  partly  in  Calcutta,  By  these
 things  we  are  playing  into  the  hands
 of  Pakistan  which  wants  such  troub-
 les  to  happen.

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  Because  you  fail-
 ed  to  take  precautionary  measures
 earlicr.

 Mr.  Speaker:  Order,  order.  Let  us
 hear  the  reply.

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  He  has  been  re-
 peating  this  over  and  over  again—
 what  hag  happened  in  India.  I  say  _  it
 is  because  of  Government's  failure  to
 take  steps  in  advance  this  is  happen-
 ing.  ८.  (१108

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  What  is  he
 saying?  I  am  sorry,  I  did  not  catch
 what  Shri  Hem  Barua  said.  It  does  not
 matter.

 I  think  in  this  matter  it  is  more
 important  that  we  should  stop  all  such
 occurrences  in  India  than  anything
 else.  This  is  vital  because  otherwise
 we  fall  into  this  trap,  we  play  into
 the  hands  of  Pakistan  which  wants  us
 to  do  all  these  things,  which  wants  us
 to  give  up  our  secular  policy,  our
 other  policies  and  thereby  justify  its
 policies  and  its  position.
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 I  have  often  thought  these  days  of
 Gandhiji,  how  he  would  have  dealt
 with  our  existing  problems,  specially
 those  with  Pakistan.  It  is  difficult  to
 say  what  he  would  have  advised,  pos-
 sibly,  in  the  course  of  the  last  15  or
 16  years  he  might  have  devised  some
 method  or  other  to  deal  with  them.
 But  I  am  sure  of  one  thing,  namely,
 that  having  regard  to  our  ultimate
 aim  of  peace  and  friendship  with  Pa-
 kistan,  he  would  not  have  advised  any
 action  on  our  part  which  should  come
 in  the  way  of  this.

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  He  would  have
 advised  more......  (Interruption).

 Mr.  Speaker:  Order,  order.
 Shri  Hem  Barua:  May  I  draw  the

 hon.  Prime  Minister’s  attention  to  the
 statement  made  by  Gandhiji  on  the
 26th  September,  1947?

 Mr,  Speaker:  No,  Sir.
 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  We  must

 keep  this  ultimate  aim  in  view  and
 not  be  led  away  by  momentary  pas-
 sions.  It  is  true  that  at  the  present
 moment  the  fate  of  the  minorities  in
 East  Pakistan  bears  down  upon  us
 terribly  and  we  must  do  all  we  can  to
 help  them;  but  if  we  do  something
 which  adds  to  their  troubles  and  mis-
 fortune,  that  will  be  neither  good  for
 the  present  nor  for  the  future.

 I  would  beg  the  House  to  distin-
 guish  between  two  things.  One  is  that
 we  have  to  take  certain  steps,  how-
 ever  undesirable  they  may  be  and
 however  they  may  burden  us.  That
 we  have  to  do.  But  in  taking  them
 we  must  not  do  anything  to  create
 an  atmosphere  which  comes  in  the
 way  of  any  future  arrangement  bet-
 ween  India  and  Pakistan.  ।  would
 have  hoped  that  India  and  Pakistan
 would  be  able  to  come  together  much
 closer,  even  constitutionally  closer.
 I  do  not  say  so  because  this  annoys
 Pakistan  that  we  are  trying  to  up-
 set  them.  I  do  not  wish  to  upset
 them;  I  wish  them  well,  but  there  is
 no  other  way  for  India  and  Pakistan
 to  live  except  to  live  at  peace.  It  may
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 take  years  to  achieve  that;  that  is  a
 different  matter.  But  I  believe  a  new
 generation  is  rising  up  in  Pakistan
 which  looks  differently  at  this  prob-
 lem  than  the  older  generation.  I  be-
 lieve,  in  East  Pakistan  specially,  there
 are  all  kinds  of  movements  which  do
 not  like  these  old  methods.  It  is,
 therefore,  particularly  unfortunate
 that  East  Pakistan  is  a  particular'y
 weak  spot  in  the  Pakistan  chain  and
 possibly  this  is  one  of  the  reasons
 why  the  Pakistan  authorities  have
 made  East  Pakistan  the  special  place
 where  these  atrocities  have  occured
 so  as  to  get  East  Pakistan  tied  up
 with  these  atrocities  and  to  move
 their  thinking  away  from  the  other
 trends  of  thought  in  East  Pakistan.

 I  hope  that  this  Home  Ministers’
 Conference  which  has  occurred  papers
 of  which  have  been  placed  before  this
 House  by  our  Home  Minister  will
 resume  its  meeting  soon  and  will  ul-
 timately  arrive  at  some  conclusion
 which  will  remove  or  lessen  this  great
 tension  that  exists.  I  am  sure  that  our
 Home  Minister  will  agree  with  me
 that  the  Home  Minister  of  Pakistan
 who  came  here  struck  me  as  being
 very  earnest  about  it  and  trying  his
 utmost  to  put  an  end  to  these  troubles.
 Of  course,  he  was  tied  up  by  various
 factors  and  he  had  to  go  back  by  a
 certain  date.  But  I  do  hope,  at  the
 next  meeting  they  will  get  over  these
 difficulties  and  come  to  some  arrange-
 ment  and  agreement.

 I  hope,  the  House  will  realise  that
 however  angry  we  may  get—and  we
 have  enough  reason  to  get  angry—
 anger  does  not  solve  the  problem  of
 Pakistan’  and  India.  It  will  never
 solve  it,  whether  it  is  today  or  a  year
 hence  or  10  or  20  years  hence.  It  has
 to  be  solved  on  a  basis  of  friends  who
 Rave  fallen  out  coming  together,  of
 not  agreeing  with  each  other,  of  dis-
 approving  of  each  other  occasionally
 but  nevertheless  remaining  friends
 and  co-operating.  That  is  the  only
 way  to  solve  this  problem.

 Shri  Hari  Vishnu  Kamath:  If  they
 will  not  reciprocate,  what  shall  be?

 That  is  the  difficulty.
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 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  The  hon.
 Member  is  completely  right.  We  have
 been  trying  to  do  that;  they  do  not
 reciprocate.  In  spite  of  their  not
 reciprocating  we  have  to  do  it  and
 force  them  to  this.

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  How  do  you  force
 them?

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  Force  them
 psychologically,  by  having  goodwill,
 by  showing  how  we  function  in  our
 country,  by  putting  an  example  before
 them  and  their  people  of  good
 behaviour  there.

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  They  have  refus-
 ed to  learn  any  lesson  from  us  of
 good  behaviour.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  ।  am_  very
 sorry,  the  hon.  Member  has  very  poor
 opinion  of  human  beings  and  human
 nature.

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  But  our  unilateral
 goodness  is  interpreted  as  cowardice
 by  Pakistan.

 Mr.  Speaker:  Order,  order.  Let  us
 now  set  a  good  example.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  ।  know  the
 people  of  Pakistan  fairly  well.  I  have
 known  them  in  the  past,  not  now.  I
 have  great  respect  for  them.  They
 are  very  decent  folk.  Of  course,  when
 you  excite  them  with  religious  slo-
 gans,  nobody  remains  decent;  they
 become  brutal.  Everybody  becomes
 brutal,  whether  it  is  the  Hindu  or
 the  Muslim.  We  have  seen  what  has
 happened  in  Rourkela  and  Jamshed-
 pur.  It  is  scandalous  in  the  extreme
 that  anybody  should  do  what  our
 people  have  done  there.  This  kind
 of  a  thing  does  more  disservice  to
 India  than  anything  that  might  hap-
 pen  across  our  borders  and  elsewhere
 because  that  is  put  in  the  balance  as
 if  this  is  happening  on  both  sides
 and  they  are  both  pretty  bad.  I  hope
 that  the  worst  of  this  has  passed  and
 that  we  shall  gradually—it  will  take
 a  little  time—get  back  to  more  nor-
 mal  behaviour.
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 As  for  China,  that  is  a  very  diffi-
 cult  thing  we  have  to  face.  We  have
 to  face  it  by  strengthening  ourselves,
 which  we  are  doing  and  which  we
 have  done  to  a  large  extent,  and  by
 relying  on  ourselves  more  and  more—
 certainly  getting  help  from  other
 people  but  relying  ultimately  on  our-
 selves.  The  moment  we  give  up  that
 reliance  we  are  lost.  J  do  not  know
 how  Acharya  Kripalani  imagines  that
 somebody  else,  however  great  the
 power  may  be,  may  defend  us  on  our
 borders.  Nobody  can  defend  us;  not
 the  greatest  power  in  the  world  can
 defend  our  borders  except  ourselves.
 It  is  weil  to  remember  this  always
 and  to  keep  our  people  to  remember
 this  so  that  they  may  not  become
 weak  and  think  of,  what  is  called,  the
 Maginot  line  or  some  such  thing  and
 that  others  will  help  them.

 if  I  may  say  so  with  all  respect  and
 humility,  we  must  not  bccome  too
 self-righteous.  We  think  that  every
 evil  is  being  dune  by  Pakistan  and
 China  and  that  we  are  completely
 free  from  any  wrong  doing.  We  are
 not  free  from  wrongdoing.  In  the
 Question  Hour  many  questions  were
 asked  about  intrusions  of  air  space.
 There  was  some  excitement  when  my
 colleague,  Shri  Lal  Bahadur  Shastri,
 हेत  that  there  have  been  more  some-
 thing  or  other.

 An  Hon.  Member:  Aggression.
 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  As  a  mat-

 ter  of  fact,  the  statement  that  there
 have  been  more  on  Pakistan  side  is
 completely  correct,  from  the  point  of
 view  of  the  United  Nations.  The
 United  Nations  have  received  comp- laints  of  our  intrusions  from  Pakis-
 tan  and  from  us  about  intrusions  by
 Pakistan.  They  have  got  both  and
 they  are  receiving  them  constantly
 about  these  intrusions.  The  big difference  is  that  our  intrusions  into
 Pakistan  do  not  give  rise  to  questions
 in  Parliament;  the  others  do.  The
 United  Nations’  observers  give  their
 judgment,  although  as  far  as  I  remem-
 ber  certainly  the  majority  are  in  our
 favour,  a  minority  is  against  us  too,



 10721  Demands

 namely,  that  we  intruded  in  their
 territory.  Those  questions  do  not
 come  here.  Nobody  is  interested  in
 them.

 Shri  Hari  Vishnu  Kamath:  Will  the
 Prime  Minister  lay  on  the  Table  a
 statement  giving  those  cases  where
 it  was  against  us?  I  can  not  believe
 it.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  You  do  not
 believe  what?

 Shri  Eri  Vishnu)  Kamath:  That
 there  are  instances  when  the  United
 Nations’  military  observers’  verdict
 went  agains  us.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  You  may
 not  believe  it,  but  I  am_  telling  you
 the  fact  that  of  all  the  charges  made
 on  most  of  them  the  judgment  was
 in  favour  and  against  Pakistan.
 But  there  were  a  good  number  where
 the  judgment  was  against  us,  in
 favour  of  Pakistan.  I  am  _  talking
 about  the  United  Nations’  observers.
 Whether  they  were  true  or  not  is  for
 me  to  say.  But  these  things...
 13.00  hrs.

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  We  should  have
 a  statement  about  that.  This  is  the
 first  time  that  we  are  told  about  that.

 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  I  am  afraid,
 we  are  growing  very  _  self-righteous
 and  we  imagine  that  we  are  comp-
 letely  in  the  right  and  others  are
 in  the  wrong.  That  is  not  a  good
 thing.  We  should  always  think  of
 our  wrong  actions  that  we  do.  That
 is  more  important  than  the  wrong
 actions  that  are  committed  against  us.
 Wrong  actions  that  we  do  betray  our
 mentality,  how  we  think,  how  we
 act,  etc.  They  delude  us.  They  do  not
 delude  the  world.  The  world  gets  to
 know  all  these  facts.

 Our  publicity  is  often  criticised,  and
 rightly  so—I  do  not  say  it  is  good
 publicity—but  our  publicity  abroad
 suffers  very  much  from  our  self-
 righteous  attitude.  The  result  is  that
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 even  many  of  the  truthful  things  that
 we  say  are  sometimes  not  believed.
 They  say,  “These  fellows  are  _  self-
 righteous.”

 Shri  Hem  Barua:  Why  don’t  you
 put  it  right?

 Shri  Ranga:  Publicity  is  asleep.
 Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru:  If  I  may

 say  so,  it  is  Mr.  Hem  Barua’s  attitude
 that  is  the  worst  publicity  for  us,  for
 India.

 Sir,  that  is  all.  I  am  grateful  to
 the  House  for  the  way  in  which  they
 have  dealt  with  this  matter.  It  is  a
 really  difficult  matter.

 Mr.  Speaker:  Any  specific  cut
 motions  that  I  have  to  put  separately?

 Shri  J.  छ,  Kripalani  (Amroha):  I
 did  not  interrupt  the  Prime  Minister.
 But  there  are  certain  personal  expla-
 nations  which  I  may  be  allowed  to
 submit  after  he  has  finished.

 Mr.  Speaker:  Any  _  specific  cui
 motions  that  ।  am  required  to  put
 separately?

 Shri  Nath  Pai:  My  cut  motion  No.
 77.

 Shri  J.  छ.  Kripalani:  I  may  be
 allowed  to  give  my  personal  explana-
 tion.

 Mr.  Speaker:  If  he  gives  that  to  me,
 then  I  will  decide  it.  If  he  sends  to
 me  some  statement,  then  alone  I  can
 decide.

 Shri  J.  छ.  Kripalani:  Because  ।  did
 not  interrupt  him,  I  should  lose  the
 right  of  giving  personal  explanation?
 I  have  to  say  only  a  few  words.

 Mr.  Speaker:  All  right.
 Shri  J.  छ,  Kripalami:  I  would  only

 request  the  Prime  Minister  to  read
 my  speech  a  little  more  carefully.  I
 said,  we  have  made  non-alignment
 as  our  principle,  as  our  strategy,  as


