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India but we require it all over the
world. Without peace there can be no
development. It is a question of sur-
vival of the human race. It is most
important for us in India because
without the atmosphere of peace, we
cannot have economic development.
But, peace is in danger because of
some recent developmentg in the Im-
perialist world. The Unitegq States of
America now is openly talking of limi-
ted nuclear war and they are prepar-
ing for this war, They are trying to
hoodwink the people by saying that
limited war will remain cinfined to a
particular region. But, thig type of
modern war cannot remain so, every
nuclear war, by its very nature, can-
not remain confined to 5 particular
region. It will engulf the whole
world in offe “conflagration and ulti-
mately lead to the dedtruction of
human race. Now, the question is:
What is the reason for this war hys-
teria or for this war propaganda?
What is the reason for this whipping
up of araments race? There are
People who argue that war is in the
blood of men. It ig becausze of the
jingoistic psychology that the wars
are produced. Sir, I will like to quote
from the “Father of the American
neutron bomb”. He says:

“All people are monsters.” His
daughter, who was present then,
asked: “then are you a monster,
too?” Yes, I am,” he answered, and
added that “war is in man’s very
nature.” Here is a striking exam-
ple of human-hating psychology.”

This type of hate psychology is pro-
pagated by the people who have
developed neutron bomb which is
dangerous because it is capable of
exterminating the human-civilization.
But, is it true that war is in the
human blood? No. The reason why
is there war—we must go into the
material conditions of the people. The
root causes of war are in the econo-
mic system itself. I can quite it from
Mrs. Gandhi’s speech which she deli-
vered at Cancun. She said:

“We are told that the world eco-
nomy is in a bag shape, that even
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the most prosperous of nations have
inflation and unemployment, and
suffer from recessionary conditions
- and g slowing down of growth.”

“Half a century ago, industrialised
nations found themselves in some-
what similay predicament., Their
attempt to solve these problemg by
inward-looking policies and through
Protectionism, preferential blocks,
currency depreciation ang similar
devices plunged the worlg in the
worst-ever depression, culminating
in World War-I1."

What were the reasons for world
War II- It was due to the cut-throat
competition among these deveéloped
industrialised nations. Their policy
was: “Beggar thy neighbour Tor thy
own survival”” So, it wag the compe=-
tition of the imperialist world and
their attempts to exploit the whole
worlg and establish their own mono-
poly, which plunged the World into
the Second World War.

Similar conditions are prevailing to-
day. These imperialist countries are
facing severe economic crisis and they
are facing economic stagnation.

In order to understand the depth of
the crisis, T would like to quote cer-
tain figures. I am quoting the Growth
Rate of the Aggregate Production of
Commodities and Services: Percent-
age of the Capitalist Countries; The
Annual Average for developed capi-
talist countries for 1961—73 wag 5.0
per cent. In 1973—79 it wag 2.3 per

‘cent. In 1980 it is 1.5 per cent, Now

they are facing massive unemploy-
ment. In the United States of Ame-
rica, roughly, 8 to 9 million people are
unemployed. In Englaind, 8§ million
people are unemployed. You will find
that in all developed industrialised
capitalist countries there ig wide-
spread unemployment and stagnation.
What is the way out? According to
them the way out is more and more
dependence on Armaments, and pre-
paring for war.
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i If you lock at the American Budget,
you will find this: Their spending on
War preparations hag reached almost
astronomical figures, There is a
powerful military industrial complex
in the U.S.A. They are preparing for
war because for them war is not ter-
rible, but it is profitable, That is
why they are preparing for war. This
is the way in which they want to
steady their economy and maintain
their economic . strength. That is the
basic reason why we today fingd that
there are such War preparations. And
to bluff the people what are they say-
ing? TRey are saying that this War
will only remain confineq to a parti-
cular region. They are now {estabi-
lising the detante which was arrived
at after painstaking negotiations,

-Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, there is
some gort of rough parity between the
. NATO .powers and the Warsaw
POWers_

The USA ig trying to unilaterally
break this detente. They are openly
saying that they want to create con-
ditiong from which they can talk to
the Socialist world. They are openly
propagating that they talk from posi-

tions of strength so that they can dic- -

tate. terms. They want military supe-
riority so that they can impose their
opiniong on the other parts of the
world,

" So, 'Sir, this is the situation. It is
the internal economic crisis of capita-
lism, it is the stagnation in the Im-
perialist World,.... which is leading
them to preparations for war, which
is compelling them to break the de-
tente and which is pushing the world
to the bring of war and desperately
they are saying that they are for
brinkmanship, they are for massive
retaliation and they are for retention
of vital interests even at the cost of
war, Sir, you will be astonished to
know what Mr Haig the American
leader hag said. They say about the
war and peace. In one of the inter-
views Mr. Alexander Haig had said
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were more important than peace. Pea-
ce is not important, according to them,
but the other things are important.
Now, what are those other things? On
31st January 1981 Mr., Alexander Haig
had said in one of his interviews as—

“l will say that today the main
threat ang preoccupation in the
free world’ is the eruption of inter-
national terrorism and associated
cases of unlawful interference, the
so called national liberation wars”.

Openly the American administration
ig saying this. What is the interna-
tional terrorism? It is the national
liberation wars, When the people
are fighting for freedom in El Sal-
vador, it is international terrorism?
In Angola, when the people are
fighting for independence, it is inter-
national terrorism. When the people
of the Afro-Asian countries are
the natural resources of their own
countries, it is international terrorism.
Now, the United States want to fight
it, prepare for war and crush the
freedom fighters under the military
jackboot. That is the policy being
adopted by the United States of
America.

I would again quote what Mr. Haig
said in his interview on 11th March,
1981.

“Western industrialised societies
. are largely dependent on the oil
resources of the Middle East region
and a threat to access to that oil
would constitute a grave threat to
the vital national interest. This
must be dealt with, and that does
not exclude the use of force if that
is necessary,”

Who is speaking this? Mr. Haig, the
responsible man, a responsible man
who is charged with the policy deci-
sion apd its execution. What are the
vital inierests of the United States of
Ameri-a? The Americang are inte-
rested in the oil well of the Middle
East ang accesg to it. So the oil wells
do not belong to the Middle East coun-
tries where they are existing. But
they belong to the United States of
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America. If they are threatened be-
cause of the policy pursued by that
Government—the mineral resources
and other resources they have in their
country—the United States ig openly
brandishing sword, the sword of nu-
clear weapons and is saying we will
use forece; it is a threat to our vital
interest. And for that, they are pre-
pared to go to war and if it is nuclear
war, never mind because war is in the
blood of men and men are monsters.
So, Sir, this is almost the Hitlerite
ideology of killing people, destroying
the various peoples under the Sun.
Here they said that the vital interest
of the United States of America is
most important. On 28th April, 1981,

Mr. Casper Weinberger the leading

Northern American statesman and
the diplomat said like this:

“Many of the resources that we
need for energy and many essential
strategic minerals are found thou-
sands of miles from our shores...
If we are to safeguard our access,
and the access of the free world to
these resources, we must increase
our military and naval strength.”

This is the real nature of the free
world. The free world must have
access to the resourceg lying thousands
of mlies away from their shores. This
is the reason why there is war pre-
paration; this ig the reason why the
imperialists, the NATO powers and
the United States of America are
preparing for war and bringing differ-
ent regions of the world into its orbit.
That is the situation and that is what
the imperialists are trying to do, and
for that they are trying to destablise
the regions with the purpose of creat-
ing trouble in these areas. If this is
the international scenario, if there is
the danger of war, the whipping up
of arm race, refusal to sign SALT-II

agreement, and all initiatives taken to °

send medium-range missiles in
Europe, how does India find itself in
this situation?

We are decidedly for peace, be-
cause without peace; we cannot sur-
vive and there can be no economic

“we are
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development. But then how do we
find ourselves? Today we find that
surrounded by some
hostile States and this is pre-
cisely' the work of the United States
of America. The policy of the United
States of America is to create an
are of crisis in the sourthern region
and that.is why they are drawing
Pakistan into their strategi consensus:
they are arming Pakistan to the teeth.
And what doues Pakistan say? Pakis-
tan says that this.is for their defence.
In this connection, I would only like
to refer io onée paper and what has
been stated there. This is a study
by the Iniernational Institute for
Strategic Studies, Military Balance
Report, 1930-21, In this study, it has
been demonstrated beyond doubt
that some sort of rough parity, mili-
tary parity exists between India and
Pakistan. There is no question of
any superiority. Why is it that Pak-
istan is trying to have sophisticated
weapons, sophisticated military hard-
ware from the United States including
F-16s? Is it for its own defence? 1
do not mind; Pakistan hag a right te
its defence, but it is not doing that.
What does the Pakistan say; and what
does the United Stateg say? They
say that it is to counteract the poten-
tial attack from the Soviet Union,
which according to them, is expan-
sionist and it ic because of the situ-
ation existing in Afghanistan, Bu.
is it true? Responding to fears of a
Soviet response to the .armg ship-
ments, Mr. Agha Shahi—he was ans-
wering certain questions of politi-
ciang and journalists—said:

“This fear in your mind about
the danger of an attack by the
Soviet Union should be allayed. And
the Soviets have categorically as-
sured us, and thig hag been stated

. by Brezhnev a number of times,
that we should not take into ac-
count this possibility. Any other
attack, well this is precisely the
reason why we want to get the arms
guickly.” '

What is this ‘any other attack? Isn't

it a fact that Pakistan is a proxy, it
ig the United States, which is behind
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it and it is the policy of United
States—destabilisation—that is behind
it? Sir, actually this has brought the
cold war to our door-step. This is

. going to escalate the armsg competi-
tion, arms race and this is a positive
danger for the whole region.

Sir, what is being done in Bangla-
desh? The pro-American forces have
consolidated and the negotiations are
going. on that there should be a base
near Chittagong for the Americans.
Already Sri Lanka has offered its
Naval Base for its use to the Ameri-

© tans,

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE
(New Delhi): That is not correct.

SHR] SATYASADHAN CHAKRA-
BORTY: That is the condition. What-
ever they say. No one will say open-
ly, because all these black-deeds are
done in dark, not in open day light.

]

Now, Mr, Deputy-Speaker, Sir,
that is the condition, How is India
responding to such a situation? Yes,
on certain issues we are taking correct
stand, But we are always vacillat-
ing. Our policy is also policy of vac-
illation. Now we talk of military
danger, war preparations, but then
we talk of super-power rivalry, We

~talk of preparations and then we
clothe our whole idea in the kid
glove of super-power rivalry. Is that

a fact or not? Are we not actually’

putting the war-mongers and the de-
fenders in the game status? Why is it
that we are balancing? We should
not balance., We must be bold en-
ough from our own experience—who
is doing what, who is endangering
world peace, who is preparing for
war and we must state it boldly that
it ig the socialist world headed by
the Soviet Union which is genuinely
trying to have some sort of an under-
standing, detente, peace and lasting
peace. We should not actually try
to equate and say super-power rival-
ry and thereby deceive ourselves, de-
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ceive our people and deceive tihe
peoples of the world.

Sir, there ig a North-South dialogue.
Mrs. Gandhi goes and says we are
very poor and you are practising pro-
tectionism; let there be cooperation.
What cooperation? It is by exploit-
ing us that they prosper. I can quote
figures, how the third world count-
ries are incurring debt after debt and
how we are compelled to increase our
exports, not for our economic deve-
lopment, but to pay for the debts
and the debt servicing. And the
multi-nationals are plundering these
third-world countries. We are invit-
ing the multi-nationals, we are allow-
ing them to plunder our economy; we
are taking the IMF Loan and then we
are bending our kneeg and roaring
like a lion that we shall stand on our
own legs. Are we strengthening our
legs? 1Is our economic policy eondu-
cive to our self-reliance, because the
non-aligned policy totally depends
upon economic self-reliance, By mort-
gaging our economy to the imperia-
list countries, can we expect to have
a rea)l non-aligned policy—a policy
‘which is enemy of none, - a
policy which really emanates from
the interests of the Indian people, a
policy which is against imperialism
and colonialism? We cannot do it.
The proof of it is Delhi Non-aligned
Foreign Ministers’ Conference. 1 will
ask you to go through the Document.
What did we discuss there? We were
compelled to discuss things which
were mostly dictated by the friends
of the Americans. We could not men-
tion Diego Garcia because the Ameri-
cang would be angry. We were very
soft. What did we discuss in Melbo-
urne, in the Commonwealth Confer-
ence? Kampuchea, Afghanistan, We
cannot discuss the Indian Ocean, we
cannot discuss what the imperialists
are doing, because of our economic
weakness, because of our wvacillation.
We forget that our non-alignment is
primarily a policy of anti-colonialism
and anti-imperialism of any form or
any colour. That is the situation we
are facing to-day.
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Before I end, I would tell the
‘Government:  ‘Yes; there is a
danger. The TUnited States and
other countries of the West, imperia-
list countries, want to de-stabilize our
<country, They are helping the ceces-
sionist forces. They are helping the
"obscurantist forces in our country.
They are trying to see that we do not
stand on our own legs, economically.
But what-measures are you taking to
fight it?

In India, the ruling party ig allying
with secessionist forces. Instead of
giving a clarion call to the people say-
ing that this is the hour of crisis, and
that people should unite for the de-
fence of the country, for the indepenr
dence of the country since there jis a
grave danger of war and the imperia-
lists have a design to disintegrate and
de-siabilize—what are you doing? You
are just trying to enslave our people
by the Essential Services Maintenance
Act. You are trying to mortgage our
economy by going to the IMF. You
are trying to strengthen the forces of
de-stabilization by more and more
contracts with the multi-nationals to
plunder our country. Where is self-
reliance? If you are not economically
strong, if you are not economically
self-reliant, if you are depending on
the Western countries in your trade,
your technical know-how and in your
imported technology, you can sermo-
nize on this non-alignment and all
that; but you cannot play an effective
role in the comity of nations.

That is where the present ruling
party has landed the country. They
are blowing hot and cold. They are
talking of the North exploiting the
South; and then they are bending
their knees, going to pray: ‘Give us
help.” What is this? Does this increase
our prestige? They are talking of
Super-Power rivalry, almost shield-
ing partially the aggressor, the adven-
turer, the war-monger, the chauvinist,
the people who are trying to plunge
the world into a conflagaration by
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which there will be the extermi-
nation of the whole human race.

That is why I would urge upon the
Government to realize the situation,
to see the danger of war, to see the
danger of imperialist intervention and
to understand how, when the whole
imperialist economy is plunged into a
crisis, they are spending billions of
dollars for war preparations—because
these are the merchants of death. They
use the people as cannon fodder. In
the Vietnam war, they experimented
with biological and chemical warfare.
Now they want to experiment with
neutron bomb, either in Europe or in
the third world countries. I would
ask the Government to be bold enough
to say that we are against it. Not
only that; they should prepare the
people and give a lead to them and
say that there should be some sort of
a movement against these war prepa-
rations. The Indian Government, as
a non-aligned nation, should give a
lead to the peace-loving peoples of
the world, along with the socialist
countries, against these war prepara-
tions, and against this war hysteria,
against this whipping up of the arms
race, Also, internally, Government
should follow a policy of self-reliance;
and necessary institutional and social
changes should be brought about, so
that we can stand on our legs, we
don't go to Washington and London
with a begging bowl and say: “Give
us aid, give us dollar, give us this and
that,” and then roar in the interna-
tional arena saying: ‘“We are non-
aligned, we are free, we stand on our
own legs.” Please don't do these
things. Give up your policy of vacil-
lation. The people of India are ready
to undergo any amount of sacrifice
when it is a question of defending our
country, of fighting for our indepen-
dence and self-reliance. These are the
questions that are there, I am sure
that the people of India will be ready
to undergo any amount of sacrifice
for fighting imperialism, for fighting
the dangers of war. With these words
1 conclude.
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MR.- DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Mr.
Madhavrao Scindia,

SHRI G. M. BANATWALLA: (Pon-
nani): A good Marxist speech. (Inter-
ruptions)

'SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA-
BORTY: Not at all Islamic, For
Islamic speeches I depend on him.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He is a
Marxist. You cannot expect anything
else from him,

(Interruptions)

SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA-
BORTY: If you do not mind, for his
information I can give another quota-
tion from Aga Shahi. (Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: No, no.

SHRI SATYASADHAN CHAKRA-
BORTY: If he provokes me, I will
say, Aga Shahi says...(Interrup-
tions) He has taken the responsibi-
lity for Indian Muslims also. (Inter-
ruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: He took
another three minutes,

SHRI MADHAVRAO SCINDIA
(Guna): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, we
are living in grave times; times full
of tension and uncertainty, We have
reached a stage in human history
when the world is tormented by dis-
cord and disunity, and in spite of
this vast human family sharing a
common concern for the fate of the
world, ironically, the inventiveness
of man ig still being transformed into
a potentia} threat, rather than nurtur-
ed as a hope for the survival and
progress of humanity. -

Fierce competition amongst the
Great Powers is developing and is
intensified by the continuous additions
to their nuclear arsenals, as my col-
league, my friend, just now mention-
ed, the development of weapons like
the neutron bomb, is ominous, for ,it
means the formulation of a danger-
oug new doctrine which has the effect
of lowering the threshold of nuclear
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conflict and projecting a nuclear war
as limitable, winnable, and therefore,
acceptable, It was Albert Einstein
who said, “in the next but one, peo-
ple will be fighting with bows and
arrows” indicating the catastrophic
consequences of a nuclear ronflict.
With concepts like limited nuclear
war and terms like tactical nuclear
weapons, being freely bandied about,
Europe is haunted by the specire of
a nuclear exchange on their densely
populated territories, President Re-
agan in his customary candour, has
expressed the view that a mere nu-
clear exchange in Europe would not
necessarily unleash. the American
strategic arsenal against the Soviets.
It is widely accepted that the Krem-
lin also holds the view that a general
strategic nuclear war between Mos-
cow and Washington as the resuit ol
an escalation from a localised or
theatre nuclear conflict would only
occur if Soviet cities were involved
or destroyed. It seems that it is not
merely the nuclear armouries of the
super powers that match, but more
sinister still, their nuclear war doc-
irines seem to match too! India, as
a prominent member of the develop-
ing or the third world must continue
its efforts to activate world pressure
on the Super Powers. For this, a co-
ordination with the present disarma-
ment movement gathering momentum
in Europe could shatter the precar-
ious balance of traditional blocs and
allianceg to their very foundations.
We could then direct this potent com-
bination against super-power inter-
ference in our part of the world and
in support of the United Nations de-
claration of the Indian Ocean as @
Zone of Peace.

In addition to the horrifying nu-
clear race and simplistic limited nu-
clear war theories, the unrestricted
sale of conventional armg by great
powers to sensitive regions in Asia
and Africa are converting them into
cockpits of tension. In this context,
the US decision to supply sophistica-
ted war planes to Pakistan far be-
yond and unrelated to their genuine
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defence needs can only be rondemn-
ed. It has raised the armamentg thre-
shold qualitatively and introduced a
new element in the region. Prof.
Chakraborty has already enumerated
the justification that the United States
has put forward, namely, that it is
necessary to guarantee the security of
Pakistan against the Soviet threat
from Afghanistan, and secondly, that
Pakistan now features prominently in
their strategic Southern arc of crisis
to contain the Soviet Union and also
provides the future possibility of
bases or emergency facilities for the
Rapid Development Force. Buckley
hag also stated that “Pakistan is of
extreme importance to the security of
Persian Gulf, in which we have most
immediately direct self-interest.” But
can Pakistan ever dream of holding
the Soviets at bay if the occasion
ever arigses? There are fewer illusions
in Islamabad than there are in Wash-
ington about the military and politi-
cal efficacy of them directly taking
on the Soviets or even of deterring
them in any serious manner. Besides,
the armgs being supplied are of no
use in mountainous terrain. At the
strategic level, there is ample evi-
dence that the Islamabad military
leadership understands that the wea-
pons from the United Stateg are not
for defence against Afghanistan or
the Soviets but against India? Mr.
Agha Shahi's statement gives subs-
tantial evidence of this. The three
wars between the two countries have
amply demonstrated that on the part
of Pakistan, the dividing line between
defence preparedness and offensive
intentions is extremely thin. The re-
arming of Pakistan can only encour-
age adventurist tendencies to carry
out a first strike against India.

On innumerable occasions, succes-
sive regimes in Pakistan have resori-
ed to the traditional bogey of India’s
aggressive intentions. Knowledgeable
public opinion in both countries un-
derstands the disastrous conseguences
to their respective economies in the
aftermath of war, India, as our hon.
Foreign Minister has stated on seve-
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ral occasions, has a stake, has a vest-
ed interest, in a strong and stable
Pakistan. A weak Pakistan can cre-
ate new problems for us. Such de-
velopments could culminate in entire-
ly new friction points emerging. A
weak Pakistan would bring us, in a
de facto way, much closer to a very
real hot spot in international affairs.
Which country could remain relaxea
in a situation where in a de-facto
form we are next to an internationai
hot spot? Surely, enlightened pub-
lic opinion in Pakistan will under-
stand this.

This high. powered weaponry has
placed India under the gun, And it is
astonishing to see senior leaders like
Morarji Deszai, Mr. Jagjivan Ram and

my young ebullient friend, Dr.
‘Swamy joining in a chorus
saying  that  Pakistain is too

Smatll to pese any real
threat to our country. Maybe domes-
tic political discords are proving more
powerful than even considerations of
national security,

The Pakistan President hag cast
doubts on the acceptability of the line
of control in Kashmir and has tried
to internationalise the, issue, This i8
totally against the Simla spirit. He
has, in fact, attempted to throw the
Simla spirit to the winds. It is against
this backdrop that we must view the
so called ‘no-war pact’ offer by Gene-
ral Zia, who had only eight months
ago, declared that ‘a no war pact
would not be worth the paper it
might be written on’. It wag a states-
man-like attituge  which  brought
about the Simla agreement and in its
very spirit, it representg the formali-
sation of a ‘no-war’ wunderstanding.
I must congratulate the Minister of
External Affairs on the lucid and ex-
pansive statement he made in Parlia-
ment recently, clearly expressing
India’s positive attitude towards such
an offer, on the basis that ‘it consti-
tutes an acceptance for the first time,
of India’s offer of a ‘no war’ pact which
has stood intact since 1948 and as
further amplification of the Simla
agreement.’ So we must not only en-
sure a continuousg implementation of
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this agreement but we must keep on
irying to perpetuate its very gpirit.

As far as the American attitude is
concerned, it can only be called des-
tructive, Is the US not harming its
own interestg in the sub-continent by

-pursuing a policy which in Selig
Harrisons words is ‘a monumental,
self-defeating blunder’, and will only
succeed in ‘fanning the flames of anti-
americanism’ in both countries, We
will never forget that the Soviets
came to our aid in 1971 and that geo-
strategic considerations would neces-
.sitate that normaly we should have a
warm and cordial relationship with
them. They have helped us time and
again in so many spheres. But, Sir,
let the world know that we are no-
body’s proxy and if any imbalance is
created, the fault will Ilie fair-
ly and squarely at the White
House doorstep. India is engag-
ed in a titanic battle—a battle
which over-rides all other considera-
tions—the battle against poverty. Are
the Americans helping ug win this
battle? Can we overlook the way the
Americans have threatened our power
production entirely for peaceful use
by fouling up Tarapur? Can we over-
look the negative attitude the Ame-
Ticans have displayed on the IMF
loan, a loan which would help us tide
over difficulties created by develop-
ments outside our control like soaring
oil prices? Can we overlook the fact
that in the case of Pakistan the Sym-
ington Amendment has been waived
to enable continuity of arms supplies?
Can we overlook the manner in which
the Americans are feverishly re-arm-
ing Pakistan? If Washington, instead,
displayed a constructive attitude, and
extended to us the hand of coopera-
tion, I am sure that it would receive
in return the warm hand of friend-
ship that epitomises the traditional
Indian attitude of non-violence.

Surely, even Ch'na pre-occupied
with its economic priorities, and with
Taiwan looming large, cannot accept
with equanimity, the entry of externul
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forces and influences in the region, We
all welcome the initiatives taken by the
two countries and earnestly hope that
China will understand the importance
of peaceful relations between us, in
the Asian context gnd the resultant
benefits that will accrue to our tw

political societies. :

As far as Afghanistan is concerned.
India has consistently expressed her
disapproval of interference by all out-
side forces in any country. But realities
point to a political solution in Afgha-
nistan, which can only emerge in an
atmosphere of trust and confidence,
based on an understanding of all glo-
bal, regional and national aspects. It
is in the interests of the Great Powers
that they encourage such an atmos-
phere. Otherwise, they will only succeed
in pushing the planet grimly to the
ultimate war amongst nations, a war
in which they too will be overcome.

As far as global security is concern-
ed, it can no longer be conceived in
military terms alone, FEconomic se-
curity in terms of access to raw mate-
r.als and energy resoures, as well as
in t ermg of distribution of the
world’s wealth, have become leading
issues of international affairs.

Ten years after the launching of
the programme of the New  Inter-
national Economic Order, the growing
differences between the developeq and
developing countries, and the poverty
of the latter, have reached a stage of
extreme seriousness. Never before
in the history of mankind has the
under-developed world been subject~
ed to such a degree of exploitation,
economic stranglehold and poverty,
where for some countries even  as-
piring for a subsistence economy is
a far away dream.

Statistics revea] that 6 per cent of
the world’s population consume 40
percent of all basic commodities pro-
duceg ang that the difference in income
between countries at either end of the
development scale is 1:200. The
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devcloped countries comprise only
25 per cent of the world’s population,
but possess 83 per cent of the world’s
GNP, consume 75 per cent of all
energy produced, consume 70 per cent
of the grain produced; own 90 per
cent of the world’s industries, own 95
per cent of all technological resources,
use 89 per cent of the world’s edu-
cation expenditure and for every one
dollar increase in per :apita GNP in
the under-developed world, there is
a projected 20 dollar increase in the
developed world. According to the
FAQ estimates, in the next 20 years
one out of every four inhabitants in
the under-developed world will go
hungry. In the medical field the
ratio of doctors to inhabitants in the
developeq worl@d fg 1t500, while i

the under-developeg worlg it is 1:10,000
10,000.

The present situation in the under-
developed world, where by the year
2,000 A.D, four. out of every five of
the world’s inhabitants will live as

follows: under-nourisheg ang hungry

according to FAO 570 million, illite-
rate adutts 800 million, totally lacking
medical care 1.5 billion having an
annual income of under $9J 1.3 billion,
under 60 years of life expectancy
1.7 billion, living in unfit housing one
billion, children not attendng schools
250 million and unemployed 1.1
bijlion, ' v,

Are these not staggering figures—
are they not soul-stirring? Can this
state of affairs continue without a
horrendous explosion? Unless the twin
principles of wuniversal disarmament
angi the fact that this is an era of
economic inter-dependence, are accep-
ted by the developeq countries, world
peace, and through progress, will
remain in extreme jeopardy. There
will be no solution to the tensions,
. the contradictions, the political con-
flicts that perturb and threaten in-
ternational relations till the new eco-
nomic order is established in a spirit
of a grand partnership based on the
- acceptance of the priaciple of inter-
dependence.

India (M)

In this context the efforts made at
Cancun signal the birth of a new
awareness and indicate the acceptance
of the need for a dialouge betwen the
North and South, and acknowledge
the necessity to infuse it with a sense
of urgency. As our Prime Minister
has aptly said, “Cancun signifies, if
not a leap forward, certainly a step
forward” It broke new ground.
India must continue to work for a
meaningful implementation in matters
like transfer of resources, restructur-
ing of the world monetary and econo-
mic system, and the transfer of tech-
nology.

The Cancun attitude of a Western
Europe looking for new markets is
especially signiificant and it ig indica-
tive of a nexus that is developing bet-
ween Europe and the countries of
Asia, which is highly desirable and
which will lead to a greater under-
standing of world forces. Mrs. Gan-
dhi’s very successful Eunropean tour
has highlighted this importance and
we must continue to give this impor-
tance to the promotion of a closer
understandnig with that continent.

Very recently I had the privilege of
representing my country at an inter-
national Conference in Cuba. What I
experienced there was to me a matter
of pride, The status and prestige that
India enjoys today on the internation-
al scene is phenomenal and I can only
attribute this to the fact that like her
father. Mrs. Gandhi is a leader who
has wide acceptability and respect
not only in our country alone, but
internationally too. Her personality
coupled with the potentials India holds
in the economic field ang from the
time of Gandhi and Nehru the moral
valueg that we represent in the world
make for an exciting and exhilirating
combniation in the quest for world
peace. But, for this we must first set
our own house in order. There are
elements in this country who  are
working on a premediated plan en-
couraged by outside powers to create
fragmentation in this country, But
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today everything is at stake. We must
work in a grand exercise of construc-
tive cooperation and remove pessimsm
and negativeness and replace it with
optimism and positiveness.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER.:
conclude.

Please

SHR] MADHAVRAO SCINDIA: I
will conclude now,

For the first time in human society
man is confronted by these do-
mestic concerns. It would be no
exaggeration to say that we are living
at a time when everything we hold
dear, everything our predecessors

struggled for and dreamt of, and which *

we dream of now, is at stake, is
threatened and is in danger.

India’s diplomatic skill is on trial.
It has to protect the country’s security
interest in an extremely complex and
difficult environment and at the same
time preserve its credibility as a non-
aligned nation. Never before has its
own interest coincided so completely
with the cause of peace and non-

alignment,

We are spectators, actors and parti-.
cipants in a3 unique moment in his-
tory. It is this generation which has
been called upon to decide for itself
whether man will emerge victorious
or crumble down in one explosive
orgy of universal destruction. In
spite of the complexity of the situa-
tion, I feel sure that under the leader-
ship of Mrs. Gandhi and with our
foreign policy under the guidance of
Mr, Narasimha Rao, we will gucceed
in achieving national and interna-
tional success, and finally attain that
ultimate and glorious triumph that is
suerly our tryst with destiny.

SHRI  CHANDRAJIT YADAV
(Azamgarh): Sir, I think that today
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the world peace is in real danger.
The survival of human race is in
danger. What the human being has
been able to achieve in the field of
art, culture, science and technology
and in its own progress, seems to be
today confronted with total destruc-
tion, It is a great tragedy of his-
tory that the human knowledge in
science and technology is also being
used today for the destruction of hu-
man race. Today, the weapons, the
rockets, the bombs and the other
methods of war which we see, were
unheard of in human history. Today,
if those countries in the world which
are in the possession of all these
weapons really decide to use them,
then what we call in our country, the
real pralaya,., destyuction  of human
race will be there.’ .-.othing else will
survive,

I think that today the entire peo-
ple all over the world who love them-
selves, the achievements of humanity,
who love their children, who love their
creations and who want to build a
society, |better sodiety, la peaceful
socliety Yor themselves, are) greatly
concerned with whatever is going on
today on the world scene. Everybody
knows that there are countries which
are spending a maximum amount of
their resources, even at the cost of
their common people for the manufac-
ture of most sophisticated weapons.
Why is this situation happening
today? This question is being asked
and in my opinion, the simple answer
for this question is that there are
still forces which believe in imperia-
lism and colonialism and want to sub-
jugate the human race. Those forces
have not been eliminated through
there has been a powerful liberation
movement, a new awakening in the
common people all over the world,
Except one or two countries, the en=
tire world today is politically libe-
rated and there are free countries.
But there are many limitations,
namely, limitation of poverty, limi-
tation of resources, limitation of
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knowledge in science and technology
and the limitations which the history

has imposed on them. For centuries
" they were being exploited by these
forces. The exploiters were able to
exploit the sources of these countries
and, therefore, more than three
fourth of the world, even today, re-
mains backward and underdeveloped.
Now, they are making efforts to build
a Dbetter society for themselves but
those forces which still believe in
political and economic subjugation,
which still believe in their own do-
mination—which is in real sense, does
not alow other people in ture term
be liberated are creating this kind
of situation, :

It is a well-known fact that the
United States of America and the
Soviet Union are the two big powers
and what we all the Super Powers.
But do we blame -both the powers
equally? Are both the powers equal-
ly responsible for this situation, thre-
atening the world peace? Any person
who has a little sense of honesty and
a proper sense of judgement will
agree that the Soviet Union during
the last many years have been
maknig efforts after efforts through
the General Assembly of the United
Nations Organisation, through the
world conferences, through the Euro-
pean conferences and the present
leader of the Soviet Union, the Com-
munist Party the President of the
Soviet Union, Mr. Brezhnev, has taken
rot one, not two, but several initia-
tives even for total disarmament.
They have made it known  te
the whole world that they will be
the first, if other countries in posses-
sion of lethal weapons also agree for
total disarmament. But we have seen
that the United States of America,
though apparently talking of peace,
expressing concern for peace, has
failed in its human duty.

The United States of America still
belives in the philosophy of imperia-
lism; still believes in the philosophy
of colonialism, And that is the main
cause of danger to world peace to-

India (M)

day. I would put the blame square-
ly on the present administration of
the United States of America, Mr.
Reagan. After his coming to power,
not only the world peace ig being
threatened, but, as I said in the begin-
ing, the survival of the entire human
race is benig threatended today.

What is he doing? While talknig of
peace, he is manfacturing neutron
bombs. What kind of neutron bombs?
The American administration callg it
a neat and clean bomb, Why do they
call it a neat and clean bomb? They
call it a neat and clean bomb because,
if. the bomb is dropped- on a school,
the school building remain in fact; it
will not be destroyed. But the beauti-
ful innocent children will die. There-
fore, it is a neat and clean bomb be-
cause it will not create garbage. If
it is dropped on a factory, the toiling
workers, the honest workers, will die.
But the factory, the bricks the stones
and the cement will remain in fact.
What an inhuman approach!

I had once the occasion to speak
in Boston, on the land of the great
American people, I said there, what
a fall, that the country which has
produced Abrahm Lincoln, the coun-
try which hag produced Roosavelt-
the country which has produced great
musicians, scientists and artists, now
the leaders of that country, the lea-
ders of that administration, have
manufactured the neutron bomb anc
call it a neat and clean bomb.

I know that the Soviet Union and
many other countries, even India for
that reason, are strengthening their
defence in a situation where we are
really faced against the wall. The
situation is being created like that
in which one power goes on manu-
facturnig most darigerous weapons
with a wrong philosophy, a philoso-
phy of imperialism, a philopsophy
of slavery, a” philosophy of colonia-
lism. We are seeing how the Ameri-
can weapons have been used how
American administration has been
uséd and how Amrecian resources
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have been used. .If there is no other
power which can counter balance the
American preparation for the war,
then there would have been again a
set-back in the whole process of libe-
ration of the world, Perhaps, most
of the countries would have been
practically again enslaved, if not poli-
tically, economically and, ultimately,
politically also.

Therefore, I would say that it is
high time that we must educate our
people. We need mass education; we
need to create a world public opin-
ion. We know that besides Govern-
ment, ultimately, it is the world pub-
lic opinion which matters. Therefore,
we will not be performing our duty
even national or international, if we
go on creating a confusion that this
is all between the Super Powerg and
we are going like an arbitrator. It
is a totally wrong approach it is a
totally wrong®atiitude, It is high
time, when the world is facing this
kind of a war, when the situation is
getting serioug everybody, that we
must tell the truth to our people and
to the whole world.

I hope that our Government will
keep this in mind, I would now
clarify whether Government of India
hag played its ro@eﬂy or it has
failed. '

1 have beep he€aring criticiem in
this country during the lagt two or
three months that the Indian Prime
Minister ang the Indian Fareign
Ministey have been going round the
world, and attending Conferences
when here the country ig euffering
from abject, poverty, unemployment
and from so many crises af home
Then, what was the use of Prime
Minister of Foreign Minister going
all over the world and preaching les-
sons? I think that those who are
criticising from this“point of view do
not understand the world situation, ~

India is not 5 smal] country. India
is8 a big country with great people,
India and Indian people know how
to play their role, whatever is hap-
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pening today. We are one of the
most oldest civilisations on the earth.
The people of the world look towards

India for guidance. People of the -
world jookeg towards India when
Vietnam was being attacked and
Indian people gave their support and
India stood by the people of Vietnam.
Whep, the Arab countries are being
attacked by Israelis, the Arab world
looked to Indig for help and support,

(Interruptions)

Therefore, I am saying that people
of the world look towards Indig for
help and guidance. "whe people of
Africa will never forget that it was
from Indian soil that'a man born
here by name Mahatmya Gandhi was
the first who went and raiséd his
voice in the darkness of Africa when
they were fighting for a new life.
That was the contribution 6¢ India.
Therefore, to attack this, to criticise
thg policy, I think, ig not only to
undermine the role of India but also
not to understand the whole compli-
cated world situation. ’

1 would like to say that India should
play its role more and more effec-
tively. India is the main author of
Panch Sheel which we gave to the
world immediately after “becoming
independent. India is g couniry which
has made a valuable contribution to
the movement of non-aligment and
India’s voice, in spite ot pur poverty,
is being heard We know that we are
still a poor country. We have so
many problems at home:” But Indian
voice ig being listened to all over the
world because India has 68 crores of
people whé also play their role in
internationa] affairs,

I shou]g“s_gy that I wag one of those
who was disappointed during the
last 4 or 5 yearS. India’s role wag not
as effective ag it should have beem. It
was very unfortunate that during the
Janata party rule, India’s role in in-
ternational affairg was totally dimi-
nished and India was riot playing its

role at all. But Indian has again
revived with a greater vigour, with a
greater understanding, with a
greater sense of urgency and
I must say the Prime Minister’s
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visit to Cuncup or Melbourne and
European visit hag again brought

India very much on the scene
and India’s contribution has been
appreciated alll the world over.

[ would like that the Prime Minister
and the Foreign Minister must play
this role. I would like to congratu-
late them. Today when the world is
in real danger, when the world peace
is being threatened, though India
may be sometimes isolated, the voice
of reason, the voice of truth, prevails
in the world. May be a time comes
when ours will be an isolated voice,
a single voice and people may not
listen. But what we are seaying, I
think is in the intertst of world peace
and in the interest of the human race.

I would very much like that the
House should have passed a unani-
mous resolution to oppose the deci-
sion taken to manufacture neutron
bomb; this needs to be condemned,
especially at a time when the world
public opinion is anxious for peace,
at a time when millions and millions
of people in all European countries—
after the Second World War, it is
for the first time this is happening—
are coming in the gtreets and are rais-
ing their voices, Who are they? They
are women, they are young people,
they are children, they are workers,
they are peasants, they are iniellec-
tuals; all sectiong of the society are
voicing their concern about the wrong
and totally destructive policy of the
present U.S. Administration where
they say that they can perhaps fight
a limited nuclear war in Eurpoe. Per-
haps the Soviet Union and America
think that they can save themselves,
But it cannot be a limited war. The
Soviet leadership has rightly said that
there cannot be a limited war; once
a nuclear war is unleashed, it cannot
be a limited war; it will destroy not
only Europe but the total human
race. Therefore, I think that it is
time that we did not equate these
Super Powers in the name of Super
Powers, We must say who is right
and and who is wrong.
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Many things have been said about
the Soviet army on the land of Af-
ghanistan, We know that ¥ is an
unfortunate, thing, It would have
been better if the Soviet Army had
withdrawn, But what was the situ-
ation? The Americans were coming
all the way and were trying to inter-
vene and interfere on the border of
the Soviet Tnion; the Americans were:
coming all the way and were estab-
lishing their nuclear base in the
Indian Ocean. Ig the Soviet Union -
not justified in taking all precaution-
ary measures to defend its own bor-
der? Today why are we concerned.
about our border if Pakistan is being.
armed by the U.S.A., if the U.S.A.
is arming Pakistan to the teeth, if’
they are giving them the most sophis-
ticated things, the latest fighters and’
other weapons; I do not know what
they are going to give from their
armoury, but they have decided to
give everything relaxing all rules
and regulations, giving all rconces-
sions. Is Pakistan going to face the
Soviet Union? What has Mr. Zia-ul-
Haq said: “There is no danger for the
Soviet Union; we cannot fight the
Soviet Union; we cannot imagine 2a
war against the Soviet Union”, Then:
against whom? It is all against India.
It is a part of the global strategy of’
America, and I am sorry to say that”
the present rulers of Pakistan have:
fallen into the trap of the American
global strategy to create this kind of
a situation., Therefore, it is the pat-
riotic duty of this Government to take:
every measure and every step to
safeguard our sovereignty, to safe-
guard our border, I am sorry to say
that, in this country, we listen to
certain voices blaming the Govern-
ment of India, the Prime Minister of
India, for creating a situation against
Pakistan. Has India, at any time
after Independence, attacked any
country? Hag India, in the whole
history, attacked any countiry? There-
fore, to put the whole thing in &
wrong perspective for certain politi-
cal gaing would be undermining our
patriotic duty; I think, it is a thing
which the people of this country will
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riot excuse, The people of this coun-
try understand the seriousness of the
situation. I will say that one import-
ant factor today is that the common
people are getting more conscious,
awakened, and therefore, people are
raising their voices against these
dangers. The world public opinion is
an important factor. Therefore, 1
would request the Foreign Minister
to see that all those organisations,
meetings and conferences which are
taking initiative against armaments,
Wwhich are taking initiative for peace,
‘which are taking initiative to stren-
gthen the forces of non-alignment are
encouraged, Conditions should be
created where they could play their
important role.

. In this context I would say that an
-effort hag been made to normalise our
relations with China, Everybody in
this country would like that India and
China, the two biggest countries of
the world and neighbours, live in an
atmosphere of cordiality, brotherhood
and friendship, Unfortunately, the
leadership of China was responsible
for thig kind of situation, this situation
which was created between India and
‘China. It was they who attacked us.
It wag they who went on calling us
the running dogs of imperialism., It
is they who went on blaming our
leadership in not understanding them
properly. But now some -initiatives
have been taken and I think we wel-
come those initiatives and we would
like that our relationship should be
improved. But the only thing I
would say is that unfortunately even
the present leadership of China, the
way they are reacting on the world
situation and trying to support im-
" perialist powers as against those
rountries whose independence is be-
ing threatened, trying to support the
Americans when they try to establish
military bases in different parts of
the globe, I think, this is against the
opinion of all peace-loving peoples of
the world. Even the Chinese people,
T am sure, would in the heart of
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their hearts not like this—the Chinese
Government's attitude towards the
imperialist powers against whom they
have fought—they have a great his-
tory and they were also victims of the
imperialist powers. I am sure the Chi-
nese people also will raise their voice
and the present leadership of China
wilt see that the entire community all
over the world, the newly developing
countries, the newly liberated count-
ries they all feel concerned when
China extends its hand to the U.S.
administration when they are creating
a world war situation, I hope they
will also learn lessiong from the his-
tory and they will improve the situ-
rtion,

-

Another thing I will say and I will
conclude my speech, India should
make special .efforts, in my opinion.
Efforts are being made but I say it
needs special effort to improve our
relations with all the neighbouring
covntries, There are powers who are
trying to create bad blood between
India and its neighbours. We know
if Pakistan to-day have a popular
government—the people of Pakistan
are not to be blamed—those who
come in contact with the people of
Pakistan know that they have a great
urge that the people of Pakistan and
the people of India should live like
brothers and sisters because still mil-
lioas of pcople who are in India have
their kith and kin in Pakistan and
milliong of people who are in Pakis-
tan ‘have their kith and kin in India.
Therefore, these efforts from our side
with understanding and I would say,
even with toleration should continue.
But, at the same time, we should not
show any kind of complacency. Buf
I will request the Foreign Minister
that in the matter of the no-war pact
initiative from Pakistan—they call
initiative, but you rightly said that
it is India’s initiative agnd not Pakis-
tan’s initiative—they have somehow
created some kind of confusion and
thers is a confusion in the whole
world and it needs effective campaign-
ing.  Our point of view ghould be
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properly conveyed to other countries
and peoples of the world how Pakis-
tan is really playing an international
gimmick, that it is not a serious pro-
position and that it is only to put
India on the wrong side. All that
needs a special cffort,

The last point I would say is that
to-day the international relationship
to a great extent ig based on our eco-
nomic strength. Trade and commerce,
the economic strength of the country
and the science and technological
strength of a country is playing a
very important role in today’s world.
Many of the countries who have full
faith in non-alignment, who have full
faith in peaceful co-existence and
who want to help the forces of peace,
to-day, because of their poverty and
backwardness in science and techno-
logy and in many other areas, are
tempted to play a role which is not
in keeping with their own aspirations.
1 request our government also take
a note of this factor. Sir, more than
50 per cent of our people remain poor.
We read in papers of to-day that in
the Human Rights Conference, one
gentleman from another country made
a pertinent observation I should say.
He said that we are talking of human
rights. What is the human right so
long as 55 per cent of the people in
India remain poor? He said that he
had not seen this kind of poverty
either in China or in any Latin Ame-
rican country, We must create this
condition here, So long as social
disability continues, we will go on
aggravating this gituation. So long as
we are going to the other countries
for aid, there will always be a danger.
Perhaps, I will not say that we will
compromise our policies and our
national dignity. Maybe we may like
1o keep quiet for certain reasons; we
may not be assertive or we may not
put forward our point of view very
strongly. That will be a dangerous
thing and it will not be in keeping
with our national dignity and our
national aspirations.

Therefore, I would say that in spite
©of our differences on many socio-eco-
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nomic policies at home I will gsay that
the role the Government of India is
playing to-day in the international
scene, the role which the Government
of India ig playing to-day for stren-
gthening of the world peace and also
the role which the Government of
India is playing to find solutions for
the most complicated problems bet-
ween countries and between regions
deserveg complements, It deserves the
congratulations, Not only that. It also
deserves the national gupport to-day.

With these words, I say that the
Government of India will be able to
play a greater role and more admira-
ble role so that the people of India,
like the people all over the world,
can live in peace,

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri
Eduardo Faleiro,

SHRI EDUARDO FALEIRO (Mar-
mugao): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir,
all the previous speakers have point-
ed out one thing which Mr. Chandrajit
Yadav referred to as the deterioration
of peace and deterioration of global
environment all over ag a result of
super-power confrontation. Of course,
there will be difference of opinion
between me or between the people
of this side and the other sections of
the House and among themselves as
to who is to blame for what. There
should be peace. I emphasise on this.
I do not think that debating on who
is to be blamed for the present situ-
ation is an important thing really.
Another most important thing which
I would like to point out here to-day
is the question of deteriorating secu-
Tity environment around this coun-
try. It has come so close to us and it
hag become so intense that it iz not
merely a question for the politicians
or for academiciang to debate, but
this concerns every single man or
woman, every single citizen of this
eountry. It has come so close to us
it has become so gerious and so im-
portant to us in India, particularly,
from the security point of view. The



611 International situation DECEMBER 10, 1981

and Policy
[Shri Eduardo Faleiro]

economy of the country is also affec-
ted. It is most important for the people
of this country and for every single
citizen of this country to understand
the implications of what is going on.
We may well begin by saying that
what ig happening in our neighbour-
hood and the very serious situation
in which we find to-day is as a result
of what has been mentioned here,
namely, arms-buildup in Pakistan by
the supply of arms, particularly, by
the American Administration, to
Pakistan, The most sophisticated types
of weapons are being bought by Pak-
istan, F-16 aircraft have been intro-
duced in Pakistan. F-16 aircraft had
been given to Israel and South Korea
and Pakistan js the third non-NATO
country to get this aircraft. With
F-16 Israel bombed the Iraqi installa-
tions, That is a fact. Now, Sir, these
arms which are being given to the
neighbouring country have effected
seriously our safety and security.
Our Foreign Minister has made it
very clear that Pakistan as any other
Government js entitled to have suffi-
cient arms for its defence. That is
also what actually every right think-
ing people of the country will feel
But the question is: Are these arms
meant for the defence of Pakistan?
Defence against whom? Against threat
from  Afghanistan? Against the
Soviet threat? Or against India? Sir,
there have recenily been hearings in
American Senate Sub-Committeeg re-
- garding the supply of Arms to Pakis-
tan, What has transpired at these
hearings is interesting. According to
the American sources, which were
quoted there, the present level of
Soviet Forces in Afghanistan is about
85,000 people. It has remained at

thig level for quite some time in spite -

of the fact that neither the Barbak
Karmal’s regime nor the Soviets have
been able to contain the guerilla
activity, The gureilla activity is
actually stepping up. But the level
of Soviet Forces in Afghanistan has
temained gtable, has remained sta-
tionary, .These people have not been
éven pul down the guerillas. As has
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been quoted before the Defenc Sub-
Committee of the American Senate
there ig not at all any possibility, any
strategic viability, that these forces
may be used to attack Pakistan. And,
Sir, it has been mentioned again and
again how these types of armaments
are not armaments suited against the
Afghan terrain and therefore it rer
mains very clear to everybody and
everybody must understand it very
clearly that these armaments, if they
are to be used, and they are meant
to be used,—can be used only in the
way and in the manner and against
the country against which all the
previous arms supply to Pakistan has
been used—and that is, India,

14 hrs.

It has been mentioned before the
Senate Sub committees that of all the
deployment of Pakistani forces at
present there are estimated to be only
two divisions on the Afghan Border
while 14 Divisions of the Pakistani
army are there, and continue to be
there, on the Indian border.

So, this is the qualitative difference
in the level of armaments that has
been introduced in  Pakistan. We
should consider whether they may or
may not be used against India; but
we know the type of polity that pre-
vails” in Pakistan, Pakistan Govern-
ment is a Government of Military dic-
tatorship which lacks - political legi-
timacy altogether. And we know that
military dictatorships are prone to
such iendencies whether it is in Pak-
istan or anywhere else, In Pakistan,
history has shown this very clearly
whether it is Pakistan or any-one
else, they are prone to indulge in
such adventurist military operations
and then they are not going to bother
about the results, And they will just
take the chance. And therefore, Sir,
the fear in this country is this: The
fear in all the sections of the House
is this which Government must take
note of,—and take strong note of.

We have always talked of Peace.
It is rational. Any other thing would
be lunacy, that a developing country
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should talk of war or talk of waging
war, But, whilst talking of peace,
we must also understand our duty.
The rulers and the people who gov-
ern must understand their duty to-
wards the people they govern, to
safeguard their integrity, to safe-
guard the integrity of this country.

Sir, we have never in the past star-
ted a war., But we have been found
wanting in at leagt one occasion, wan-
ting in alertness; and we have even
been accused of complacency, of be-
ing caught napping, whilst the enemy
attacked us and attacked us with dis-
astrous results,

Therefore, Sir, thig military build-
up in Pakistan must be taken very
serious note of by the Government.

Well, it is not only Pakistan, though
Pakistan concerng us very much, but
it is the whole of the Indian Ocean
which ‘concern us. The UNO has
passed a Resolution for keeping the
Indian Ocean a zone of peace, But
then there ig this military build-up
of the super powers and other powers:
the British are there; the French navy
is there; Germang are there; even
the Australians have joined it now.
All of these make the Indian Ocean
a zone of war, Actually it is a zone
of war, And we gee, Sir, that even
small tiny republics are not immune
from these deadly attacks of super-
powers confrontation. We came to
know some days back of the hijack-
ing of an Air India plane in tiny Sey-
chelles. What was actually the situa-
tion? The situation wag that there
was an attempted coup to overthrow
President Renee, who, it wag felt, was
not inclined towards certain interests
in the West,

Now, President Renee had over-
thought to be inclined otherwise and
we saw the white mercenaries
coming in ahq trying to keep the
tiny Republic under control. What ig
more serioug ig this: when the mer-
cenaries went back to the South
Africy  what did the South African
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Government do? M this regard all
conventions against  high jacking
which are required to be taken with
utmost seriousness were not followed
and instead of giving a stiff punsh-
ment to the hijackers, iy just releas-
ed most of the hijackers and even
the names of the hijackers were not
announced. South Africa is the last
bastion of the crude, gross, inhuman,
uncivilised manner of colonialism. It
ig g colonial government ag far as the
majority of its population is concerh-
ed and colonialism of the most cruel
type.  Apartheig is gomething by
which the human mind took a turn to
a monstrous device. Several Resolu-
tions on Namibia are gtill not imple-
mented. Namibia is still not free.
More than that South Africa hag peen
continuously attacking the neighbour-
ing country of Angola which hag re-
cently go¢ independehce.

Now, India has played a prominent
role not only in the Counci] of
Namibia, but everywhere on this issue,
It has be¢h in the forefront of libera-
tion movements, particularly in
Africa. So, I woulq request the Gov-
ernment to continue assisting the
SWAMPO, to continue assisting the
people 1 Angola not only with moral
support but with financial support,
as is being done at present, stepping
up financial support to the extent
possible. I would also like to draw
the attention of the House to the
tragic cohditions, to the very unfor-
tunate situation that prevails in one
of the non-aligned countries, that is
Cyprus. Cyprug has all along been
with India «tid as Indonesia, and Egypt
and it is one of the faunder membhrs of
the non-aligned movement. President
Makarios along with Pandiy Nehru,
Preshidetyy  Nasser and Presideng
Sukarno was one of the founding
fatherg of .the movement. But what
be fell Cyprugs in 1974? Turkey
invaded Cyprus with massive mili-
tary forces and took over about
40 per cent of its territory. It caused
tremendouc humsah sufferings. About
two hundred thousand Greek Cyp-
-riots had to evacuate the land and
go to the Southern part of the
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country. The economy wag disrup-
ed ang in spite of the United Nations
Resolutions which required that the
Turkish forces should wvacate from
Cyprus, the Turkish forces are still
there. India is one of the 5 countries
which constituteg the Contact Group
and has always beel1 in the forefront
of the movement. It hag always sup-
ported the United Nations Resolu-
tions on this issue. I ywould call upon
the Government and also call upon
this House to be aler{ abou; what is
happening to Cyprug so that nor-
malcy comes back to that country
and a strong government ig establish-
ed that can maintain the integrity of
that country aud a proportional
representation for both the communi-
ties—Great Cypriots and Turkish
Cypriots—ig given, The United
Nations Resolutions have got to be
implemented and this House must be
aware of the UN resolutions atad in
this regard the necessary will should
be generated at the international
level so that the Turkish aggression is
vacated and the people of Cyprus are
allowed once agaip to live in peace.

Colonialism i its form of political
domination is practically over. But
colonialism substantially wil] not be
over unlegg the economic relationship
which was created during the colonial
days awd which are really the reason
why colonialism came about, is also
uprooted and removed. The colonies
were there mainly and mostly for the
purpose of providing cheap raw raa-
terials to them and were marketg for
their finished goods, What change has
taken place in the last 30 or 40 years
since the colonisation began? There is
hardly any. The same interna-
tional order which was created during
the colonia] days, which createq gross
inequalities and favoured a few privi-
leged coutatries, detrimental to the
international world, continues.

I must say that the first speaker
who spoke today is not correct
when he said that our Prime Min-
ister went to Cancun and said that
we were poor and the South and the
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North should al} cooperate. That is
not in the Prime Minister’'s speech? 1
do not know from where he got that.
What the Prime Minister actually
saild wag that we had made tremen-
doug strides, wg had achieved what
we called in our part of the world
‘green revolution’ that we might not
need much help, but there were many
other countries, which need interna-
tional help., What the Prime Minister
projected is the image of this country
as the upholder of not merely its na-
tional and economic interests, but
that of all the weak and less privileg-
ed, of all those who cannot defend
themselves, who are not given a place
under the Swa  which they deserve.
Angd that is the great achievement of
the visits of the Prime Minister to
Nairobj  Melbourne, Cancun and
elsewhere.

In spite of our differences in this
House op many issues, we are all
unanimous on one thing, and that is
the magnificient role that this Govern-
ment jg playing in Mternational
affairs, I do not think that this
House at all doubts the towering per-
sonality that the Prime Minister
projects in the comity of nations.

The Cancun summit provided, as has
been quoted here, merely a step; but
a step ig better than not moving at
all. One cannot hope much on the
North-South dialogue from all indi-
cations, but taking an attitude of con-
frontation, as the first speaker wanted
us to have, is not going to help any-
body. Of course, everybody agrees
that the North and South must compe-
rate; if any good is to come it will
come by cooperation and will not come
by confrontation, but the cooperation
hag to be from a position of strength.
It is, therefore important that all the
developing countries should come
together.

People now speak of Third World
Trade Unionism. It ig in fact neces-
sary that the Govvernmeuts of the
developing countries, in spite of thelr
having political and economic
hurdles in their way-—of course the
problemns are different, because they
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are having different systemg and
different regimes—should all come
together and put up a united front
against the developed countries. They
would thus increase their bargain.
ing position and increase their ability
to get justice and bring about a just
and equitable international order.

1 would like to make a strong plea
for pursuing the path which the Gov-
ernment hag been pursuing, namely
collective gelf-reliance. It ig im-
portant that the developing countries
exchange among themselveg their
capital resources, their technology,
their raw materials and help each
other and at the same time
build up a common front, a common
ground, and try to overcome their
differences so that they are in a
better and stronger position to achieve
what they deserve and what is due to
them.

Now, a word about the tremendous
impact that the recdnt foreign visits
of the Prime Minister and the Foreign
Minister had.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: I
am sorry to say that there is no
quorum in the House when such an
important isswe is being discussed.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER. Wg have
been sittig during the lunch hour also.
ngerally, the quorum issue ig Tot
raised during lunch hour,

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI; It is

the hang-over of lunch; it is 2.15
p.m.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR:
When such an important debate 19

taking place, there should be
quorum.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: There is
ne quorum ih the House. Let the bell
be rung......Now there is quorum,
Shri Eduardo Faleiro may continue,

.SHRI EDUARDO FALEIRO: Weel,
Sir, I was speaking on the importance
of the visitg of the Prime Minister. I
had been some time back in Manila
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for instance. And the visit of our
Prime Minister wag the first visit that
any Prime Minister or V.V.ILP. from
India ever made to the Philippines. The
impact of it, I wag told, within a
month after the visit, has been tre-
mendous. I; was not the Media only,
TV and the Radio which were full in
the morning and in the evening of the
coverage on her visit. The President
and Mrs. Marcos went out of the
way to receive her. The common
citizen there wag for the first time
aware of Indla and the important
role it hag and the friendship and
affection that India has got for all
the countries in that area. They are
our neighbourg and we share a com-
mon culture to g very large extent,

Sir., we have all painted a Zrim
outlook of the prescat gituation, but
then one alwayg likeg to see and one
always believes that all cloudg have
a silver lining and we see the silver
lining today all over the world.
Even in militarist couhtries we find
people talking of peace, working for
peace, moving for peace. In Bonn, re«
cently there was in unprecedented
demonstration for peace, for disarma-
ment and it was led by no less @
person than Mr. Willy Brandt, Chair-
mapn of the Ruling Party. It is @
fortunate coincidence that the same
person actually chaired the Report of
the Committee on the development of
North-South dialogue.  This ghows
how inextricable both the issues are.
Ang in a small out of the way city
like Amsterdam a rather hawkish and
conservative—there was a big de-
monstration of thousands and thou-
sands,and, ten thousands of people
talking about peace, shouting for
peace, moving for peace, protesting
against the build up of nuclear
weapons and increased confrontation
between the two powers. SO this
is the silver lining and one hopes
that with  people of goodwill,
of this calibre, the people of
goodwill that we have in or OWR
government, in several other govern-=
m te both in the East and the West,
ultimately the clouds will dissolve,
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E'iisappear and the rainbow of peace
and prosperity for all will rise.

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI (Bom-
bay, North West): Sir, I wish I could,
in all conscience, share the shower
of praise which has been let loose
by somge of the distinguished
speakers from the Treasury benches,
so far ag India’s foreign policy is
conrerned.

- It is a matter of yome regret—and
thig is a failtag not only of this Gov-
ernment, but  perhape of all
Governments—that  critics of the
foreign policy of a Government are
victimg and objects of grosg calumny
and misrepresenitation. Even taking
the full risk of that tendency, I must
seriously protest that there is another
side of the ¢0in which is being totally
lost sight of. Whereas most of the
distinguished speakerg from the
Treasury bencheg think that our con-
duct of foreigh policy is impeccable,
that the image of the country is te-
day brighter than it ever was, and
that the persona] image of the Prime
Misister abroad leaveg nothing to be
desired. I want to tell them that
their self-assessmeny will approxi.
mate to reality if they listen in a
spirit of humility to criticism of some
aspects of their goversmet’s foreign
policy.

1 have just been handed over an

article publisheq on the 10th Nov-
ember 1981 by a journalist who is
known to be very favourably inclin-
ed to the ruling party and the
Government, g person who is
s0 favourably inclined that I often
have serious differences with him,
and yet he had to write an article
under the heading “India’s lousy
image abroad”’; and what he has said
1 wish to adopt ag my own gubmis-
sion on this House; and I hope the
Minister-in-charge of our ‘foreign
affairs and ultimately the Prime Min-
istey will] pay some heed. He says ¥
the article:
. “Ironically, India’s owns image is
lousy in sharp contrast, Respect
and admiration of yesteryearg for
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India as the lang of Gandhi and
Nehru ahd its great non-violeat
revolution hag worn thin. India is
© no longer viewed as a great cham-
pion. of liberty and freedom. It is
* to-day seen ag a country which has
" compromiseq its basic valueg ahd,
* to quote some Commonwealty com-
mentators, come heavily under
“Soviet  influence.” Wors2, in
ASEAN countries, Indig is now
* viewed not only as a Soviet ally,
" but even as “a Soviet stoogel”

-~ In line with this, I have three
chargeg to make—I call them charges
becauge I think it is a very apt word.
(Interuptions). 1 hope my friends
wil) appreciate the gilence and the
respect with which we have heard
their speeches. I hope there shall
be . . .

SHRI EDURADO TFALEIRO: Mr.
Inder Jit hag complimented the
Prime Minister.

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI: Mh.
Faleiro, I will deal with evervthiig in
my owns way—Ileave aside Mr, Inder
Jit.

SHRI EDUARDO FOLEIRO: You
are quoting some portions, You
should quote in full,

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI I don't
want to quote everything, I wah; to
quote about India’s lousy image.

My first charge against the Gov-
ernment is that its conduct of foreign
policy hag denuded our foreign policy
of itg entire moral content—that old
Gandhian aad that early Nehru flavour
is gone; ang to-day, our foreign policy
hag come to be one of sordid oppor-
tunism in internatiohal affairs,

My second charge ig that we have
gravely compromised ouy national
self-respect. My third charge is that
We have gravely impaired our na-
tional security. We have jeopardized
ft. We proceed upon a1 assumption
which has no foundation in internatio-
nal law, international history and even
in current affairs, namely that there
are permanent friends or permanent
enemies, The friends of %oday
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might, accordiig to their changeq na-
"tional interests, become the enemieg of
tomorrow and I regret to say that we
have put al] our defence eggg in the
Soviet basket and we have thereby
made ourselves complete, permanent
dependents of the Soviet Union.

1 shall illustrate these three charges
by reference to some of the important
topics of forign police. I shall first deal
with our relations with Pakistan, a
neighbour of tremendoug importance.
-Qur Foreign Minister, when he went
to Pakistan, in a rare flash of percep-
tion of Pakistan’s unfortunat predi-
cament and the dawnitig of a sense of
fairness, made a Statement on the soil
of Pakistan that Pakistan has a right
to arm itself. Sir, even we may
agree that a sovereign coutatry hag the
right to arm itself. We may agree that
the Foreign Minister was saying some-
thing which was only international
law, when he talked of the right of a
sovereign Pakistap to arm itself. But
we believe that the right of Pakistan
is W10t relevant; what is relevant is the
wisdom of the Pakistani action. While,
we are strong critics of the wisdom of
Pakistanj action in arming itself and
while we are equally strong critics of
the wisdom of the Uhited States in
arming Pakistan, we must not shut
our eyes to the fact that we have crea.
ted this situation, this situation has
been directly created by our unwill-
ingness to face the truth, by our
unwillingness to speak the truth in
accordance with international law and
morality and it is our unwillingness to
.speak inconvenient things to our so-
called friends.

The defence of Pakistan by the
United Stateg against Soviet expan-
sion, and possible Soviet Materference
and agression ig ligitimate, We must
recognise that fact and then couple it
with a word of advice to Pakistan,
and to the Uited Stateg ig particular,
that the United Stateg must take the
lesgsong of previoug history. The les-
sosns of previoug history are that
armg supplied to Pakistan have on the
contrary strengthened the undemocrate
regimes of that country against their
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own people and they have undoubted-
ly created a provocatios to stir up
controversies, conficts, cohfrontation
and even war with itg neighbours: and

yet, thig objection ill comeg from us

today- because we have displayed a
conspicuoug degree of moral cowar-

dice when it was our duty to speak
the truth.

War is a serioug thiag, the ends of
the war depending on the outcome or
the result, which might bring benefit®
to one country oy another. But war
is not just the outcome of it. War
meatis thousands of—millions of—
soldiers destroyed, war meang thou-
sands of widows, war means thousand
of orphans, war meang millions of
people and more than aaything else
it means still greater number of—
millions of—people maimed and dis-
abled for life.© War is a criminal
sport, and I say that those who lose the
opportunity, whehever an apportunily
presents itself of creating peaca or
consolidating it and avoiding war are
equally indulging in a criminal inter.
national gport,

And it ig ipn this view that our at-
titude to the No-Way Pacy offer which
hag been made by Pakistan must be
viewed. I am not c¢e of those people
who think that a Pact is an ultimate
guarantee of peace. Hitler hag a
large number of Pacts, he threw all
of them to the winds and went to war.
But, Sir, 3 Part, and a No-War Pact,
ig bouad to have one result thai is
that no longer can Pakistan in any
international forum, justify its acy of
war by reference to the existetice of
any disputes, past, pending, impend-
ing or future. At least hereafter
Pakistan will not be able to go to
any iternational forum and say, that
“We have now gone to war, our
soldierg have marched into Kashmir
our soldiers have marcheq into Kutch,
or our soldierg are now attacking India
because the fate of millions of our
countrymen in Kashmir ig today in
dispute and at least that argument
will'go. If this Government had any
wisdom, if this Government knew
how to put Pakisan on the mat, the
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only thing we ought to have sa¥l to
Pakistan is, “Please make it clear that
hereafter on no account you will pro-
ceed to war on the Kishmir issue, We
might talk over the Kashmir issue in
our drawing rooms, over dinner or
even in our conferences whenever our
Ministers meet, but never, never again
shall this be a pretext for any armed
conflict petween the two countries.”
What applies to the Kashmir problerh
should have applied to all problems,
past, present and future. This might
have perhaps put the President gnd
the Government of Pdkistan in some
kind of embarrassing situation and
they might have haq second thoughts
about their no war pact. ButT think
this offer ought to be examined with
great care and attention. To throw
it away out of hand, as hag been done,
to throw it away by quibbling over
words, is something we must stop. We
must use the opportunity to sterflise
that old festering sore of Kashmir,
Political wisdom and wise conduct of
foreign policy requires that we must
tell Pakistan, “We will accept it; no
problem any longer be talked about ag
a justification for any armed conftict.”

In tris reszpect, all our criticism is
levelled against the United States.
Why is it that when we come face to
face with our Arab friends, our usual-
ly resonant voice dwindlegg into a low
whisper and in fact, ceases to be a
voice? Why have we not condemned
Saudi Arabia, which hag pledged it®
materia] recourceg to the building up
of Pakstan’s nuclear might? Why
thege doublg standards, which make
good the charge that our foreign
policy is denuded of moral content We
have one law for the friend, another
law for the neutra] and a third law
for our enemies. Thic is exactly what
is m:ant by eaving that the Gandhian
flaiur ig g~ ang some kind of
gross, sordid oppotunism has taken its
placre,

Afghanistan is another issue. In a
sense, it ic not a recent icsue. Tt is
an issue which is atleast two yearg old
how, There are my learned friends
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who justify our policy on Afghanistan,
But let me remind this august House
that ay the Regiona] Commonweaith
Meet in Delhi in September, the voice
of the Commonwealth, the voice of
the conscience of the Commonwalth,
the voice of the enlightened conscience
of the world, wag not uttered by our
Prime Misister. But it was uttered
by the Prime Minister of a small tiny
little kingdom, the population of which
is perhaps lesg thanh thai of the =zity
of Delhi—the honourable, distinguish-
ed Prime Minister of Singapur, Mr.
Lee Kuan Yew, In hig speech, he
mouted g Very serioug attack upon the
two countries—Soviet Union and
Vietham—both of whom are guilty of
having over-rup their neighbouring
countries and having occupied them.
More then anything else, be denounc-
ed—he dd not say it by words; poli-
tical diplomacy requireg that when
you want to say the most unpleasant
things, you still utter words of
praise—he uttered words of praise for
our Prime Minister, but in the next
breath, he proceeded to denounce at-
tempts at imparting legitimacy to the
Soviet action. Ultimately, when the
communique came to be produced, the
communique was a refutation of our
thesis. It was a denunciation of the
moral content of our policy, because
even the Prime Minister, after the
conference, was constrained to say at
a press conference that all were
agreed that the Soviet Union should
withdraw from Afghanistan—a thing
which Mrs. Gandhi had refused to say
in these forthright terms. She was
ultimately compelled to say under
the influence and the compelling in-
fluence of much smaller countries than
ours, because they at least spoke the
truth. When I referred to the dis-
tingunshed Prime Minister of Singa-
pore, my learned friends began to
laugh, But he is one Prime Minister
who, when his own Minister had only .
accepted a free passage from a busi-
ness man, allowed him to be pro-
secuted and the court sentenced him
to sseven years rigorous imprisonment.
Internal morality inside the country
ultimately reflects itself in the con-
duct of foreign relations abroad. So,
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let us not laugh at the Prime Minis-
ters of smaller countries,

After this communique of the Com-
monwealth Conference came as a re-
gsounding slap in our face, the Prime
Minister was asked: what did she
intend to do? She said: Of course,
we all agree that the Soviet Union
should withdraw. Even the Soviet
Union has agreed that it should with-
draw, but it wants to withdraw on its
own conditions. One of the conditions
being that it should be requested by
the Government which it has instal-
led, to withdraw from Afghanistan,
a condition which is permanently in-
capable of fulfilment. And, there-
fore, Mrs, Gandhi wants us to believe
now that we should persuade the
Government of Afghanistan to tell
the Russian to go. I want to enquire
from the Foreign Minister: what is
our diplomacy doing? What action
have you taken secretly or otherwise,
to create conditiong in which the
Soviet Union shall withdraw? What
are those actions? How. are you
going to implement thosz decisions
and actions? When ig the Soviet Union
going to withdraw? ‘

I have not heard one word of con-
demnation of our friend, the Soviet
Union. I wish to make it clear that
even I am one of those who believe
that the friendship wih the Soviet
Union is a corner stone of our policy
and it ought to continue to be our
corner stone. But where 1 disagree
is that this friendship can be at the
cost of friendship with others. And
certainly, this friendship cannot be
either sustained or fostered at the
cost of the ever abiding principles of
public morality and conduct and cer-
tainly not at the cost of selling our
soul in the international market. We
have not been able to say one word
of sympathy for those poor workers
of Poland, who, today, are {irapped
in the ice of Soviet tyranny which
the detenfe and the Helsinki accord
have done nothing whatsoever to
thaw. And the people talk about the
image of our Prime Minister. The
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image of our Prime Minister will rise-
and shine only if you speak the

truth. If you speak the #ruth, you
will reflect the conscience of an
enlightened mankind.

In West Asia, I have a serious griev-
ance to make, When one of the:
greatest men of history died—I am
talking of President Sadat; I regard
him ag one of the greatest men of
our times, a man who fought the
time, the circumstance, the sorround-
Ings and who stood forthrightly
against all odds—our reaction to that
death was half-hearted. Even the
statement which we issued on that
occasion showed how niggardly we
were in our compliments. Egypt is
the largest Arab country. It is a
country .culturally superior to all
other Arab countries. It is the centre
of Islamic learning. And it is the
centre of Islamic thought. It is that
one country which, against all odds,
is trying to foster world peace. And
yet that is the country today which
we treat with an amount of coolness,
with an amount of indifference, which
is not worthy of this great country
and which certainly is not worthy of
a country which had g Gandhi and a
Nehru in it.

It is high time that in West Asia
we adopt a more even-handed policy.
It is true that we must do something
to bring about respect, not merely
respect for but an actual realisation
of the rights of Palestinians. But the
right of Palestinians can be furthered
by us only if we take two steps. The
first step s that we must define these
rights. We must make it clear that
the rights of the Palestinians do not
include the right to destroy the exist-
ing State of Israel, that our policy
in West Asia will mean a recognition
of the right of all States to survive
in that region and that it shall be in
accord and in strict conformity with

" Resolution No. 242 of the Security

Council of the United Nations. We

must welcome the initiative, which

was taken by the Saudi Arabian Gov-
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" ernment, recently. We have not

‘heard one word about it.

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS (SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA
RAO): We have. You have not
heard it.

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI: T have
not hearq it, becauge you have done
it in a feeble voice.

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:
‘Something wrong with your hearing!

SHRI RAM JETHMALANT: Not
-even worst enemies have accused me

of that.

Now a word about the Conference
in Mexico, where we went. Why did
not Mrs. Gandhi, or our representa-
‘tives who accompanied her, raise their
voice against the tyranny of OPEC?
We had one proposal to make, that
you must create a World Bank Energy
AfMliate, largely financed by OPEC.
That proposal has met no success,
and this shows the futility of the
friendship with the Arab countries,
the OPEC countries. Because we
have never told the truth, we have
-been taken for granted. We do not
extract from them the slightest quid
pro quo. I hope the Foreign Minister
will not deny that if today India is
in a state of moral and financial bank-
ruptey and we have to go to IMF for
huge loans it is because our CPEC
friends have destroyed our economy.

These countries have investible sur-
pluses and they have energy re-
gsourees, which they can harness for
the use of the Third World, including
India. But, because we are 80 much
attached to them that we have never
told them the truth, they do not care
for us; because they know “these
poodles of the Government of India
will follow us”., That is exactly why
I say that our foreign policy is a
~total failure.
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There is, however, one point on
which I wish to compliment the Gov-
ernment, and that is for their initia-
tive for establishing peace with China.
But while talking peace with China,
1 hope the Foreign Minister does not
succumb to the pressure or influence
of a2 mini-Foreign Minister, whom we
have on this side of the House, who
wants us to barter away our interests
for the lake regions to the Chinese.
I hope care will be taken and our
Foreign Minister is going to forth-
rightly say that that is8 not the kind
of settlement we have in mind, when
we talk of peace with China.

The last thing which I have to say
is about Sri Lanka where the Tami-
lian minority has a legitimate griev-
ance against the Government. The
conduct of the Sri Lanka Govern-
ment leave much to be desired in this
respect. If our Prime Minister had
acquired that kind of statute that is
being advertised in this House, a mere
wink of the eye from her would have
brought relief to the Tamilian mino-
rity in Sri Lanka. It only shows that
we are not seriously regarded in the
comity of nations, our reputation is
at a low ebb today, it is at a low
water mark. That is why even tiny
Sri Lanka can raise its finger at us
and tyrannise some of the minoritles,
whose interests are dear to us.

It is in these circumstances today
that we must build up our friendship
and ties of love and affection with
our neighbours, because that alone is
the manner in which you can make
your voice felt. Let us revert back
to Gandhi, let us revert back to the
Nehru of 1950, not the Nehru he be-
came later under an influence which
it is not difficult ¢, point at,
and that alone i3 the way to re-
furnish India’s image, not this kind of
sychophancy, not this kind of one-
sidedness, not this kind of refusal to
see the truth, not this kind of slur-
ring over the manifest deficiencies of
your foreign policy.

SHRI A. LEELALOHITHADASAN
NADAR (Trivandrum): Sir, Shri
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Mani Ram Bagri, an hon. Member of
.this House, has been arrested just

now. .,
- (Interruptions)

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR
(Gorakhpur): Rule 229 says:

“When a member is arrested.....
the committing judge, magistrate or
executive authority, as the case
may be, shall immediately intimate
such fact to the Speaker, indicating
the reasons for ‘the arrest, deten-
tion or conviction, as the case may
iu. be, as also the place of detention

or imprisonment of the member...."

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It will
come in dde course. It is a fact that
it will come in due course,

(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That is
all right.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: The
Member is not being allowed to func-
tion. He wanted to come to Parlia-
ment along with some people from
Garhwal.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: When a
Member is arrested, the intimation
will come in due course.

~« SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: The
Member has been arrested and no
intimation has been given to the
House. The intimation should have
been given immediately.

« AN HON: MEMBER: You are
glready intimating the House.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: 1
.am nobody to intimate the House.
But, Sir, you are the person who has
to inform the House.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now,
“Mr. Zainul Basher may speak.

SHRI ZAINUL BASHER (Ghazi-
pur): Mr.
was carefully listening to the speech
of my colleague, hon. Mr. Jethmalani,
and I was thinking that the Janata

Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I °
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Party Government was following
very faithfully the policy expounded
by him, but the result was obvious.

"When our Government took over,

there were some promises made in
our Election Manifesto. Though we
are struggling harg to fulfil al] those
promises so far as qur home front is
concerned, yet the success which our
Government has achieved in the fleld
of foreign affairs is significant, We
can easily think of the days when we
took over from the Janata and Lok
Da]l Government when we found that
our prestige in the sphere of foreign
affairs was at the lowest ebb. At that
time the prestige of our leaders, the
Prime Ministers, the Foreign Minis-
ters and other representatives of our
Government who were going abroad,
wag very low, and in certain coun-
tries, especially the Arab countries
about which Mr. Jethmalani -spoke g0
much, they had stopped believing us.
The result was that the flow of oil
from those countries was almost
stopped and at that time our country
faced a serious oil crisis. I hope you
remember the days in 1980 when we
entered this august House, when the
farmers were suffering, industry was
suffering, transporters were suffering
because 0il was not available in those
days, thanks to the policy of the
Janata and the Lok Dal Government
in those days. But when Mrs. Gandhi
came to power, our Arab friends
automatically without any effort on
our part started sending oil to this
country simply because they always
had faith in our Government, in Mrs.
Gandhi as she hag always champion-
ed the Arab cause and she will con-
tinue to do so in the future also. The
faith which was eroded during the
Janata and Lok Dal Government’s
regime was restored so far as Arab
countries are concermed. And, Sir,
after Mrs. Gandhi came to power our
prestige in the international field
began to increase day by day. It is
evident that for the last two years
we have been having foreign guests
regularly from the developed coun-
tries, from the developing countries,
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from Asian countries, from African
countries, from European countrieg—
from all parts of the world. Hardly
two or three days elapse, another
foreign dignitory comesg to this coun-
try. It shows that they have immense
faith in Shrimati Gandhi. They come
to discuss with her, to take her coun-
sel on important issues, on important
world problems. Within these two
years our Prime Minister has received
invitations from different countries.
Thig year she hag visited a large
number of countries. I think this is
a record—the way she was received
in every country, the way she was
received in every conference, whether
it is Commonwealth Conference or
Summit, wherever she went, she
gained prestige. She was received
and welcomed very well. This clearly
shows the affection with which our
country, our Prime Minister, and our
Foreign Minister are treated these
days. Is it not a successful story of
the conduct of policy? Of course, it
is. For this I must congratulate our
hon. Prime Minister, our hon. Foreign
Minister and those foreign missions
who are conducting our foreign policy
all the world over.

SHRI HARIKESH BAHADUR: Is
it a good foreign policy that the
Prime Minis*»r is pursuing?

SHRI ZAINUL BASHER: She is
pursuing a very good foreign policy.
Our friend has talked about the moral
values. I think morality has always
been the corner stone of our policy—
whether it is domestic poliey or it is
foreign policy.

Much is said and much has been
sald about Afghanistan. Qur Govern.
ment has clearly said and it has not
hesitated in making the position clear.
Shri Jethmalani is so much busy with
his cases in Supreme Court and High
Court that he hardly gets time to
read newspapers and the statements
of our Prime Minister and Foreign

Minister. I think he is coming from .
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.the Bombay High Court. I know he

is coming from the airport to this
House, I think it is his ‘majburi’, He
cannot find time to read the news-
paper. Government hag always
declared that it ig the Government’s
policy that any army from any coun-
try should vacate foreign soil. Gov-
ernment has never welcomed the
Soviet Troops in Afghanistan. We
have always been - saying that the
Soviet Government should withdraw
its troops from Afghanistan soil. We
should be realistic enough to admit
that Soviet troops have come to
Afghanistan. If we say that theyd
should be withdrawn—are they going
to withdraw the troops? It is not a
realistic attitude that we only say
something . without considering the
consequences of it. We are saying
that a situation should be created by
which the Soviets can be persuaded
to withdraw their troops. Unless and
until 5 negotiated settlement is found
the Soviet troops cannot be with-
drawn from Afghanistan. I am one
of those who strongly believe that the
Soviet Union had done a wrong thing
when it entereq into Afghanistan and
sent its troops to Afghanistan. But
only by saying “Withdraw your
troops” it will not withdraw. Only
if there is a war which they are able
to win against the Soviet Union, the
Soviet troops will be withdrawn. Are’
they prepared to go to war against
the Soviet Union and win the war?
But in a peaceful way, the Soviet
troops can only be withdrawn when
a negotiated settlement is found. L
hope that our Government, parti-
cularly our External Affajrs Minister
is busy in finding some solutions to
the problem. It will be a pride for
our country, for the Prime Minister
and the Foreign Minister, if we are
able to find some solution for the
settlement of the Afghan issue, ip
which a situation ig created for the
withdrawal of the Soviet troops.

Now, I am coming to
These days the

Pakistan,
No-war Pact Offer
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from Pakistan is the talk of the day.
We are regularly reading in the news-
papers about the No-war Pact Offer
from Pakistan. Previously, it was
said that the No-war Pact Offer had
not been formally received by the
Government of India, and Pakistan
was ingisting that it was sent to the
Government of India. The Prime
Minister has also recently said that
this No-war Pact Offer will get due
consideration. Whatsoever the fact
may be, I must say that this No-war

. Pact Offer should not be considered

A, forthwith. When I say this, I am

not representing the Government and
this is only my view. We should not be
foolish enough even to consider this
No-war Pact Offer. This No-war
Pact Offer has come from whom? It
hag come from a Military dictator of
Pakistan. It has come from the illegi-
timate Government of Pakistan, We
have our experience that whenever
the military dictators in Pakistan were
in trouble, they started trouble
against India. They started war
against India. In 1865, a war Wwas
started when the military dictator-
ship was with Mr. Ayub -Khau.
During 1971 a war wag etarted by
Yahyg Khan. We had very good re-
lations. though they might be trouble-
some, whenever the elected Govern-
ment was existing In Pakistan, We
had a good and peacefu] relation,
during the time of Mohamed Ali or

Zulfagar Ali Bhutto, who was the
Prime Minister of Pakistan.
14.59 hrs, ’

-

[Serr HARINATHA Misra in the Chairl]

I am rather surpriseq to hear

™ about the No-war Pact Offer from

a person like Shri Jethmalani. His
Government wag in ‘power when Mr,
Z. A. Bhutto wag hanged. Not only
Mr, Bhutto was hanged but demo.
cracy in Pakistan Was hanged. Why
could not his Government, the
Fenata Government or the then
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Prime Minister raise ftheir voice
againgt it? '

Democracy was murdered in day-
light in our neighbouring country
which has a historical tie with our
country, When public opinion in this
country from Kashmir to Kanya
Kumari about Bhdifo’s murder had
been raised; why were you silent?

15 hrs.

How can we believe Pakistan?
There is & military dictatorship iIn
Pakistan for whom even the Consti-
tution of that country has no sanc-
tity, What sanctity wil] a no-war pact
have? They will not treat it more
than a piece of paper. This ig a
diplomatic skill. On the one hand,
they are taking sophisticated armse
from America and, on the other hand,
they are talking of a no-war pact.
They know it fully that these arms
are going to be used against the
Soviet Union. Pakistan has no
strength to flght against the Soviet
Union and the Soviet Union has no
ambition to fight a war against
Pakistan. Where military dictator-
ghip exists, the change of Government
is very easy. It will not be surpriging
that on one fine morning we read in
the newspaperg .that one pro-Moscow
General has taken over Islamabad
and, next day, the Russian army is
marching in the streets of Karachi,
Lahore and Islamabad. That wil] be
eagy enough to happen in a country
where uncertainties are there, where
the policies are decided on the whim
of a military general.

Pakistan is not going to wuse the
sophisttcated arms which it is receiv-
ing from America against the Soviet
Union, These arms are to be used
against the people of Pakistan them-
selveg and, afterwards, against India.
When the military dictator wil] feel
troubled, when he will feel that the
ground is slipping under his feet,
he will stary tension on the borders
of India and Pakistan ang will start
military conflict against this country
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.';11;; to keep himself in power. Pakis-
tan’s intention should not be taken
seriously, unless ang until a demo-
cratically-elected Government is there
in Pakistan,

There are people in that country
who are fighting for the establish-
ment of democratic traditions in that
country, It is my personal opinion
and I also urge upon the Government
to see that the democratic movement
in Pakistan is strengthened. The
people of India should give their
moral support to any democratic
movement that ig taking place in
Pakistan so that Pakistanis can have
their own democratically-elected Gov-
ernment. If any offér comeg from that
Government, we should consider it
seriously because the people of India
and the people of Pakistan do not
want 3 war. They want to live in
peace, they want to live ag brothers
and they want to live in a traditional

way, as they were living from time
Immemorial.

In this resp2ci. through you, Sir, I
would like to draw the kind attention
of the Minister of External Affairg to
one thing. He knows it; he Hag even
told me during the Question Hour and
also through our correspondence, The
Government of Pakistan the Pakistan
Embassy, is not allowing Indiang to
visit Pakistan even on emergency
visas. There are a large number of
persons in India whose mothers,
brothers and relationg are in Pakistan.
Whenever they are on sick beds when-
ever there is a marriage™in the family
or whenever there ig any death in the
family, even then they are not being
allowed and, if the husband ig allowed
the wife ig not allowed and, if the
wife is allowed, thé husband ig not
allowed. Our Government ig taking a
reasonable attitude towards Pakistan.
Our Embassy is allowing everybody
who wants.to come from Pakistan to
India on humanitarian grounds. But
the Pakistanis are not allowing our
citizens to visit Pakistan even on
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humanitarian ground and I would like
to draw the attentionn of the External
Affairs Minister to the humilitation
which our Indian citizens face at the
doors of the Pakistan embassy. They
are being abused, They are sometimes
being beaten at the doors of the Pakis-
tani embassy. Their staff is  mis-
behaving with Indian. Please find out
some solution to the problem. Our
Indian citizeng are not misbehaving.
But this country is being misbehaved
by the petty Pakistani officials who do
not know even what is culture. They
do not know how to treat {foreign
nationals, Please take some action on
this issue. 1 have been urging from
the last two years in this regard
kindly to see that Indian citizeng are
not at least humiliated by the Pakis-
tanl officers and staff at the doors of
the Pakistanj embassy.

Coming to China, our Government
hag started negotiation with the Gev-
ernment of China, This is'a very
welcome move on the part of our
Government. I am happy that this
time 4he Government under the
leadership of our Prime Minister and
the External Affairs Minister, hag not
been caught napping.

Mr, Vajpayee went to China with-.
out any preparation. He was so
overwhelmeq after receiving an invi-
tation from the Government of China
that, without considering any comnse-
quences of it, he went to China, with
the result that not only Mr, Vajpayee
was humialiateq but “Our entire
nation, entire country, was humiali-
ated in China,

" We should at least

know the
moveg of the Chinese. We should
know and study their intentions,

whether the Chinese attitude to-
wards India hag undergone a signifi-
cant change or not.. We should assess
it.

. An~official-level - team -hag gone, tq
Peking to study the gituation and it
any significant change takes place
in Chinesp attitude, I think that thesaq
great powerg of Asia shoulg start
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negotiations, I urge upon the External
Affairg Minister that during these
negotiations our national intereat
should always be kept inmind.

China has snatched the territory of
ours. This august House passed a
resolution to take back that territory
which is under illegal occupation of
China, That territory should be
taken back. Without taking back the
entire territory, no useful purpose
would be gserved, so far as Indo-China
relations are concerned,

Ag regards Bri Lanka, we all know
and I agree with Shri Jethmalani on
this score that our Indian Tamiliana
are being harassed in Sri Lanka. They

re not being treated very well, Our

Government should take a very bold
stand on thig issue. It will not do
that we lodge our protest to Sri
Lanka. But through diplomatic chan-
nels or through persuasion or through
any other means, our Government
should gee that India’g Tamilians set-
tled in Sri Lanka do not suffer,

With these words, I congratulate
the Prime Minister and the External
Affairs Minister on the conduct of
their foreign policy which hag en-
hanced the country’s prestige,

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Basir-
hat): Sir, for many years now
there hag been a general consen-
sus in this country—except for a
misguided fringe, T should say—,
there hag been a broad consensug in
support of the foreign policy that the
Government of India hag been
pursuing, and I do not wish to gpend
timz praising the postive aspectg of
that policy whiih are quite well
known and which I think, are cer-
tainly in the interost of tfns country
and which, we have never hesitated
in supporting. But, I think today the
global situation which mcludes the
situation 1n our neighbourhood is
far too serious, far too threatening, to
permit of any vacillations and ambi-
valences on the part of our Govern-
ment About the extent of the threat
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and the danger of a nucleay out-
break, enough hag been said here by
many other Members on both sides
of the House, and I do not with to
take up time on that. It is not some-
thing which ig just confined to words;
it is someéthing which has really be=
come now a grim reality which, as
the Prime Minister hag rightly pointed
out, hag brought millions of people in
almost all the countries of Westerm
Europe on tp the streetg in unprece=
dented demonstrations, that is, the
people of those countrieg who have
been through the horrors of World
Wayr II and who know what it meants
to have their towns and homes
devastated. And one of those coun=
tries, though not belonging to West-
ern Europe—but jt is well to remem-
ber—is the Soviet Union which lost
20 million people in the courgse of
World War II. There is no other coun-
try which can show such g tremen-
doug extent of destruction and da-
mage ag the Soviet Union had to
suffer from 1941 to 1944, Fortunate-
ly—I say ‘fortunately’ because not
even their worst enemies would wish
them such a thing—the people of the
United Stateg of America have not
had occasion to faste firsthanq the
horrors of that kind of warfare
directly on their owp heads and
on their homes. So, when we
speak about Some forceg working for
peace and some forces Which are
more interesteg in developing a war-
like atmosphere, preparing for war,
we should bear these things in mind.
The common man of Western Europe
at least, irrespective of politics, irres-
pective of parties or religioug denomi-
nations—ijs now demonstrating in -
every capital of Western Europs he-
cause those people know what it
means. According to Mr. Reagan, if
they get their first nuclear strike,
the Soviet Union c¢an be vanquished.
I do not know what comfort thege
wordg are bringing to the people of
Western Europe because they know
that in_the event of ap outbreak of
a nuclear, war, Whatever may hap-.
pen to the Soviet Union or whatever
may happen to many citieg in the
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Soviet Union, the fate that will over-
come the capital cities of Western
Europe is something which naturaily
those people would not like to con-
template. It is @ horrible atmosphere,
a horriblg situation which hag deve-
loped. My criticism of our Govern.
ment is that, sometimes, they speak as
though they are delinking thig whole
global crisis which hag developed and
the global strategieg which are being
pursued from what has happeneq in
our own immedtate security environ-
ment—ag though it is something
which has nothing to do with that. I
do not think that i3 a very pro-
per way and a very comprehensive
way of looking at thése problems.

"PROF. N. _’__(}.H_}%tANGA (Guntur).
‘We have 1ot forgotten the other side.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: Our
policy shoulgq be declared to-day in
very unambiguous and categorical
termg on these issues.

Before I pass on to one or two of

them, there is just one event of recent .

«occurrence. That is the only reason
though it may not be a very global
factar, but it is a very important
thing for ug in India a matter of
recent occurrence which I wanted to
refer to show how this ambiva-
lence, hesifation and  vacillation
affects the stand of our Government.
An Air India Plane was hijacked
fxom Seychelleg and back to Seychel-
les. It was then later on discovered
that armed megcenaries who had
come from South Africa and who had
been recruited in South Africa were
attempting to bring about a coup
against the governmefit of Seychelles.
“That coup, of course, failed, it was
aborted. The plane waz flown to
‘Bouth Africa to Durbap and later on
that plane  was released and the crew
and passengers were able tq return
Bafe to our country. If 78h see the
»eaction in a substantial part of our
media, not only the unofficial media
becaue I suppose the Minister has
no control over that, but @ven the
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official media, not a single word has
been said in condemnalion of this
attempt by a group of mercenaries
to overthrow the Government of
Seychelleg which is a small, tiny,
little country situated in the Indian
Qcean and I believe, with which we
have got very good and friendly rela-
tions. Not a word is said about that.
Al] that the media was full, the radio
wag full of, the TV wag full of was
a big magnanimous angq generous
gesture the South African Govern-
ment has showmn by releasing the
plane and the crew ang the passen-
gers so soon—as though we are under
some kind of a debt of gratitude to
them Naturally they could not do
anything else because it was their
owWn mercenaries, mercénaries re-
cruited in their own country and who
bad been sent in order to carry out
that armed coup. Nothing ig said
about that. -7

I will  reming the hon. Minister
just for his reference, that on the
8th of January, 1982 the South
African National Congress which has
an office here also situated in Delhi,
is going to eelebrate it 70th anniver-
sary of its founding, People not
only of South Africa but of all other
African countriegs who have always
looked upto India for support and
leadership, many of them, wil} be
wondering and ] am told that many
African diplomats in D#€lhi have won-
dered why the media hag carriéq only
such a positive respone towards what
the South African government has
done by releasing our plane. The
Chairman of Air India, Mr. Raghu Rai
has said in a press statement that
he is so much overwhelmed by the
fact that these mercenaries who took
alcoholic drinks out of tHe store in
the plane and helped them3elves, have
actually paid for.the drinks, He has
issued a statement—a good old
British pucca sahib tradition, but not
a word is eaid about the whole opera-
tlon which was going to be carried out
in the Indian Ocean. I am glving this
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as an example, As you see we have
got some kind of long, tradi-
tiona]l and historical ties witp the
whole movement in South Africa.
We must not forget that at times.

I am not clear yet and I do not
know what the other members think
of it, but what was the consideration
which ultimately led our govern-
ment to clear those British cricketers
who have come here but who have
been blacklisted for having played in
South Africa? Of course, thig is a
controversial question and people say
that these things should not be allow-
. ed to interfere with sports. But the
point is that these are very sensitive
issues for the Africans and the matter
was being considered for several days
here—whether clearance should be
given or not to these cricketers, M/s.
Boycott and Cook to accompany that
team and come here.

Then, jt was cleared—I do not know
how it was cleared—it is not at Jeast
clear to me. There was some vague
thing, that somebody had issued a
statement, some players issued some
statement later on, saying that they
hate apartheid, this and that. I do
not know whether it will prevent
them in future from also going to
South Africa and earning money by
playing cricket. But, that is 5 diff-
erent matter. I am not bothered
about it. But my point is that in
our own interest our image in the
eyes of the South African people and
the other people of Africa should not
be guspect in any way. This whole
incident of Sevchelles. the attenpted
coup and the way we got into raptures
over the fact, of the South African
Government’'s release of our plane, in
a very gentlemanly way, as also our
passengers and our crew and their
merceneries having actuallv vaid for
the drinks to them on board—is this
the kind of reaction that they expect
from us? 1 do not know it.

I would request the Minisler to
look into these things and be a little
vigilant in future about the ambiva-
2860 LS—21,
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lance. Many monthg ago, we were
debating the Anti-Apartheid Bill in
this House and I was the first who
raised the question. The cricket team
was to come, Please think about it
from now as to what you are going
to do. Anyway, we have our own
way of functioning, So, what has
happened has happened,

Now, Sir, about this question which
has been dealt with here in great
details py the hon. Members, namely,
about the operation of arming Pakis-
tan and the building up of the arms
strength of Pakistan I have not real-
ly got much to add because almost
everybody here except Mr, Jethma-
lani seems to pe of the view that these
arms, these sophisticated weapons, the
aggressive weapons and all that can-
not, logically, be used against any-
body except India. Of course, in that
connection, he gpoke about the so-
called offer of no-war pact. I am
fully in agreement with the Govern-
ment. it is a play. There is no doubt
about jt. You cannot go on building
up enormous military potential and,
at the same time, talk about the no-
war pact. I do feel that the public
opinion in this country has not been
sufficiently educated and made cons-
cious about our stand regarding this
because, on the face of it, many peo-
ple say what is wrong with this if
they are offering a no-war pact. Why
should our Government dismiss it out
of hand? What is the harm if we real-
ly can enter a no-war pact? Every-
body is not so sagacious or wise as our
Prime Minister or Shri Narasimha
Rao, Among the ordinary people in
this country, there is a big Muslim
population and I can tell you that
among many Muslims, this bropagan-
da is going on that here-is Ziau-ul-
Haq’s offer of'a no-war pact while
this Government, the Indira Gandhi
Government, is trying to creafe a
situation of hostility between the two
countries. All gorts of things are
being said by the people. I think the
Government should, by and large,
more often do some explaining in the
matter, explaining to the public, the
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real facts behind this which influence
them. Recently, I am glad that the
Government has said that they stand
by their original offer which was made
long ago and that they stand by that.
But, on the basis of the bilateral set-
tlement of disputes, at the time of the
Simla Agreement, this was what had
been giscussed. "The whole question
of Kashmir need not be brought up
again and again in the int:rnational
forums. The matter could be seftled
perhaps. But as far as the building
up of their armed forces, I am glad
that some other Members also have
noticeg that General Haq himself is
on record ag saying that the Soviet
Government had assured him that it
had no intentions against Pakistan
whatsoever. Gen. Zia-ul-Haq had
said that he had no possible peason
for disbelieving them, Then, what are
these arms for? I just want to briefly
make a reference because it is always
better to go to the horse’s mouths
and get things directly from there.
I am just giving two or three quota-
tions which are on record. These are
the official documents circulated by
the American Embassy, the Communi-
cation Agency; they are very efficient
in this matter. I must say that I am
very thankful to them that they sup-
ply us with all these in details, But.
I shall be very brief. On the 31st of
July, the U.S, Secretary of State, Al-
exander Haig giving testimony be-
fore the Senate Arms Services Com-
mittee had said the following in one
part of his testimony. I am quoting:

“We are attempting to convinece
our friendsg in South-West Asia that
we are a reliable and capable secu-
rity partner, serious about defend-
ing our vital interests in their re-
gion jn parinership with them

U.S. Naval presence in the Indian
Ocean, our efforts to improve gecu-
rity relations with Pakistan, and
the generally expanded security as-
sistance budget requests for South-
West Asig are examples of this.”
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So, the way that the Americans are
looking at it ig very important. And
here again. I find, on the 25th of
August, the text of the United States’
Ambassador Jeane J, Kirkpatrick’s
address at the India International
Centre, New Delhi, when she came
here, It is very important to quote
what she said. I quote:

“We believe indeed we know now
that India’s own military gtrength
hag increased very dramatically in
the period gince the last Indo Paki-
stan war, so that India is today one
of the world’s major military
powers., I think it is estimated
that India is the fourth largest
military  establishmentg in the
world. It is our estimate that any
arms sales that we provide to Paki-
stan do not threaten the security of
India and that is why we undertake
that policy, We think in fact that
we introduce an element of stabi-
lity rather than of instability. That
is our perception of our policy.”

So, this is the logical reason why
they are arming Pakistan. because,
they think that there is ap imbalance.
Obviously what they are trying to say
is that there is military imbalance.
In West Europe they talk about imba-
lance; they say Soviet iz Super:or,
and therefore they must build this
up. Here the suggestion js that India
is much too superior over Pakistan.
Therefore, the imbalance ghould be
restored by arming Pakistan.

MR. CHAIRMAN: General Zia also
says the same thing.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: Natu-
rally. It is helping him, it is suiting
him to get so many things which he
would not have otherwise got.

Mrs. Kirkpatrick in the same Press
Conference has said this. I think
somebody made a reference to this
here. Now, after so long, we have
concluded this 5,000 crore loan sgree-
ment with TMF. But there is one
thing according to Mrs. Kirkpatrick
which Indiaz shoulq learn from cer-
tain ‘dramatic success stories’ of
whom?  Singapore, Talwan, South
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Korea. Hong Kong. We shoulq learn

from them! And what are we to

learn? 1 quote:

“These countries have experienc-
ed the most dramatic growth and

have achieved self-sustaining growth.

cooperated with the industrialised
West and sought a partnership
based on close cooperation gnd mut-
ual advantage. Rather than impos-
ing command economies, on captive
peoples, they have emphasized
market forces, free trade, and indi-
vidual initiative. @ Where others
have gought to male the State.”

—that iy to say, like our public sec-
tor—

“...the motor of economic deve-
lopment, they encouraged the pri-
vate gector through tax concessions
to bolh corporations and indivi-
duals,”

So, this philosophy, which is the
philospohy of the IMF, also is some-
thing, which we have now gwallow-
ed. hook, line and sinker, in order to
get Rs 5,000 crores ag loan.

Then, finally, I just want to men-
tion one more quotation. Angd this
is from James L Buckley, Under Se-
cretary of State for Security Assis-
tance. He was speaking on the 16th
September at another Commiltee of
the U. S. Congress. And he gays this.
He was referring to some commenta.
tors who have expressed fears that
their proposed sales to Pakistan will
spark an armg race on the sub-counti-

nent. He goeg onto say:

“Those fears simply do not stand
up under analysis, India possesses
a very large, well-equipped, well-

w» trained military establishment that
provides it with a decisive superio-
rity over Pakistan in the air as well
ag on the ground. Given the large
number of advanced aircraft which
the Indiang zlready have or will
receive from the Soviets and Great
Britain they will emerge six years
from now with an even greater
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edge over the Pakistanis notwith-
standing the addition of 40 F.163 to
the latter’s inventory. In fact, they
should then have an advantage over
Pakistan, in terms of modern, figh-
ter aircraft, of about six to one.

These hard fact should dispel
any notion that the equipment we
would provide Pakistan would up-
set the balance of power on the sub.
continent.”

Lastly here again now our friend
Mr, Alexander Haig who is due to
visit Delhi in another 4 or 5 days’
time, has said in his testimony on US
Foreign Policy Goals:

“Security assitance to ‘Paklstan,
which lies between the Soviets arnd
the Gulf. ig also crucial. The inva-
sion of Afghanistan places Pakistan
in the front line of defence against
Soviet aggression. These pressures
have not deterred Pakistan from
courageously leading the condemna-
tion of the invasion by the U.N.,
the non-aligned movement and the
Islamic conference. Nor have they
stopped Pakistan from agreeing to
a new relationship with U. S. In-
deed. President Zia has personally
conducted a vigoroug public cam-
paign for renewed U.S. ties-through-
out his country. We must show
that thig confidence is not misplac-
ed.l!

I think these quotstions are enoush.
I could have given manv moare to
show that the concérn which every-
body feels in this country is not based
just on some kind of vague mis-
placed fears, Whatever the regime
in Pakistan may choose to do,
one cannot say anvthing because
it ig a military reeime, but it is
quite obvious what the Americans
want there and thev have msde a
theorv that India is vactly cuperior
to Palrictan slready in military matterg
and therefore the b~lance <honld he
correrted and restored hv them. So,
there i3 no auvactiny of Arhtine here
apainet the Snviets n» trving to de-
fend Afghanistan. Afghanistan does
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not want to be defendeq by Pakis-

tan. I cap assure you on that. I was"

there recently last month for a few
Jdays' and I had occasion to speak to
many Afghan leaders and also of the
Government and I asked them “do
you not think that your own armed
forces, the Afghan armed forces now
with the armedq militia they have got
armed militia in the factories, villages
and all that—deal with these intru-
ders from across the border? And
they told me, even Mr. Karmal with
whom I had a few minutes’ conversa-
tion, told me “Yes, we are capable
of dealing with them.” Then I said “in
that case why are you troubling your
Soviet friends? You could ask them
to leave” And he said  “Yes, we
could ask them to leave” and he said
‘personally if you ask, I think they
would be very glad to leave because
their being here isnot helping them.
It is helping Mr. Zia-ul-Haq, 1t is help-
ing the Americang and other people
who have got good propagunda ad-
vantage”. And because of this prec-
paganda advantage they don’t want
them to leave, they would like them to
stay: so that they can carry on this
international propaganda. But he
said: “Suppose we request them and
they go, who will guarantee to us
that after that. our country will not
be bombarded and will not be attack-
ed. There are 80 training camps ac-
ross the border.”” We were zhown
from the top of the hill near Jalala-
bad— you can gee the campg on the
other side of the river.

And gentlemen like Gulbuddin,
people who have fled away from Af-
ghanistan long ago, who are now liv-
ing in Peshawar, visiting nightclubs
and riding in American limousines,
well flushed with money, who are
supposed to be the leaders of the so
called insurgents—he gaid—if that at-
tack comes that will happen? " If we
are bombarded, what will happen?
We will have to call back the Soviets
again; if they have to come back
again after having been withdrawn
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then there will be war on our soil.
This is something that we have to
think twenty times about, So, what
is being said is quite correct. There
must be a settlement, Certainly these
troops should be withdrawn; they
will have to be withdrawn and they
must be withdrawn, just as our {roops
‘had to be withdrawn from Bangla-
desh. We went there with all good
intentions but you know what the re-
ception of the people was there later
on. We went there at the request of
a Government a Government which
at that time was not baseq on Bangla- |
desh soil at all, it was based some-
where outside. Bangladesh, but
we went there because it was
a good cause, but we had to
withdraw and we withdrew. So,
this will have to be withdrawn
also, there is no doubt about it. But
the conditions must be created for
that and I think our Government and
the Prime Minister had taken a rea-
sonable stand on this because when
the proposalg were brought to Delhi
by the Afghan Foreign Minister Dost
Mubhammed, not so long ago, in which
he said “we are ready to sit down
and talk any time with anybedy, with
Iran, Pakistan, in the presence of the
Uniteq Nations representatives. But
let us sit round the table and decide.
and see how the conditions can be
created so that the Soviet forces can
be withdrawn. Nobody wants them to
remain there, We do not want that;
you do not want that. Afghanistan
ig friendly to us; the country and the
Government is friendly to us; it is
not a hostile Afghanistan; not another
base like Pakistan directed against
India. We do not want that such a .
country should be left at the mercy
of attackg from outside, It is neces-
sary to take a balanced view of this.
Why should the Government go on
vacillating on other questions which™
are muchs clearer? They would go on
talking about super-power rivalry.
May I know who has sabotaged the
move which was going on to make

The Indian Occean—zone of peace?
Who sabotaged the conference’ which
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was to be held earlier in Sri Lanka
this year? Wag it the Soviet Union?
In today’s newspaper I read that Mr.
Rao has yesterday assured the visit-
ing Foreign Minister of Egypt that
India stands squarely for the Arab
cause and that there can be never
a lasting peace in thig area, until the
rights of the Palestenian people are
ensured. That is very good. But
does America stand for that, or has
ihe Soviet Union supportied consist-
ently the cause of the PLO? Who
stands for them? .

Now-a-days, a new theory hag been
propagated from our foreign office and
that is that the world is no longer
uni-polar; it has become multi-polar,
and, therefore, India must strike a
golden mean of the Third World.
Some people have interpreted it to
mezn that we should be neutral in
all these issues, neutral between the
forces working for peace and the
forces working for war, and go on
tarring them with the same brush and
say that both are responsible. for all
these “crisis.

The Supreme Soviet of USSR, that
is, their Parliament, had addressed
an appeal to all the Parliaments of
the world, including our Parliament.
I do not know if there has been any
response, whether we feel like mak-
ing any response. Now a delegation
of the Soviet Parliament is in Delhi
and is shortly to meet our Members
of Parliament. They have issued an
appeal to the whole world, Parlia-
ments of all the world on the basis
of certain concrete proposals, These
proposals have been made time and
again by President Brezhnev also, It
ig not necessary that we must neces-
sarily accept everything they say.
But is it not a peace initiative? Has
not Mrs., Gandhi yesterday, when
receiving Mr, Kuznetsov, said to him,
as reporied in today's newspapers,
that she values very highly the peace
initiatives taken by Mr. Brezhnev,
and that they are completely in line
with the thinking of the Indian Gov-
ernmtent? She says this to Mr. Kuz-
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netsov, This is very good. But our
Foreign Affairs Ministry and all its
officia] documents and statements will
go on talking about the two super
powers together creating a situation

‘which ig very threatening, What is

the use of this tight-rope walking?
It is not going to help. You are
afraid that if you say something, you
will be accused by Mr. Ram Jethma-
Janj and his friends of having be-
come a Soviet stooge. In any case,
even if you do not do this tight-rope
walking, you will be accused of this.
He and hig friends will accuse you of
ihat, but you should not be warried
of that. You should only be worried
about wha; iy good in the interest of
our country, in the interest of our
security, in the interest of our friend-
ship with those countries which have
stood by us and helped us always;
vou should not be afraid to recognise
those people who are doing things
which are not in the interest of our
countryv,

Therefore, I conclude by saying
that we, generally speaking, support
the foreign policy of the Government,
but every now and then there are
these ambivalences and shifts. When
Mrs, Gandhi went to Paris and met
Mr, Mitterand, suddenly she develop-
ed this theory of golden mean, of be-
ing neutral between different camps.
Nobody wants you to be a camp fol-
lower of anybody. We have first and
foremost to decide on the basis of
our own national interest, And from
that viewpoint we should not hesitate
to say whose actions are helping us
and whose actions are harming us.
Thig is necessary. Without doing that,
we will not be able to really recover
our prestige that we enjoyed, I think,
much more some years ago. And I
would end by appealing to him again
that nearer home much smaller peo-
ple than the Soviet Union or the
United States of America are looking
to us, particularly, the coloured peo-
ple of the African continent, Don’t
keep forgetting them every now and
then like this by this careless kind
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of lackadaisical little action here and
there, They are very sensitive people
about these matters. Let them at least
feel on the 70th anniversary of the
South African National Congress on
the 8th of January the warm glow of
the support and solidarity of India
behind their struggle, Thatis whatl
would like to say. 1 hope they will
be more consistent in future in imple-
menting their policy which generally
is all right and which I do support,
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QeprT A AN F FET F4-H4-
ey fadr 2 fadt gerc @ mad
adar F SwAx wArAgy § AN
3 ;IR W &F Tt w0y fearar
Ay & frgd aga wwda &, ag
mHmE W f e 3 A
n% 3l WEdT TR @z veg
AR ¥ S OR- 16 arfszara F
2} g aga F A PaFary §
aHr 28 g+t AT } % s nrqas
A Ty A F Ia B Gred A9
QTOET, TA 8 TT H @ry a2 3 qi<
feuds = 3 fggam & =m
nregy & fem 7 feam H wk
wo &, uh arasr g5 fanavg =0
fagar zhgmr vgr & SEr ave
F 21 FAAUY 1, qfHETHITT Fu7k
F gEAra fgrgeara & fgars faor
Ar aval 2 | 98 wra sl fgrgeama s
s ArRAr fearm § g Al o wraFr
fazrare aff 2, faga  adf
Ta F FI ATEIC & AT T4 &Fa7a §
T aWF ¥ gy w0 IqAefed
& dr1 9aefra afafa & ) figid &
g T3 & FF HH 4T F Falar
4gil g1 IFH madr RaiE 3§
W g3 A w1 FFr g 5 fergeana
F W & fanrr § 91 nwsr d, ae
ag' & AN IW F I quAT fHar
2| IEH TWa@ & Far g fa
fergeard ol< atfszara & 9w A aArs
M frgfa Feargrad & 9q ar 78
FIAA BFATE &eATE F7AT &
3T g 2T 2

“The threeman team which was

sent by the Committee on foreign
affairg of the house of representa-
tives has in its report, expressed
the view that the U.S. decision to
provide military aiq to Pakistan will
2860 LSwwg2
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seriously set back the wvaricus
emerging efforts at detente between
India and Pakistan. Ag perceived
*by India the stunting of this limp
process of normalisation is mainly
caused by the F-16 component of
the US. aid package!.

According to the study mission,
the resulting rupture between India
and Pakistan will probably persist
for severa] years.”

gIFA  ATH LvEfess & ATAL AP
Fga § f& Th-16 a1 Mifeedaes
978 ¥ A Had@ uTs % feafy ¥
afed A & Ardi A (gegEATA MW
gifzata F @9 Yux goX Fufa
A Ar4AT qer g y4rer g Wi @)
W g TH ATAIT &1, IA WG F
IFgl madr feqi? ¥ sirfge faan

g |

ga uifseara & agi o FA&
i< SHIHET adArgs g IJu IS
WY fggeam & St & famro &
Sl omrAEr g, A GG ¥ S
AWSr g, IuET muda fwar g A
wegin Wy ag s & & wifsears
& A Fr gror N oared g
fadr ar +g & 9d ¥ uyfawara as-
T g OTET g AT a9ga Al @)
TEI & AN Iu & o fgegearq
A arfseara &  awew gz Ag
W OAFT | 51 T3 FV A I9 &
famid &, su F@iE ¥ za ara |
s7aq faarsiar g1

“A close military alliance with
the United States will, at least,
obstruct the restoration of demo-
eracy and justice in Pakistan and
could even pose a danger to the
very integrity of the country”, says
the Pakistan Committee for Demo-
cracy and Justice in a 5lpage report
on violations of human rights
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allegedly perpetrated by the Pakis-
tan’s military government. -

“The report said that U.S, mili-
tary aid had increased ‘the size,
power and perquisites of the armed
forces’ and made it the most power.
ful institution in the country.

“Military training by the U.S.
has imparted a technocratic repres-
sive predilection which under-rates
political solution to social crises.”

§ AhT, 28 S w7 vgrar s
Fig  fergeara & amfedt ar S
wfana A g ag ara agf &, aAfar
W Y HICAC A GTYAT g 1 FA
atg @ rfaeara w1 gfwar wars
A 3 fgrgeata ore arfaeata & &
Wegeg  AET aaq &) ) AWEAT
TP 4g  AW<AT WA GH g af
AR .

qAA, 75 @370 awET ¢ Aifa
@RI GTIRET 8 1 mAylsra
afar & @y 2} & AT [re A2
F¢ UGl €, Ta & AT aga a3y @Al
FaT g At g 1 gwada agr g
T WEET & G I4N 99T FI VG
g wiv g glarr geiE &
g ugfiir d ol # grder g 7
feafy swas gf&

AT, A Ay g fedies sangs
ara wgs & ofaerats area gfiar
Fr angy HHT H Tudm d fozal
®T AfE9Teq §7 3 gR AT AH
gare & wifa #1945 77 fear a,
T A% feqrdrd) | 29 A IR
fasr & 235 araz wte gaearfsar
¥ AAT AL & arg fay avg @
Grarg aard, fag avg % fa?u ik
T og@ e, gwd  mradeEs
Sita # gF % fenr fasd
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fargeara 3lwr g & fami®
W gAaifa T4 wAa & & H
vgr g1 mra. Wt fgegeara  @r
a%a wqca sy gfaer sy 3 @1
g1 I Wam F( adw 0F Y
q3u faor FoAlv a5 dxwag g f®
ars fags Frarqa war ., awdE
Agl STaT &, wifu "I wAA Awal
g, A8 fa%ra o wr Al g ®¢
WIT 5FAT ARl & AH Th twa?d A
AR & WAt % Arfed + nWt
pAR  FsRalAT  SfY ¥ arfaEaq
AR wwasdl % &l § agr | #
ulh F g @1 FAaadT avar wrgat g
fa faga % zfhgrg & ¢l aqmr g f&
yifady =% sdsiz, @ gehigaw
Fr Aifa Fga &, ST AT WY faw
dife smara agi g €1 zfac
fgegeara & smfvadt, a0 & 397 Y
g6 TT@Eva F) Aifa # ouam A
fRar 21 gn w1d wrd Sy
g, aT@l &1 A7 WY §1 A3
BR @4 UH W d g A,
afes  fae®d ot ga odldy 2w
ol @ ey &1 oW ¥ At
ATEEH  HIET § |

gArR WiMEr fedw At ¥
wraty ¥ S ygy F P, Iaar o
Al o W & Iaw far § geowe
P 9@ E1.9w F wT BRNT
S, 14T BT R, SEdT g
atal 2 fa. dfea Jge & m =,
Jo Tdao Mo A HIYy femI¥ & faug
saa WA Ay § #l¢ 9 7 qade
3Tl wnda 3212 | gamr fagar
gfagta za am 31 wiEN g fa A
¥ EMT FAR G AH AT |
gaR S, A< W g, Iam g W
3R WYY TEETH A Fval |RY

g
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gR ala-Targade &, Tefaadear
: Aifa & 8BR wa¥ gg 34 Fifa
F, WG AGT T 3 UIT &
g1 & taafa & ag arfea #¢
fear & f5 gn fdw Afa & f#ad
WHA kg0 ag afa R Ewm &
faw & adi afer galaesi & fag
Al a%a e

ara faner 3 gg At & der o
B g4t i E WS E 1 F Iaw,
aarar sigal g & gav o, @7 am
farr &, gardy aidf, gurdr weac
A AR [RTE, g maw Tarfw-
Ara & amy @y gl faar § =i-
FE AT qar&d &Ry ag faar
fsod f4 gadse wna 3§ zard
gfasst & fcae milr &1 gard
, fag« Aify amorm § sadifag
¥ OWad Yq Fay WiHdr gheer
Wil #iC s fuga 79 F ueaar
Qal g1

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA (Bom-
bay South): Mr. Chairman, Sir, Enco-
miums have been showereq profusely
by the hon, Members on this side for
efficient monitoring of our foreign
policy. 1 feel, if there is any domain
where our mnational consensus should
work and where it ig working with
unanimity, that national consensus is
in respect of two things, that is, the
defence of the country and the forei-
gn policy of the country.

We are very much forfunate that
we had a background, ag during the
struggle for freedom, year after year,
the resolutions on foreign policy
were adopted and Pandit Jawahar-
lal Nehru, the architect of modern
India guided our deliberations and
he took great initiative in mould-
ing the Indian, mind with regs:u'd
to the approach to our foreign
relations even when we  were
fighting for independence. This was
the foresight of Pandit Jawaharlal

India (M)
Nehru that he fought for China and
he raised his voice for the indepen-
dence of the countries of Asia and
Africa. This hag helped us a lot in
clearing the cobwebs of our minds,
When 1India became independent,
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, as our
Prime Minister as well as the Foreign
Minister of our country, laid down
certajn basic norms, the policy of
neutrality, our relations with two
power blocs and the way in which he
interpreted that earned him great

- praise not only in our country but gll

over the world.

Moreover, what was very much
visible wag that Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru with a vigorous thrust and
Intense desire for worlg peace took
a place in the centre of the
comity of nations and he propounded
certain basic ideas, Panch Sheel
and other tenets which were supported
far and wide by Asian powers as well
as other countries. With this back-
ground. we have to see whether India
is having today the same initiative in
its hands with regard to our foreign
policy. Are we implementing com-
pletely independent foreign policy?
Are we pursuing the policy of equi-
distance? Are we having that initia-
tive in our hands or are we merely
reacting to the forces or the events
that are happening first? Here, I am
talking of certain basic norms and
then I will come to certain specific
events.

Indian foreign policy issues have to
be perceived from the standpoint of
India’s national interests structured
around three concentric circles of
environmental priorities. What are
those priorities? They are: (i) inter-
nal progress, (ii) regional stability
and (iii) global peace and “equitable
pattern of relationship” between
powerful and under-privileged States.
These elements serve as the opera-
tional criteria of India’s foreign
policy.

Evidently, the making of Indian
foreign policy is largely a function of
determining how the emphasis on
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?l':ese three sets of objectives should
be distributed when they exert con-
tradictory pulls over the country’s
foreign policy. This is a useful
macro-analytical framework for study-
ing the problems of Indian foreign
policy-making in general, Equally, if
not more important would be to pro-
vide the micro-analytic, that is, be-
havioural dimension of the Indian
foreign policy-making process. How
the foreign policy makers have tend-
ed to behave in the policy-making
process in response to the emerging
external issue areas. Though our
options are limited, what has beén
our behaviour? whether we have
been vigorous in propounding our
theories in keeping the initiatives in
our hands in the comity of nations
or whether we are dormant and
docile or whether we have merely
reacted to the events that have taken
place.

From the national view point and
in the national interest, I would like
to submit that the basic tenets will
have to be the following:—

(a) Equal friendliness with 1iwo
super-powers;

(b) Long run policy of self-
peliance in defence and develop-
ment; and

(¢) Probing into the possibilities
of normalising relationship with
our neighbours especially countries
like China and Pakistan.

Though this is not an easy process
and not an easy exercise in the light
of the difficulty in assessing Chinese
intentions as well as in reconciling
with their conflicting world view, still
in the midst of these problems, we
have to put in our efforts. Kampuchia
and all these problems come in the
way.

We must search for new relation-
ships with some important countries.

of Government of 680
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We must build India’s deterrent
capability and not merely defensive
capability vis-a-vis its neighbours.

These are some of the basic pro-
blems that I have raised and we
should address ourselves to these
problems.

While monitoring the problems re-
lating to international relations, I
would like to ask where do we stand
with regard to the super powers,

Today we are being sucked by the
super-power rivalry. Whether we
like it or not, we are pushed into the
rivalry existing between the two
super-powers who are at daggers
drawn.

The new approach of the American
administration, after the emergence
of President Reagan whg is guiding
the destinies of America gave rise te
some problems. We shall have to
think denovo. How is the American
policy guided? It is known in the pre-
sent termg ag neo-containment policy.
This ‘neo-containment’ is a term which
is increasingly used now-a-days to des-
cribe Reagan Administration’s global
strategy, We shall have to under-
stand how a particular country,
especially USA, which is a democratic
country, which is wedded to demo-
cratic ideals—we are also wedded to
the ideals of democracy—then how is
it—it is a tragedy—that there is a
gulf of misunderstanding between
these two democratic countries. Why?
Now, at present, the mind of Reagan
Administration is conditioned by the
slogan of neo-containment. Now
Reagan Administration’s global neo-
containment strategy is containment
of the Soviet Union through main-
tenance of forces all around the Soviet
bloc and it is the central thrusy in
their foreign and military strategies.
President Reagan, during his election,
campaigned on the platform for re-
establishing the US military supre-
macy and containing Soviet power
and he got elected. We shall have to
keep this in mind. In his recent
Chicago speech, President Reagan hag
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thrown a gauntlet and a challenge to
the Soviet Union in armg race. He
has asked them to choose between a
very viable arms control agreements
or an arms race with the US. On
the other hand, Soviet Union has
offered to discuss on nuclear weapons
on both sides as part of the arms
control discussions.

A French scholar, in an Inter-
national Conference of the Strategic
Community, pointed out that the cur-
rent US policy is getting distorted by
heing viewed through the prism of
anti-Soviet neo-containment policy.
In his view, the world is bigger than
the Soviet Union and if the USA is
to have a viable global policy, the
Feagan Administration has to re-
asppraise how tg deal with its allies
in Europe and the developing world.

Thev are arming Pakistan on ‘he
plea that they will not allow Soviet
Unicn to get away with it and there-
fore Pakistan hag to be supported.
Now these are seme of the things
with which we are confronted. There
is an enormous amount of mis-infor-
mation about India prevailing in
America. That is what my impres-
sion is. Two events which have come
to light will throw light on this, This
mis-information about India is about
her policieg and her relationship with
the USSR. It is very much misunder-
stood in f merica and other countries.
It is said that most of the pecple
who have moved into the Administra-
tion in America now-a<days are specia-
_liv.ts in strategic weaponry and East-
West relations and have very little
knowledge about the developing
world. This may be one of the fac-
tors; I do not know; but there is a
gulf of misunderstanding, mistrust,
which has to be removed. This mis-
conception about India was about the
Indo-Soviet Arms Deal in May, 1980
because of that Arms Treaty, they
thought that we were leaning very
heavily towards Soviet Russia, and
when they thought that we were lean-
ing towards Soviet Russia, it created
a8 kind of prejudice in their minds.

International situa- AGRARAYANA 19, 1908 (SAKA) of Govt. of 682

India (M)

In fact, this prejudice is being built
up right from the days of Mr. V. K.
Krishna Menon who had been, day
in and day out, attacking the US.A—
I do not know justifiably or unjusti-
fiably because this is no occasion to
say anything, but I am very clear that
most of the time it was an unjusti-
fable attack. Right from the begin-
ing, this kind of prejudice was being
created and over the years it has
been built up...

SHRI RAM SINGH YADAV: At
that time the hon. Member belonged
to the same party to which Mr.
Krishna Men_on belonged.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: 1 had
discussed it with Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru when China attacked us, I had
opposed Mr. Krishna Menon before
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. My learned
friend may not know what was going
on at that time, but it is a fact, and
I am proud of it.

1 was talking about misinforma-
tion. The misinformation ig very
strong, the mistrust is very strong,
the prejudice is very strong in their
minds that we are leaning very
heavily towards one Power Bloc,
namely, the Soviet Russia. I do not
know, but the present Administration
has not been able to appreciate or
weigh it or assess it correctly. That
is what I would like to submit. Of
course, we have also contributed very
ildly to a certain extent because we
have been following our foreign policy
in a very halting manner. When
Soviet troops entered Afghanistan,
what was our first reaction? At that
time it was not that we subscribed
to what the Soviet Union did, but our
leaders, our Prime Minister and our
Minister of Foreign Affairs, were very
late to speak against it. Of course,
now they must be congratulated for
making our policy very clear that we
do not want foreign troops of any
country on any foreign soil, now that
policy is very clear. Our President,
in his banquet speech, told President
Brezhnev that “continuous stay of
foreign troops in another country was
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.unacceptable to India”. That has
been made very clear. But my charge,
my complaint, is that we always re-
act after much water has flown down
the Ganges, we always rise up very
late. We are docile; we do not react
vigorously, immediately, on the spur
of the moment. Of course, on the
basis of our basic principles and
norms, we must give our reactions to
the ever-changing world. We are not
working in the vacuum, there are
many forces and counter-forces at
work in the international arena., But
a successful monitoring of the foreign

. policy demands that we " have to be

always on the alert and we must
always react, and react according to
our national interests. Qur national
interests as well as our basic tenets
have demanded that wherever, in any
part of the world, an aggression has
taken place or foreign troops inter-
vened, we have always condemned it.
But here we were very mild in the
beginning, the impression was created
that. we were shy of saying very
plainly to the USSR. Such lapses
always create misunderstandings. But
I am glad that our President, eur
Prime Minister and our Foreign
Minister, Mr. Narasimha Rao have
2]l made it explicitly clear...

PROF. N. G. RANGA: Repeatedly.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: Now
it comes repeatedly, but, in the begin-

ning it was not done. I asked one
question. ..

MR. CHAIRMAN: In the begin-

ning the situation might have been
confusing.

PROF. N. G. RANGA: We were

not then in power. It was somebody
else.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: I am
talking of the lapses of this govern-
ment after they came to power.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You might give
your own opinion and your own
solution.
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SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: That
is what I am doing. Let us not con-
fuse things more confounded.

Here, what has happened is that
haltingly we are monitoring our
affairs. That is my charge,

Recently, Shri Narasimha Rao in
Karachi has stated very clearly that
India has a vested interest in the per-
manency and separateness of Pakistan.
As far as this aspect is concerned,
I had put a supplementary question
on-the floor of the House when Soviet
troops had intervened in Afghanistan.
When they marched into Afghanis-
tan, I put one question and I told the
Government that in view of this
changed context, people of Pakistan
are almost pining for the friendship
of our country. You are aware that
I have been one of those who have
been advocating very consistently the
cause for the friendship with Pakis-
tan and with all our neighbours in-
cluding China. From that viewpoint I
had asked that people of Pakistan,
the common man in Pakistan in the
streets of Pakistan—in Rawalpindi,
Islamabad and Lahore, have been ask-
ing and there was an apprehension
in the minds of the masses of Pakis-
tan—I am not talking of the ruling
clique there—‘whether India, our big
brother, woulg stand by ug in case we
are attacked? In this context my
question was: are you prepared to
give a guarantee to the people of
Pakistan that if Pakistan was attack-
ed, India would stand by Pakistan?
At that time no clear answer was
forthcoming. Then things developed,
developments took place and there-
after, T asked another question be-
cause Morarji Desal had made a state-
ment that if Pakistan would be atack-
ed, India would stand by Pakistan
and that there was no need for Pakis-
tan to arm itself to the teeth because
that would unnecessarily affect the
economy of Pakistan and create many
disturbances and upset the entire
scheme of things here in the sub.
continent. That is what Mr. Desai
said. In view of that, I again asked
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our Foreign Minister. At that time

he agreed with me. He told the House
“for once yes’ that India was pre-
pared to assure Pakistan in that
regard. Now, these things which are
developing haltingly create apprehen-
sions and they damage or cause harm.
Though we work in the right direc-
tion, we do not work at the right and
opportune moment, it works to our
detriment. That is what I would
submit. .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Tell me whether
our Government would be dealing
with the Government of Pakistan or
with the people of Pakistan over the
head of the Government there?

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: At
Jeast you must give that much credit
to me. I told that these are the pre-
vailing sentiments among the people
of Pakistan and masses of Pakistan.
It was reported in the Press. I was
just basing my argument on that.
Even among the rulers also they had
voiced at that time their apprehen-
sion about Soviet intervention. That
is why they looked askance at India.
"fThis is a fact. That does not mean
that about masses we should not
speak. We also have been telling
that because there are problems, be-
cause of poverty and internal pro-
blems Pakistani rulerg wanted to
* divert the attention of the people
and want to attack India.
Now, having submitted that 1 feel
that there must be a vigorous thrust
as far as India is concerned to cement
our relationship with our neighbours.

Sir, as President Reagan has emerg.
ed on the world areng as I stated, his
policy is there which is described as a
neo-containment. In the same way,
China is vigorously pursuing its poli-
cies all over the world, Now, China
and U.S.A. have come nearer. That
is one aspect of the problem, Among
the Asian countries also, China is
vying with India for its supremacy.
We have never tried for the supremacy
or anything. India has no extraterrito-
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ria] designg anywhere. Irdia has this
background,

MR. CHAIRMAN.
you take?

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA. 1
would like to take at least fifteen
minutes more.

How long will

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yoy have taken
twenty minutes. So, within file
minutes, you finish your speech.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA. That

would be a bit difficult, 7 have just
started. '

MR. CHAIRMAN: I won’t wait for
you. You kindly finish.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: I shail
be as brief as possible, I shall try 1o
cover my points ,only. Now, Sir as
far as China is concerned, India and
China have been friends with their
background about the civih’sationj cul-
ture etc. I had an occasion recently
to go to Ching with a Parliamentary
Delegation as its Member. From what
I could find there, the people of
China have a fund of goodwil] for
our country. The common man in
China is for the friendship of this
country, The present leaders in China
are not those who were just com-
mitted to the old doctrines. They are
not blind to the doctrinaire approach.
But, to-day they have become prag-
matic. The lands from the communes
are released for the private owner-
ship. So, that production inecreased.
These are new approache; that we
have seen and my impression js that
the present leadership in China is
prepared to normalise the relations.
Our official team is already there in
China. It is a very delicate problem—
border problem. I would not like to
say anything on that. It would augur
well for the Asian countries that
China and India should come together
and try to strengthen the forces of
world peace. T wanted to say some-
thing and discuss in detail about
Ching but since yoy have said that
time is very short, I would like to
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cut short my speech and cover the
points. Recently, as far as our neighe
bours are concerned, some anxiety
was being created by Nepal. Nepal
hag started talking about making
Nepal the zone of peace. What was
the necessity for the Externa] Affairs
Minister to rush to Nepal? Because
new developments are taking place
there We shall have to be alert, In

Asian countries I would like to sub- -

mit that we shall have to be always
alert, Our approaches shall have to
be vigorous and our drive will also
have to be very vigorous. There was
an old proposal of Nepal to make it
a zone of peace, They are reviving
it. There is some reason behind it,
Why? Can we dispel the fears of
Nepa] or not? Are we successfully
dispelling their -fears or not? Some
people try to create some troubles—
Nepal wvis-a-vis India. But, under
these circumstances, looking to the
cultural ties, the ties of friendship
etc. there should not be and there
is no problem between India and
Nepal, In spite of that .some mis-
understanding prevails in the minds
of Nepal which we shall have to dis«
pel, i

Now, they are talking of Himalayan
Peace Plan. Now, Sir, we must
understand the reasons behing the
move to put forward the Himalayan
Peace Plan? Is it the original plan
put forward by the Napalese people
or authority? No, Sir. Now, we all are
aware these exists a treaty of friend-
ship between India and Nepal. They
are demanding that Nepal should be
considered a zone of peace,

-

16.48 hrs. }
[Mr. DepuTY-SPEARET in the Chair]

Sir, the External Affairs Minister
has recently cautioned Nepal and has
stated that please do not try to wea-
ken India. That ig a caution or a
warning In the right direction. I am
supporting our External Affairs Mine
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ister on the stand that he took with

Nepal. n

Now, having submitted this, since
the time at my disposal is very short,
I woulq like to draw the attention of
our Foreign Minister to one impora
tant matter, This morning I put a
supplementary regarding the work-
ing of the Iranian Embassy in New
Delhi, the way in which slogans are
painted op the walls, ete. There are
certain norms. There are certain
protocol, some behaviourial pattern,
according to which all the foreign
embassies and foreign diplomats have
to work. 1 pointed out the way in
which the Iranian Embassy in India
is working, Al] these create probh-
lems for us, I would now like to read

. from the Urdu Daily Igbal published

from Srinagar. It says:

“During the last so many months
in the valley of Kashmir parti.
cularly in Srinagar, the New Delhi
Iranian Embassy is increasingly in-
volved in suspicious activities, Pro-
paganda material prepared by the
Embassy is being freely distributed
on the roads of the area and its
posters pasted op the wall. The
material contalned in these is tan-
tamount to interference in the in=
ternal affairs of the country.

The objectiveg of these activities
of the Iranian Embassy is nothing
but to make the Muslims of the re-
gion to accept Iranian point of
view concerning Iran’s war against
Irag. This point of view reflects the
extremist attitude in Iran’”.

I am nyt reading the whole of it. But
this jg the extract from that paper,
Igbal, Urdu Daily, from Srinagar.

I now would like to refer to India
Today which has said something in itg
last issue, There ijs a good photograph
of our Finance Minister Venkata-

) ramanji on the front of the issue of

India Today. In this issue a very dis«
turbing thing hag been stated. It says
that some foreign embassy i3 indulgs<
ing in some smuggling activities, 1t
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it is a fact, that js a very disturbing
type of news. Our Foreign Minister
will have to take some serious note
of it. 1t has been stated in India
Today that some diplomats concerned
with the Soviet Embassy have been
indulging in thig sort of things, When
I reag the news I was very much
disturbed. Soviet Russia is our friend.
I am one of those who believe in the
friendship with Soviet Russia But
consciously or unconsciously if some-
thing is done it creates lot of diffi-
culty for us, I raised the question
about the Iranian Embassy this morn-

ing, If this sort of thing goeg on, it

only creates. more difficulty for us.
We shall have to curb the stme. We
shall have to take steps to see that
such activities are curbed because
they would create unnecessary ten-
sion in our friendly relations. I
would like to conclude with these
words that though we are proceeding
in the right direction, we are lacking
in our vigour, lacking in our initia-
tive and we are merely acting to the
events that are taking place one after
another in other partg of the world.
From henceforth if we mend our ways
and we come vigorous, we take ini-
tiative that wag in our hands during
the days of Pandit Nehru, we shall
be able to play our part more effec-
tively in the country of nations and
we shall be able to strengthen the
forces of world peace,

PROF. NARAIN CHAND PARA-
SHAR (Hamirpur): Sir, it is a very
complicated international situation in
which we are placed today and the
exact context can be framed up by
referring to the communique of the
Melbourne Conference from 29th Sep.
tember to T7th October, 1981. I will
read out one sentence from the Com-
munique,

“Centra] to their concern was &
charge from the detente to confron-
tation, mounting tension between
the super-powerg and the build up
of nuclear arms threatening the
very survival of mankind.”

India (M)

This is a very key portion of the
statement and it shows how concerned
were the leaders who joined at Me]l-

- bourne, Though obviously all over

Europe We are finding a peace march,
in countrieg like West Germany, slo- -
gang like ‘No more place like Hiro-
shima’—no Euroshima—are ringing
the West European air, .But behind
this there is no desire to have peace.
It is a strategy and diplomatic mano-
euvre of super powers that are act-
ing and inter-acting. The Soviet
Russia ig trying to find g Poland in
West Germany. The attempt is that
West Germany which is noy being
swayed by wave of what is called a
new patriotism is coming up slowly
to the realisation that an Austrian
type of neutralism would be better
than deep commitment to the NATO
Alliance and therefore it is that it
has refused to pay.3 per cent of the
escalation for the NATO expenses. In
this context it is to be seep that a
very interesting plan {for laying a
pipeline for carrying gas from Siberia
to West Germany has also been enter-
ed into and agreed upon. Whereas the
West German Chancellor is accusing
the USA of creating unemployment in
West Germany by big industries it is
the Soviet Russia which is coming to
the rescue of West Germany by offer-
ing employment on this side. So, the
Soviet President is also there to
lJaunch a peace offensive. Another
similar attempt iy made by President
Reagan and he, in the last week of

- December last had announceq a 4-

point plan—formerly it wag SALT,
now it is called START Strategic
Armg Reduction Talks, ete. It is very
interesting that he hags offered to re-
duce some of the very important
arms if Russia also cooperates on the
other side. And to this there is a re.
action in Western Europe that they
do not want a zero option. Thig is the
crux of the problem that the move-
ment for peace is not born out of
any desire for peace, The movement
for detente is not borne out of any
desire for avoiding confrontation. It
is the paradox of the situation that
confrontation is leading the vocifer-
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ous cry for peace and we have to
understand it in another context.

Last year, an attempt was made by
certain small powers to have a uni-
versity for peace in the United Na.
tions, The resolution was put forward
and both Soviet Russia and the other
super power—the USA—did not ap-
prove of it. It is the majority of these
non-aligned countries—45 countries—
that co-sponsored the resolution and
that wag passed with the forces of
strong opinion from the delegates,
So, the genuine desire for peace is
missing o both the sides. And I re-
member the days of President Rea-
gan’s election when he useg to say
“Well, if you want the USA to be
second to none, vote for me and if
you want the USA to be second to
one, or others, then vote for Mr.
Carter”. So the desire for military
supremacy is the primary desire of
President Reagan and that is the mo-
tive behind the peace plan which has
been broadcast to parts of Western
Europe and which has been radiated
to Moscow. Moscow’s attempt in
trying to have as many peace
rallies on the western soil is
another attempt for the same thing.
We must not be caught up in the si-
tuation. I am happy that the hon.
Prime Minister has put her finger
rightly on the pulse and described the
presenf international situation ag a
very complicated one; it hag slowly
gone towards the confrontation gnd
detente is no more the ery. Let us
understand our own situation. The
statesmen of the world have been re-
cognising the contribution made by
India towards -the cause of peace.
India was one of the co-sponsors of
the resolution of the establishment of
Univegsity for peace in Costa Rica
last year, whereas the super powers
were not. The other side have not
cooperated fully.

17 hrs.

What ig Pakistan doing? Much has
- been made by our friends on the other
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side of its no-war pact. It has to be
seen properly and what does it mean?
The Pakistan offer first came on the
15th September; it was just mention-
ed in a very cursory manner; it was
not moveqd through diplomatic chan-

‘nels as should have been done. 1t is

only an attempt to befool the people
of Pakistan. I would refer to the
Presidential order of October 1979 of
President Zia-ul-Hagq where he had
declared hig commitment to have an
advisory council, known ag Majlis-
sura that is an advisory council of
the wise. In thig council, 200 talent-
ed people would be chosen and made
to advise him on impotant internation-
al affairs so as to guide the destiny
of the ship of Pakistan. But what has
happened to that? 'On November 13,
1981 when a correspondent asked him.
“Where is your Majlis-sura; what is
the news?”, President Zia-ul-Haq re-
plied: “No news is good news”. Ob-
viously, he could not form that coun-
cil: he could not find even 200 people
out of hig selected followers or in-
tellectuals in Pakistan to advise him.
Similarly, the movement for the res-
toration of democracy, MRD. is at ¢he
nerves of President Zia-ul-Hag. The
result is that he ig upset. Eight par-
ties have joined hands for this; four
parties have mnot joined hands and
they are not in the MRD. These Par-
ties too have refused to support him
in the open. Now, the people of
Pakistan are slowly coming to the
conclusion that India is not g threal
to Pakistan that Russia is not a threat
to Pakistan; it is General’s Govern-
ment it is Zia-ul-Haq's Government
that is the threat to the people of
Pakistan. They are coming slowly
to this conclusion that they have all
along been confused and deceived by
the ‘military regime of President Zia-
ul-Haq. He hag promised to restore
democracy, but nothing has been done. -

We must not be a victim of the pro-
paganda that Kas been launched by
Pakistan, India standg firmly for non-
aggression., That clause js contained
in the Simla agreement. Why does
Pakistan not honour that? As has
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been stated, you calculate the number
of people who have been granted vis-
as by India to visit Pakistan and com-
pare it with the number of people
who have been allowed to visit India
by Pakistan. and who have been re-
fuseq visas to visit India by Pakistan.
You will be able to decide, in your
wisdom, that Pakistan hag not been
fair to India in this regard. They have
not allowed people to go to Pakis-
tan, Visag have been refused on flimsy
grounds, because they are afraid that
people who visit Pakistzn would

bknow the real situation in Pakistan.

.

Pakistan at present is perched on a
very risky gun powder heap and it
cannot move forward. On the one
hand. Pakistan has been raising the
Afghanistan bogy. Of course, we are
not supporting the presence on Afgha.
nistan gsoil of the Russian troops; we
want them to withdraw. and it has
been made clear. Secondly, we also
want to make it clear that it is not a
military solution, that will solve the
problem; it is only a diplomatic and
political decision that will ultimately
solve the problem. Day in and day
out President Zia-ul-Haq cries out
that he would support the Mujahiddins
and he would support the guerilla

~ wars, but is it going to help Pakistan?

-

" wlor the democracy, for

Is it going to help Afghanistan? It is
not going to help anybody. President
Zia-ul-Haq says that Russia has eyes
on the warm gulf waters and it wants
to touch-them. That is what he says.
That is not so easy to achieve. For
Pakistan also, it js a big problem. So,
the only oﬂ‘enswe should be g d1plo~
matic offensive. a political solution,
and that has to come through the non-
alignment movement. The sooner
Pakistan realises this, the better it is
safety, and
gtability of Pakistan and if it doeg not.
it has no chance for any military

solution. Secondaly, T would refer to
the neighbouring countries on the
Indian sub-continent. There are seven
countries. We are happy that there
. are now moves for rapprochement, re-
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conciliation and friendship between
China and India, Any friendship bet-
ween these two countries will create
a good climate not only for the fuiure
of Asia but for the future of the whole
world. For thig reason I am happy
that our official team is visiting Beij-
ing at the moment and the leaders
from their side are also taking a rea-
listic view, From our side we will
like to keep olive branch forward in
the view so that they will also extend
their warm friendship in case they
are so inclined, Whereas we are com-
mitted to friendship with all count-
ries of the world and that we piloted
even China’s case for its UN Member-
ship, we are also determined to see
that India stands op its own feet and
that it does not lose even an inch
and enjoys and gaing self-respect, As
a result of these negotiations India is
not interested in the leadership of
Asia or the world. China may be in-
terested or not, T don't know. But
India is mtereqted in Sino-Indian
friendship: and that should be to the
advantage of the peace- loving forces

and the unity of Asia, which is our
cry.

We are happy that President San-
jiva Reddy has come back after pay-
ing a visit to Kathmandu. He has been
given a warm reception there and the
people of Nepal were looking forward
to his visit

Another development is that Bhu-
tan has respondeqd to our warm friend-
ship and recently the King of Bhutan
hag offered to build one Centre for the
Study of Mahayana Buddhism at the
Nagarjuna University in Andhra Pra-

‘desh. That shows that Bhutan is cul-

turally linked with India and our in-
terests and the interests of Bhutan are
quite mutually helpful.

Similarly with Bangladesh and

" other countries we would like to have

friendship. Small irritants that we
may find and which have been refer-
red to by my friendg on the other
side in Sri Lanka etc. can always be
removed.
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So, here is a move by the leader
of our democracy. Mrs. Indira Gandhj
and the Exteéinal Affairg Minister,
Shri Narasimha Rao to find a solutiun
to the difficult problems in the world,
in the international context of today
through peace offensives, through
friendship treaties, through breaking
of hostile attitudes, through giving a
call for amity and friendship and
through giving a direction in the mo-
vement of friendly relations,

This is not all. Only political ne-
gotiationg will not help. Therefore,
economic solutions are also'to be
found. The world today hag moved
far beyond the original position of
John Foster Dullag and others. I am
happy to inform you that even a coun-
try like Burma has not been criticis-
ing Vietnam. Whereas we have recog-
nised Kampuchea, Burma too, if not
recognising, at least is desisting {rom
criticising the actions or other things
in Vietnam and thereby is also help-
ful in this respect. Therefore. Burma
is also toeing this very line.

1 was talking of new initiatives: and
the Cancun Conference is a step in
the right direction. Eleven countries
first sponsored this conference. Twen-
tytwo countries were interested in it
and they joined their hands together.
And our Prime Minister also was
there, This js for an ushering era of
understanding and inter-dependence.

Now one ploc cannot march over
the head of the other bloc and the
western bloc cannot ignore the Com.
munist bloc. What we have to find is
that the third world interests are pro-
tected and they have to be protected
if the realitieg of the third world
which has most of the resources of
the world—both mineral gnd raw ma-
terial, are appreciated. It is the
finished goods that the two blocg sup-
ply. We understang that at the Glo-
bal negotiations, to Cancun week even
Soviet Russia was invited But if w2
have to call a spade 3 spade,  Soviet
Russia did not join the Conference.
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Of course, we value Soviet friendship
very much, But the reasons for ils
not joining are not convincing. They
advanced the reasons at the global
negotiationg that they are not respoun-
sible “for colonial exploitation of the
world, Therefore. they owe no res-
ponsibility for this. But our appeal
is that in the context of today when
the economic situation jn the world
is increasingly coming to be inter-
dependent, every country of the world
must pay its attention anq its due
share towards a new global economic
order in which the poorer countries
also have a chance to survive if nofy
a chance to flourish; and it is with
cooperation that each has to march
forward. It is not the confrontaticn
that moves us anywhere. If you sce
the present situation right from the
Western countries to the Far East, we
have a gituation which is explosive in
nature. We have a situation which
is explosive in nature, and which has
a potential for destruction; but through
meticuloug care and through wise
statesmanship and a spirit of coopera-
tion and adjustment our Government
is trying to de-fuse the situation and
trying to carry the country forward
and build a better jmage for it abroad,
We are happy to note that whereas in
Pakistan, people are slowly and slowly
unable to find even an advisory coun-

cil, here is a Parliament working, and- ¢

here are the State "Assemblies which
carry the flag of democracy forward.
Our goal is world peace, and the
prosperity of the common man.

With these words, I congratulate our”

Prime Minister and the Foreign Minis-
ter for their efforts to further the
cause of world peace, universal under-
standing ang new international econo-"
mic order.

SHRI RATANSINH RAJDA: T have
just talked about “From Russia with
Love” which has come in ‘India To-
day’. At that time, our hon. Minister
was not here. T would like to draw
hig attention to this It i« a wvery
serious charge. Some members from
the Soviet Embassy have been indulg.
ing in smuggling, You might have
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read it. I do not say whether it is

Jlght to.wrong. I will hand it over to

you.

ot freent s W (FT )
g Wi, A T WA GO A
FogEr g g | K & @A ad
ZET Hi< wrew fafreee qige & e
@A ARGl B |

.

fugy i tr?rT REdgaT AT,

C o AT T weﬂ 5 HH rﬁm.

¥ oagt T ef‘m q 34T 4T |
Tl g & A wm 8 fear |
gn W Ry gl wifREd F
TEI-AAD A< qFIHT FE @
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Yoi wq el fF gfRar & mm A
foad; a@F @3 § g4l T[T 3,
gt wee, fhag gfea wda &
o< g4 ¥ BT e qrga A
a3 ghax g fr fggaam & glaar
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fRadi  Facam® 1 Svdiq g
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g | FaAAT A d AT AT TGS
g FATe aO< 7RT 3 T geaFm A48
FL GHA | IFAT  FEA § TS
g3 M § faeg Sawfsr mwiw
F AR g qél Fi E, e
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gi i & @ SIQ 4§ F4T FEAT
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a1 @ & THi FEAEi g | TG g
wRa  fuimies @gs & W gard
R I EC I CIE CEeE: 1 IR B <1 RO T8
9¢ (T qIH F S g fF F-gargee
F Wadd qgiwel Fgi g | AW-
TATEOE T W@ g fF g add 4%
§C WA W ol /T |

Sl &F  whqifaRiT #1 qied
E G ST HgE | WE S a6 Fg
WS, Hie-w® ¢ ald qTE Fi S |
IV OF §@ g0 3Ed A wid g |
¥ Wigid o agl 9w gan faw §
adafaedia #0 diFua gfeua
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AT P A F@T YT F q8F QA9
A & TR O RO (i I
gisfearars, & @9, 0 Fi aFH
dfagdi saFTAlEy FTIGE ST
g 97 # Aaifara 3 wid ag
TG o AN g | W< SEF o®
gurds qifeidi &7 aTea® &, HA |l
ST FR g ge fF g af|dr
faw  agi @8, fauaais o & 7Ei,
Fegfaar W Wl HiC ammig § W
favger g@a & A< I GE AT
@GR

ffcam & wafeas & &g
Figi w§ fod + wd 3@ G Ay
3 fag <fia fFye sa faafas
# wg Tgw, Wi ¥ osai &
aT¢ qFE FT EIRE GLUT WA
Faik HE-FE ARG, AW WA g
fe ugw & 99§ aid Fg WS wgl
GF IH T g Wi 94 €THe
ff¢ wgl TGO widar | 9T TS §F
qi wglt gAT sdhee ® wgl &
qAE AT | TN UE Fid AT GLAT F
fo Sa edeic qF T3 Hi< AT
wzve Wi fee fag foar sdi~--
i & i S qur "IN Wi
SgIS ©qT 9T ag faedr wind JUa
Fl KT W ST @I 9T q ST B
fag szne ¥ fedr i< S #) @
Al T T T WL W< S F
§ A g 4gh W8 FET g
Yl FEHR T ST Hiw A, R
i fuimese darga @ agrfa ifse
HEE B SWe W gW A F8 WEC
feur ar, sa 1 W oF SarE
TE AL | FF GATNET adli, 0F
fumg; fsts, gadi fmividi s,
At fimd s mE #wix =
TE AT i< g g N @A W
g & fawe @iz Fur ar ? o
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@i wgy g f@ g} g eaedi g
@ &1 st § feax gd fae-
fade F@ § zafad nwos =g
- @GR di TRAT Hifgd 1 g
q@ WAh gRES F  gafeaw
farma it wdl | fgarw a=q ¥,
FE g TE TV FIW &, F<
TIRIE Wl g | TE a<g Q@
faadarm ¥ wOdi TG AT
g1 S g AR TG TH FWE
g S9d AEHA FIHT A W
AR AG G 1 AT T FHT )
A SIET WSI AsAA daf@d
Iq e o 78 faadi, ¥ePA Bi8-
fazi agi F3 Teaiq qud F gl
g2 | ®RHSG qla W g, Wi A
gFl 9 YT FW g 1 AR FE
FHR g TG SHA F oql TR
FEH & HEA H T S
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g faqr AHR G AT F ORIAr
FAT Y& P g /3 T wE
TR FTATT D AT AT TFGC g 0
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gqi § & agi w3 a4 |, wiqd
"R gGrg WG AN BT TS ey
W &1 war TG AR mEwT
F A Siodio QY § 7 A, A
qarT A F T FE TT FrABAT
LR UN T Arew g Far g
I9F) fead TR & 1 DEY F)
g FEIG ¥ 5 Hii H‘,ff qr |
AFT A warA wA &, 94
FAGLGT A TIKL @ | S g9
FERT QA qi, IIX A5 wh F
stig 7§ fradi 40 i< fea adl
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& qmq s fT w7, a@ Fgr Wi
T AL ) I TF <@ ¥ A WIAT
% WY AR W g A
vqA &40 ST fear w0 gwAr

T WeAl T TTA IIEULT HEIT
q JOH weAE e §OF oA
A7 At & fag e fRar

oft frg g feg 31w (Fzarn):
ey AL, gAR W F fadw
7 gl 3@y € fa gaR 2
gatal ax Tra, aifseaa wil
gaaa faa st ox Zmf@ Far

g E FqarRa H ough d wsgafg

F gl » arg fan ga ¥ &gt &
gidaal @gm o 9dm ¥ oy
afgad} & ganrd ) <& ¥, 3w F
qi¢ 7Y 1T @) Arar g fphowray ¥
fgare wes «@TT g¥dad gard
FATH 9 ¥d gr 1 I P Al
AT ARARr F Gfas dqd god
g, a3 @ wRar fedafaar i 45
w7 grafaa ¥ afada ad & fag
TaciMia feqar 1 Ta a1 &
gav arad §, d g4 Fowa ¥ adr
g& & & A a@r agigg oluar
F 9HTA Yo ATr AT AZ Fiiwa
7 1 & 5 ag &) am «@iar g7
&, Wiy ag arfes 73 g oar fudr
Fa OFM g g, AF Tad @ FY
g 9v 3 @%r Mg, afes aga
¢ I3F IT A WATAT A gV
asr wig 1 ufEeam, swdHEr wie
Ara==T qAT H\fwa s vg § fa
w1 ¥ fgars @ faq & i
71 IBT, Y AL €T Y 4@
arsgar g f5 3 d1 99w @
aaqEl Fis '3 F faqw § Fd
g W W@ T oA oA w®)
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ag agar & & andwr 8 dg-
@ FE wTrE ad) M) T8 AFE
T Wl gaT qrad ag Hw F37
W'E 5 T 9E-8% nem Al
F F Iw E, T AR ATRIrR AT
AR IE | T Im Faw ¥x fRamwe
HEAUGE 9T A w9Ar RO
F AAMT TFAr ATEA & | T@ TFIW
a & 2 7g § 7 uw o gaFw
gfeard & fast @ v gad "
FAFT Tl I @9 FAW A
AT AR Iadl I I 97 FIAW
W@ 3 TR A Ffew w9 g
RAEElA Aa o 3@T F1 fad

w &f

1962 & 1975 a% g W
97 43 ¥ a™A BT ¥F, a3 HANFT
AT T I A Y Fr & f5 ag
FHT AT @A ® A ¥ faQw ®
fody Y saTe F we2 af agwror
A o fAg fBan g@ gaa) arw
A &8 I H7 IJGA( year
¥Tr dar Al & fo gaa gaviEv
ar gaw fFe o7 IR SeEarsl
4 RE Fen I A1 0F7 FEIET
gt #AT wifgr fan 3 fa gn
fody ws wfda & e A =& ST
A Sar & st = rsec St 3
g 97 A9 «amr f& ge¥ ags
W F &Y AFMFATara § =q1 AT
w0 fadw &7 %1 Ane aga @ Q@
AMTH 94 T ¢, wRaTiEm s
H aga ¥ UF AME Q8% WA §,
fa av  aesm  mgdY  wfafear
arfgr #aar Ifuaq gt ar &)
98 aga @ gaWal  g--gard
WHYA " ST KL gark fagw A

ft aga & wRF § AR faa @

A aar 93 ama 9T S FEm IFTAC
Hifgw, a @dfard IS Ar @ €\
2860 LS—23. '
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d 8y} T4 Ara) & 219 #T § g
FLAl ARl g-—

A FZT & agwal § ARIAT LFAR
ag ag & ) ANl qan )

FAM F F3AT & Mg gAR fage
4@ TR FAM qarA FddT AAMQIT
Fifvrer & ¢ F1 w3 FaA
A, afer 93 faws % o sAeaT
eTI-TIAT dd@  Fr S Afgs
afsargar & o fasfga wmT #oF
qqi F A7 9%, AT AT D aAH
qT B9 aFW F Ffwn F9Q E—
adr and wiv fawe  affeafaay
¥ fwg g & amar f@or Qe, F
fag guid wura we =ix fazm
gat aner sifim #° W § Hiv
g #1oaF g 5 dar ger o
amda AqE g @M # faar e

AT aga & WA gArd dmed
F vy § gur sAs fagm arfagy
¥ Sorr &1 & Y aga gWa H ag
sgar =gnl 5 «gf as ufd@m
¥ A¥H g, agt 97 gF  AfaF-wma
TRA ¢ @l 2 M oo faad
Y dde g ar st waifas s
g aum gaF faedr «fagm + Sar
Fv 2@, #&F AR T ah Tarfuc
AW Adl g ATl g | UF ATy
A g f um 9 g8l Wi T
BT HT &L &AT T4TAG oA
3 Snsfea & faw gamr g% aqr
WWal ¥ ue fagg & €@ A0 Y
IFAA F @ F¥ Nd FT §,
Jad WA A TF YR A nmAd
gal & f& fageam &1 68 #4g
£ wrardr ary Im { ey v ¥
feadr a®Aamds, AddE Fa-HR
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g0 g1 ufa gfaal & I3 qar H
Szi Afa® AFr Wiaa FT VB
agi gn¥ wfewear as say 2
A a1 & wigd ¥ A fang
@e w0 anara fag #9794 ¥ Far 5
gary M F1 Aral F7 &gl aFA(E
g ¥ ARy oo safFny maag
3z 2-—Afr T ;X Ha. H 40
wfama, guARTA @@ 78F §- -Fiar
#@r fradr aFdrs arfseary e
fargeara 2 arfaeara w@ay faar-
faay =« &ar g TFaTr aAFAE
qrffera 2 fzmgeara @ 3@t F
a8t g1 @fer @ ar 33 3T ¥
{8 ga I gag woaFaq a7 §
ot ww aw arr fRe srar g,
afdy gard fgegeara & i &t
Th wH Fr fANE ¥ AT AT R

. AT Fgd A wd adAa I @
g fa wffesa #wte fgegeam =)
9gd wrE-A1€ 4, ®a JA F) ALIN
42 #| ®fA a4l Afgg | Fasaw
wgea, F-T7 FIGT AR ST 97
ghz & dd mr wa arfseara &
7T § ga 9 ArEsT fRar aan
qrfacata & am@sl F [9q SRS
fedi # g 3 fag, znA aafagy
F BIM F faw, gamr 8 warg
feg &, 78 *1 nwan aganr @,
fag @ § maga +3& @ 1 Ffwq
M Mare 73 F @ § fay wmg
faunr anaAtar fmar war, Star g
A fr FMT W@ A, qIE) 9778
Ak 34 a AW R I
al@® i ), AMFa 93 frawr
NENAT gAr a1 92 4T aYg-A¢s
® RO and a@ aF 1 Iy N
T wa ag ngen fEa--wy @ W
(33, &I ArE--f& wrva & wrg
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3% g0 3 syagrw faar srar wfge
1 agt 9w s whfFTad s 4,
I4F1 2z AgA AL gAr AR IaF
ger faar mary mrs mwdr, &
ML § TF-16 4§ agraﬁ 3
qeate, Y 414 @) TE! B- —F6F) AT
¢ o Tu A F Ad avar f
Ty ® arfaeara &1 wiaa WA
g 23r B, AMMa F g4 FT FgAW
¥ @ & AW galr Hix fgegerm
& wig wifq & a1 #e 3-—ag
@ dar § gar EE “gm R TM,
an@ H g aﬁ‘rqr~ gl &rq'@r Alanl
f za year@ & ga®r wgan @Al
arfgn wqe wrg g1 wrg § ag W@
fagza Fvar =gt § amdr fagw
A& st ¥ fa zalt 3@ 1 WRE
A Fga0¢ dga FAFF B | AW
w1 gurer S 43R §, 3% ¥ &d
ge ot fefegaea & @ mqanv
ML g4t 9da F ozam, ag F
AW yIfFeata & TAfaas it ad
o@% Fw & 8 a3 aga memn
FAFA 4T B UH WFIT F gaw
2o & fadig ¥ urfseara Uear oiv
arfagars Stfaaas @ware Sgx
INaal TZal 8 090G IR 47 &1
q AUed) ar IAMfasa @, wA @
FE Tar ala Ag gard A
ofg gar® F17 a3 grev wdy
ame Wiy § A 2@ qrfawam @),
Far @ g, A, 2r wARAR0
g, AR M w=T & Aamwm g,
A F GRI IH &7 FI Faka d2IT
Agt faur srar 1 gart T W WY
TH K78 &1 SAAa, Jow f@ar @rar
arfga ) |

Th WrE agy w3 WY W
77 wrar s TESe T FE @
q 5 gaR 23t 9g uh T€ FAAT 2
fa gak 3 N &t mamam 7 &,
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FAF AR # TINrEE 1 F g WA 7a 3,937 QX 6T ¥ zady =9
37 331 g fa afz arfaeara &y a gifes aurd fagq @& v v
M ¥ M-IET gHT war g, A Bal S1gar § A1¢ 9gra @y v
qrea FA4T A ga & "R oar 25 Fgar g W Maal #g T a0
9g*g FAF TFa4 FI AT [ERATAl alfa &HQ FI0 F
@ifgg f» aiefarar @t § ok
fay 770 3 3 AT SHRI AJITSINH DABHI (Kaira):

- g -Sre?... ) GI; ilTZIT_%, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, the United
F1 F 9@ W4T F4T F 1 oF aF States of America has taken a decision
g1 AW WARR F( A |AFAIT, to give Pakistan, our neighbour.
o o J-J . -y $3,200 million - military economic

; > a e

da TAIT I, °F ?q} & f‘a'arT assistance package. Again, it is also
A [YAT 99 &3 1 A Ee ' F decided by America to supply the

agl va RT HI &g a® gATA latest and sophisticateg arms includ-

. s _ ing the F-16 Fighter Bombers to
faza Afe &mara qé} g\"ﬁ I Pakistan, Again America has supplied
Advance Warning and Control System

qf @ur £ fa F £ 3 (AWCS) planes to Saudi Arabia and
N N Rl AT it is also noteworthy that the Defence

L]

& R .fazsr HAT AR EQTTFT Minister of Saudi Arabia hag declared
AT qAl A7 wFr T OIAT S0 DU that Saudi Arabia will stand by Pak-

T g * TYTF H(T- " istan in war or peace. Further, as we
¥ _é} g -ﬂ?‘ o4 ﬁra‘i S 1980 all know, China has formed an alliance
F A Far A BT F qanr with America and it has also supplied

Ef F1 yuEa f42a AR F oar military hardware, ammunition and
F-16 Fighter planes to Pakistan

ne amﬁ “EF 3 omAr e, wa Further, Ching has constructed
? oAurar fagw  fer¥edn  q@r Korakoram Highway linking Pakistan

glaar &7 garR agl mr @ § Ak occupied Kashmir with Sinkiang in
China. It shows that there is un-

gAR Far g’ *q*ar‘r‘il ST @7 aq declared military alliance between
AT YT W@ 98 & | %@ ava Pakistan, America, Saudi Arabia and
4 fazg § w9ty &1 9w Al we Communist China. This undeclared
~. . ' alliance has endangered the security
= et | ;

gar &1t w4r S g1 Frfa = of our nation,

T gar A v
In October last our Prime Minister

went to Mexico to attend the Cancun

=iq a’h 9T # ‘-’E‘Ef gl Summit Conference. She apprised Mr.
A0 AFar F4TF Maneas ags Reagan, American President, of the
F AT H garr g wfufafa- danger to the security of India and
e wEi 01 ¢ h als._o to the peace in the South East
aTa gt 9 997 3T 7gr g AfEa Asia. She said the up-dated military

aid given to Pakistan will be used

Q. .
H I3 a®mg A Tanr @ agar
againgt India as it had happened in

agar f& gz

r:E gf‘ F GW&TF{T&&EH the past. To this President Reagan
ara AT arfgg A ganmr ) explained by saying that America
gfrar /vq ¥ @rar gul &, 38 3 had taken this decision because
fi 9= America Wwas worried about the
qi‘r-a B-:r fﬁﬁ;ﬂ --* A a.rfgq _t g4 presence of Russian troopg in
FMET 3 1 fAFar F §iw, adm Afghanistan, This particular expla-

L] fs g 5\'6.?: ﬁﬂ':f 3 F arT nation of President Reagan j; un-
swallowable. Firstly, because America

NI TIF i
AL & also knows well from the Report of
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the Rand Corporation that even after
the presence of Russian troops in
Afghanistan Pakistam considers. India
to be its ‘enemy No. 1’ Soon after
the Russian troops entered Afghanis-
tan Pakistan had rejected the request
of Ameriea to re-deploy its forces to
meet cOommunist danger from its
Western border. Even to-day ouf of
six corps of Pakistan Army only one
is located near the Afghanistan
border but five corps of Pakistan
Army are near the Indian border,
Thug practically the whole Army of
Pakistan is lined up against India.
It is not positioned against Afghanis-
tan border. Therefore, the American
President lives in a fool’s paradise. Or
shall I say in the Holywood, where
ag an actor he had fought mock
battles, if he thinkg that with only
one corps of Pakistan Army, Pakistan
would be able to ‘stem the tide of
communism.’

Again, Americang are praising the
No War Pact offer made some days
back to India by Pakistan President
Zia ag if India wantg to wage war
against Pakistan. But this No War
Pact offer is nothing but the result of
conspiracy between America and
Pakistan to find an excuse to arm
Pakistan with latest and sophisticated
weapong including F-16 Fighter
Bombers and thus to put Pakistan
ten years ahead of India go far as
armamentg are concerned.

After the assassination of Mr. Sadat,
President of Egypt, the Prince Fohd
of Saudi Arabia wantg to become the
leader of Arap countries, Saudi Arabia
hag deposited billions of petro-dollars
in American Banks. Now, America
wantg to help Saudi Arabia in order
to build up army with sophisticated
electronic command system so that
Saudi Arabia would be the nerve-
centre of the American forces. They
would stay in Saudi Arabia under
the pretext of fiighting for that
nation. The sale of five "Advanced
Warning and Control Systems
(AWACS) by America to Saudi Arabia

of Government of 712
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is a proof of the intention of America.
Now, the intention of Saudi Arabia
is also there. Tt ig two fold. One is
it wantg to deal with the insurgents
within ity own country. Secondly,
Saudi Arabia wants to cooperate with
America in its arm strategy with
respect to the persian Gulf and the
Indian Ocean. So far ag this strategy
is concerned, it has its origin in the
‘rapig deployment of force’ proposed
to be used in the event of danger to
Gulf-oil-flelds. All these things are
important ang note-worthy because,
asg I gaid, 3 few dayg back, the Defence
Minister of Saudi Arabia hag de-
clared that Saudi Arabia wil]l remain
with Pakistan in war and peace.
Pakistan is, again, going to get a
loan of petro dollars from  Saudi
Arabia.

China, our neighbouring country on
the North which had attacked us in
1962, thinkg that it ig the natural
leaders of South East Asian countries
and considerg India ag its rival. As
a matter of fact, India never aspired
nor does aspire to become the leader
of the South East Asian countries.
India considers al] of them to be its
friends. But, never the less, China
has formed an alliance with America
and is supporting Pakistan economi-
cally and also militarily, as I said
in the beginning. Our delegation
headed! by the Foreign  Secretary,
Mr. Gonslaveg has already reathed
Peking to make a background for
negotiation to gettle certain problems
like border dispute betwWeen us and
China, which is the foremost. So far
as China’s attitude is concerned, I
want to quote my previous speech in
the Budget Session, because we have

to be very careful in dealing with
China.

“China hag been always adept at
double dealing. It unashamedly
blowshot and <¢old at the msame
time. When China is going on with
a good smile negotiating with you
it may. be laying mines behind you
so that you may perish if you are:
recalcitrant.”
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Therefore, I hope that our delega-
tion, which is there will be very
cautjous while negotiating with its
counterpart “in China, In blatant
violation of the United Nations’ re-
solution to make Indian Ocean a
zone of peace, the United States has
piled the latest and sophisticateq nu-
cleay arms in the Diego Garcig island,
thus making this island a formidable
military base from which India can be
threatened and attacked. On 3rd
March, this year, the Pentagon had
openly declared that America wated
to upgrade the air base in the Diego
Garcia island for the deployment of
B-32 fighter bombers which are the
backbone of the American arms. ¥From

this island which is indeed a formid- -

able military base, India can be at-
tacked at any time. Therefore, the
militarisation of the Diego  Garcia
island is a constant threat to the
soveriegnty of India.

Fortunately we have
Indira Gandhi as our Prime Minister
who has the correct understanding
of the international events and she
has also inherent diplomatic talents
in her. I fact, all these qualities
have made her a world leader. Re-
cently she made a whirlwind tour of
foreign countries and before inter-
national formus and alsp in her
persona] meetings with foreign digni-
taries, she made abundantly clear
India’s policy vis-a-vis international
situation. During her tour, she
maintained India’g stand for peace and
for peaceful cooperation irrespective
of whether a country has a particular
politica] philospopby or Government.
She also said that India believeg in
setting international disputes not by
force but by bilateral dialogue. She
also reiterated India’s policy of non-
alignment. She said that this policy
of non-alignment is not the result
of weakness or fear. She openly de-
clared that India had been attacked
five timeg within a span of 30 years
and, therefore, this time, India does
not -want to be taken unawareg or
sleeping, The people of India are
ready to meet any eventuality.

Shrimati -
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Nepal is our neighbour and our
friendship with Nepal is more than
thousand years old. We are also
helping Nepal. But now Nepal has
come forward with a  proposal
that Nepal should be made a
zone of peace guaranteed by the two
Super Powerg and also by China and

India. This is nothing but directly
and deliberately inviting Super
Powerg into the relations between

India and Nepal Therefore, we should
think twice or rather we should think
several times before accepting this
proposal of Nepal,

Our policy of non-alignment is not
liked by many countries like America.
In oul own country, there are also
some people who criticise our policy
of non-alignment  But, ag a matter of
fact, it ig because of this policy of non-
alignment that India has achieved
such g great internationa] stature in
the world. Some say that India is
tilted towards Russia., Thigs is not
correct. During her recent tour of
foreign countries our Prime Minister
hag openly declared that India is
neither pro-Russia nor anti-America.
Again India is neither anti.Russia
nor pro-America. The Prime Minister
had told the foreign correspondents
that she had told Russian leaders
personally and openly that Soviet
Russia should vacate Afghanistan One
would recall that though during the
Bangladesh war in 1971, Russia had
helpeq India, still, our Prime Minister
Indira Gandhi did not  accept the
Asian Security concept of President
Brezhnev and exchanged ambassadors
with Communist China.

The policy of non-alignment that
our nation is following is, therefore,
correct.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER. The time

is over.

SHR1 AJITSINH DABIII: Shri
Jawaharlal Nehru gaid that India will
follow non-alignment even if there
was no country to follow it and even
if it meant that we have to plough
a lonely furrow,



715 International situation DECEMBER 10, 1981

and Policy

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Hon.
Members the list of speakerg now
available before me is over. There-
fore, I think the Minister can reply

now.
THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL

AFFAIRS (SHRI P. V. NARA-
SIMHA RAO). Mr, Deputy
Speaker, I am grateful to

the 15 Hon. Members who have
participated in this debate, a debate
wrich hag spanned two sessions of the
House, It started in the last session
and has concluded today. That shows
the amount of interest and the
keenness with which Hon. Members
wanted this debate. I gm glad we had
it because the benefit is entirely
mine,

It hag been stateq by several
Members on several occasions dand
stated by-mé Also fhat we are conti-
nuing the very wholesonie tradition
of a consensus in foreign affairs in
this country. If there is a consensus
in Parliament, if meang that there is
a consensus in the whole country.
That is why I would not take up the
time of the House by repeating what
all has been said in favour of the
policies of the Government. That is
hardly necessary.

I would only refer to a few points
raised on behalf of what Mr, Indrajit
Gupta termed ag the misguided
fringe. I shall lightly touch wupon
those points because those points
deserve only a light touch. Nothing
beyond that.

18 hrs.

On the positive side, I entirely
agree with Members who have given
a vivid picture of the dangers that
the world faces today, the danger of
extinction and the danger of a nu-
clear holocaust, Theréfore, the impor-
tance that they have attached to
disarmament. is entirely well-founded
and India has always been in the
forefront of the cause of disarma-
ment.

We have not made any distinctions
between one kind of a nuclear weapon
and another kind of nuclear weapon.
We have not tried to quibble between

L
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these weapons nor tried to take
positions which are not -clearcut.
We have taken a clearcut position.
Whether a neutron bomb is a good
thing or a bad thing, whether a
neutron bomb, as compared to the
other nuclear bombs, is some-
thing to be preferred as a lesser
evil—we have not gone into those
niceties. Right from the beginning
we have said that we stand for total
disarmament because We consider
nuclear weapons of mass destruction
as a crime against humanity and
therefore, we come to the of resistable
conclusion that we just cannot make
any distinations between weapon and
weapon, all of them should go, lock,
stock and barrel. That has been
India’s stand and we have never
swerved from that stand, '

On several occasions various coun-—
iries have approached us with several
different formulations. It is possible
that a particular formulation may be
very tempting and very attractive to us
in one respect. But if you go into
the depons of it, you will find that
somewhere it clashes with our basic
approach. We have been persistently
and consistently refusing to fall for
these other formulations and we have
stuck to our original formulation,
namely that we want the aboittion of
all nuclear weapons and we want
total disarmament.

Now this looks Utopian. People
have told us that we have taken a
stand which is not capable of reali-
sation in the short run. We have
turned round and asked them
whether their formulations are really
capable of realisation in the short
run, Obviously they' are not. So
there is no point in éur diluting our
stand because we See that there
cannot be a winnable war by nuclear
weapons. We cannot see any war
which can be limited to » particular
erea or to ga particular weapon
or to a ‘particular’ section of
humanity or a country. It
is just not possible, We do not subs-
cribe to all those theories and there-
fore, we say that all nuclear weapons
should go and total disarmament has
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to take place. I am glad that tnis
stand has been endorsed by Members
once again.

This basically is the non-aligned
stand, All non-aligned countries and
more or less a very vast majority in
the international community  has
agreed with this and, therefore, we
are in very good company, We do not
have to neutralise it, we donot have
to change it and we shall continue to
stick to it. Then what is more im-
portant for our purposes to-day is
the Ilinkage between disarmament
and development, The stage has
come when mankind will have to
choose between the armaments and
development. You cannot have both.
Yoy cannot have armamentg to your
heart’s content or to the heart’s con-
tent of those who want them—we do
not want them anyhow. The third
world does not want them anyhow. But
even those who want them for any
reason Wwhatsoever, have to choose
between the two. That time has
come, That stage has come. We have
seen that very affluent countries are
now afflicted by all kinds of econo-
mic difficulties. They have inflation,
they have unemployment and they
are not able to balance their budgets.
Once this escalation in their defence
expendiiture has taken place once for
politica] reasons they have decided
on this escalation consciously and
deliberately in the hope that they
would still be able to balance the
budget, in the hope that they would
have the guns and the butter both,
they have perforce come to the con-
clusion that this is not possible—not
even for them. I am not talking of
the developtng countries; I am talking
of the developed couniries themselves
that they cannot have guns and
butter both. Obviously, there is very
little to say in regard to developing
countries,

Therefore, if there is the principle
of inter-dependence, which is being
accepted by more and more countries
te-day, how does development come?
Where do the funds for development
come from? Obviously, they cannot

India (M)

come from anywhere because, in the
afluent countries, in the developed
countries, they themselves are not in
a position to find funds for their
own development given a particular
quantum of outlay on armaments.
Therefore, thig money has to come
obviously from that earmarked for
armaments, There hag to be a cut on
the armaments. Only then will this
money flow in the other direction. So,
the choice between these two, i.e.,
development on  the one hand and
armaments and extinection on the
other this is the real choice before
every country to-day, befare hu-
manity to-day and that is why we
were very clear in our minds when
we went to Cancun when we pre-
pared for Cancun. For the last one
year this preparation had been going
on. Many eye-brows went up, Many
peoplée told us that we were wasting
our time and energy and that this
was not going to ‘happen. They said
that it was not possible for the deve.
loped and the developing countries to
come together gand to come fo an
understanding  in regard t, the
economic re-structuring of the world.
But, we stuck to our guns and said
that at some point or the other this
has to take place, we just cannot go
in two  different and irreconciliable
directions for ever. They have to
meet at some point or the other. We
had these preparatory meetings and,
finally, we came to a framework, to
a working formula, by which these
22 heads of Governments could meet—
some of them developed, some of
them developing, some of them, per-
haps, middling—not quite developed,
not quite developing either. So, all
the typical kinds of levels of deve-
lopment will be found in these coun-
tries. They met and they accepted
the principle of interdependence. This
inter-dependence has brought us to a

stage where a further dialogue has
become possible.

Last year, when we were in the
United Nations for the 11th Special
Session, we found that we could not
make any headway—neither on the
timeframe nor on the agenda nor on
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anything in regard to the North-South
dialogue. This year, the position is
not very much better, but it is a little
better and, we hope, that the effect
of Cancun will be felt in the further
proceedings in the General Assembly
or further proceedings in the other
agencies of the United Nations. Bo,
this is how, inch by inch, we are
going forward to a situation where
real interdependence is realised on
all hands. It is very easy to accept
inter-dependence in theory on paper.
But, what doeg it mean? Inter-
dependence really means, in terms of
the people of a developed country,
that they will have to sacrifice some-
thing in order to benefit themselves
in the long run, not merely the deve-
loping countries. They are not giving
" any charity. But, they are benefiting
themselves as much as they are bene-
fiting the others because the interests
are inter-dependent. This is the
realisation that has to come not only
at Government level but at the level
of the people. As I once said,. if
there is a family in a developed coun-
try which wants the next car for it-
self—if it has got two cars already,
it wants a third—that family has to
understand that the possibility of its
getting the next car will depend on
the possibility of some family in some
other country geting the next meal

Inter-depepdence in faet means
this, It is being realised. I do not
say that we are really galloping to-
wards it. But, inch by inch, very
slowly, we are going towards the full
realisation of this. It will take time.
But it will come, it has to come, we
do not have any alternative to it.

I have already referred to the ques-
tion of Peace. In this connection, I
would like to say that when we take
a non-aligned stand, there is bound to
be some criticism,—at least from two
quarters, if not more. Because, a
Non-aligned stand does not fully tally
with one side or the other and there.
fore there is bound to be some kind
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of criticism—mild or strong—depend-
ing on the issue.

But today, what we have to realise
is that this kind of dichotomy, this
kind of totsl estrangement between
the two sides, two blocs, cannot con-
tinue for ever, hecause we find, as a
matter of fact, that on several points,
on several issues, what happens is
this: You have the non-aligned coun-
tries on the one hand, then if you
take the others together you can call
them by the generic name of ‘non-
non-aligned’. And Dbetween these
twp, Yyou find agreement on
many matters,. How is it that
some European countries today take
a much closer stand to that of India
or that of the non-aligned on matters
like, say, Nambia South Africa, Wesi
Asgia, Middle-East, North-South, Can-
cun,—all these? How is it that they
are much more forthcoming in their
attitudes, and much more liberal, let
us say, or much closer to the atti-
tudes of the Non-aligned countries?
The fact of the matter is that it is
no longer possible to divide the whole
world into two water-tight compart-
ments and to see that each compart-
ment contains its own countries so
tightly that they cannot take any
other view except the view of the
compartment itself. The compart-
mentg are cracking. And therefore,
India’s effort has been, and the effort
of the non-aligned world has to be,
to make as many friends as possible
outside the movement, because—Ilet
us face it—the future of the world
not only depends upon the non-align-
ed but even more so on what happens
outside the non-aligned movement;
because, the power of destruction is
not in our hands, it is in the hands of
those who are outside the movement.
And therefore, it would be in the in-
terest of the world and of world
peace, that the Non-aligned move-
ment makes as many friends as pos-
sible outside the movement. This is
what we have been doing. We are
being benefited and also benefiting the
others in this process; we have a tech-
nological base; we are having co-ope-
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ration in several fields of technology
with these developed countries. This
is because India is in a position -to
absorb any rsophisticated technology
which any developed country will be
able to give,

So, India’s position has been recog-
nised, has been acknowledged, as the
country where the highest possible
technology can be easily absorbed.
And therefore, other countries are
coming closer to us. And this again
is an example of interdependence.
They find that some of their indust-
ries do not pay, for various reasons,
economic reasons, within those coun-

tries, while the same industries, with

the same technology, can flourish in
India, because, India has better con-
ditions, more congenial conditions. It
is again a question of understanding
conditions in each other’s country and
trying to get the best out of this situ-
ation. So, we are doing this.

Coming to the Indian Ocean, we
have supported the jdea. We have
been co-sponsors and we have been
taking a consistent line right from
the beginning. I have answered a
number of questions in both Houses
on the Indian Ocean. The only ques-
tion that seems to be naggitng Mr.
Indrajit Gupta all the time is this
rivalry.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: Nagging
me?...

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:.

Nagging®you. I have heard you raise
it. I do not know how many times,
as many times as I have heard Yyou
speak! Sir, there is a very simple
answer which I would like to give
him in all sincerity, This concept of
“rivalry” in fact we are not using
that word at all these days-—is not my
interpretation; it is not my invention.
T would like to read out to you the
Resolution by which we all swear
and that Resolution igs the Resolutjon
of 1971—Implementation of the dec-
laration of the Indian Ocean as a
Zaone of Peace. This js the United Na-

~of peace; even with one
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fions Resolution. It reads ag follows,

inter alia: ;

“Deeply concerned at the inten-
sification of great power military
presence, coneeived in the context
of great power rivalry leading to an

_ increase of tension in the area.”

So, I have not created that word. It
is there in the Resolution. Because
of these misunderstandings which are
caused we say that we do not want
“presences . We are using 1lhe
“plural”, If that makes it better
from your point of view, we will use
plurals, but the idea is the samie. It is
not a question of equating one with
the other. There is no question of
equality or equating, The question is
we do not want anyone We want this
area to be free of all these powers,
and these presences. The Prime Min-
ister has said that one presence att-
racts another, Now, who is going to
decide who came first and who came
last; why did the first one come and
why did the second one come? This
kind of scrutiny is not going to pay
us ahy dividends. The point is pure
and simple, We want this area as an
area of peace, as a zone of peace and
that is why since it has occurred in
the Resolution—it still occurs in the
ariginal resolution—we have been us-
ing it, but it does not mean anything
more than what I have explained.

We know who our friends are, we
know which country has helped us,
we are not really unaware of all this,
But in this context, that argument
does not fit in. Here is a question
where you want an area to be a zone
presence,
You cannot have a zone of peace; so
we do not want either one gide or
the other. And it is not only two;
there are 5 or G sides, because it is .
not only two countries, but 3, 4 or 5
other countries as well. They too
have some kind of presence there.
We want ail these presences to he
out of that area and that is all pure
and simple, what we stand for. There-
fore thig question of equating need
not be raised again and again when
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we talk of the Indian Ocean. Some
Members also referred to collective
self-reliance. The House knows that
India has played a very important
role in collective self-reliance, the
programmes which India has with
other developing countries are more in
number, depth and extent than any
other country, Since, unlike many
other developing countries, we are not
only in a position to send raw mater-
ials—in fact we are sending less and
less raw materials and more and more
intermediate goods, more and more
sophisticated machinery even. We are
in a position to implement this prin-
ciple of collective self-reliance much
Letter, As the years go by, we will
be able to stand -zompetition even
with developed countries, But here
there is no question of competition,
when it serves the interests of the
third World; amongst ourselves, we
are able to share with other develop-
ing countries the expertise we have
built up, the experience we have
gained. We may have faltered during
the last 30 years, we may have failed
in some respects but we have learnt
by mistakes and other countries
need not go through the process all
over again, Therefore, quite a num-
ber of countries are taking advantage
of this and we are happy that this
is being done.

There has been g passing reference
to Afghanistan, I do not want to go
into all the details of what has been
happening from time to time, or not
happening, to be more exact. But I
would like to say that immediately
after I came back from Moscow last
year, I made a statement to both
Houses of Parliament. And some eye-
brows went up, but I said, what we
feel is the correct position we have
to tell the House, tell the peopl_e,.
tell the nation, We felt that the situ-
ation in Afghanistan wag developing
on certain undesirable lines, the result
of which we thought, would be that
it would be taken as a pretext for
increasing the presences of those,
whose presence would not be liked,
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who would not have been able to in-
crease their presences otherwise.
Thig is what we said in so many words
and thig ijs what hag happened.

Today cynica] ag it may sound, you
have to really search for anyone, who
wants the Soviet troops out of Afgha-
nistan, Everyone seems to be getting
Some advantage out of this situation.
Why did it happen? Why should it
have happened? Why should it have
been allowed to happen? India has
been taking the most sincere line that
we do not want any foreign troops
in Afghanistan, as we do not want
foreign troopg in any other country.
As I said once, some people make
exceptions, we do not. Qur principle
applied to al) countries, all foreign
troops, in al] countries and on all
soils. That was taken as a mistake,
that as taken ag prevarication, and
that was taken as a half-hearted
statement, We have faced all these
things, but we hava stuck to our guns,
we have stuck to our principles. But.
what is happening today? There is no
attempt regionally to find a gplution,
Shri Indrajit Gupta says that we are
not able to distinguish between the
global aspects and the regional aspects
and therefore we confuse the two.
That is what I understood him to say.
Yes, deliberately so, hecause we know
that if countrieg like Afghanistan and
Pakistan are locked in a struggle and
they become part of the blobal pheno-
menon, they will never get out of it.
Our entire effort during the whole of
1980 wasg this that we find a non-align-
ed formula by which a political :0lu-
tion is found. It ig quite clear that
there can be no military solution to
this. I have not come across any
power which was preparred to send
its own' troops to throw the Soviet
troops out of Afghanistan, So, it is
quite clear that there is no military
solution; it hag to be a political solu-
tion. We have been trying to find a
political solution. And if you do not’
talk with one another, how can a
political solution emerge? This is
purely and simply what we have been
telling both the countries both the
parties, with whom we have friendly
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relations, This has not happened.
So much as going to the negotiating
table to talk not ta agree but to talk
even thig has not happened! How can
any country afford the luxury of not
talking to the other country, and still
being locked in Confrontation, having
milliong of refugees? Is this really
comprehensible? It is not. There
must be something else to it than
what meets the eye and it is not very
difficult to guess.

This is the situation from which we
wanted to extricate these countries
so that a solution is found. Take
Kampuchea for instance. The same
thing has happened there, Finally,
everybody today agrees that we should
settle this problem on a regional
basig without interference from out-
side,

How it is going to happen, no one
knows, They have been trying all
kinds of things, but they have not re-
ally succeeded. But ultimately even
those countries of South East  Asia,
which do not see eye to eye with us
on this issue, today agree that it has
to be a solution found by the concern-
ed countries by a process of negotia-
tion amongst themselves without out-
side interference. This is what we
stood for all the time, Today it is being
realised that this is the only way,
Whether it is going to happen tomor-
row is not the question, but when-
ever it happens, only this has to hap-
pen, because this is the only way.
Again, if it becomes a glohdl affair,
it it is going to be decided when the
global East West confrontaton is de-
cided then we have had it, these
countries have had it. The ques-
tion is whether these countries can
afford all this, Can Vietnam afford
this? Can Kampuchea afford this? who
ig thinknig of the people of Kampu-
chea? We are thinking only of techni-
calities, Many countries are wonder-
ing whether Kampuchea should be re-
cognised or not; whether the Heng
Samrin Government should be re-
cognised or not. I have asked many
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friends who have raised this question,
Well, if you don’t recognise, Heng
Samrin, whom do you recognise? Do
you recognise Pol Pot? They im-
mediately say, “No, no, we are not for
Pol Pot! Then whom are for—
God, devil, who? So, the fact of the
matter ig that we are not taking this
issue in a practical way.

Before coming to  neighbours, I
would like to dispose of one small
matter, rather it is not small, it is a
very important matter, because it is
right in the middle of the Indian
Ocean—about the Seychelles.

Hon. Members may remember that
the day this hijacking took place, the
situation in this House and the other
House was something to be seen to be
believed. Every member was on his
feet and was asking for the latest
reports in regard to the passengers,
the Indian passengers on board the
Air India aircraft. The whole day
was spent by the Government in try-
ing to find out the whereabouts, of the
well being of those on board, finding
out what actually happened. No one
knew what had happened. All these
stories, all these detailg about the coup
etc. came days later. So, on that day
our sole preoccupation was to see how
our compatriots, who had been dum-
ped there, vcould be brought back
safely. We did not even know that it
was to South Africa that the plane had
been hijacked, For quite some time
we had to go on making inquiries
and when it came to light that it was
South Africa, we were faced with
another difficulty, We have no rela-
tions with South Africa. So we had
to think of other friendly countries
to help us out of the situation. I am
glad they did their bit and helped us
out, We are grateful to them. But
our preoccupation, let me repeat, was
the safe return of the aircraft, the
passengers and the crew. After that
we tried to find out the facts, As
the facts came out, we not only have
taken cognisance of the facts, but we
have actually supported the version
of the Seychelles'\representative in
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the United Nations General Assembly.
I do not gee how else we can take a
stand. And while taking a stand, we
have to be absolutely sure about the
facts, we cannot go by newspapers,
we cannot go by unconfirmed reports.
1 have nothing against newspapers,
but the point is dntil we had certain
confirmation from official gquarters,
we could not have come out official-
ly with a stand.

I now come to our relations with
the neighbours. The President has
just returned from Nepal this after-
noon. About a week ago I was there.
I am glad to say that there are much
brighter possibilities of cooperation
with Nepal now than about a couple
of years ago. There is a realization
on both sides that these two countries
are so inter-linked—their economics,
their population and their cultural
ties are so strong that it is not pos-
sible for them to go their own sep-
arate ways, This has been realized.
These two countries are independent,
sovereign countries. They have 1o
live as neighbours—independent, sov-
ereign neighbours with so much in
common, and still independent and
sovereign, (This is a relationship
which is not easy to establish; and
even if you establish it, it is even less
easy to work it ogut in day.to-day
life. But we will have to
do it; and I am sure that
after my talks with the leaders
there, I am convinced that this is the
approach of both the countries. I am
sure this intention has been reiterated
and confirmed, when the President
went there. I hope to get the details
from him; and 1 am sure that most of
the questions can be solved. After
all, these questions can crop up only
between neighbours, They cannot
come between distant countries.
Whether it is the waters issue, or
whatever be the other problems—we
have been approaching these problems
constructively; and I am glad to say
that within the last one year—in 1981
particularly—there has been a lot of
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progress on many of these matters,
which had somehow not progressed
for some years. I can only say that
the realization on both sides is
there, and we hope {o progresg even
faster in the months to come.

On water resources, for instance, my
talks révealed that whatever lack of
progress was there, it was because of
very small things which could have
been sorted out by mutual discussion
But no team went from here; no team
came from there. The first meeting
took place jn January, 1981. It clear-
ed many things, many matters, and
there was very quick progess. Now,
certain matters are to be looked into.
Once again a team is coming, After
discussion with the officials, these
things will be sorted out,

Again, on the industrial side, there
are several things which could be
done. There are many projects in
which we are participating already. I
had occasion to visit some of them;
and I have found that there is full
satisfaction on the other side in re-
gard to the efficacy, in regard to the
promptness and the timeliness of the
work which we have undertaken
there. So, it i3 good story. It is a
good prospect that we find in Nepal.

I had been to Bhutan some montihs
back. I find that in Bhutan, the same
spirit prevails. I don’t have to go
into details, except to say that
we have no problems with Bhutan.
It is only a queStion of cooperation,
of really intensifying cooperation and
finding more and more areas of coop-
eration. That 1s being done.

With Bangladesh, you may remem-
ber that we had this small difficulty
with regard to the New Moore Island
It was touch-and-go for some days. We
had some anXious moments, And
given the situation in that country
after President Zia-ur-Rahman’s as-
sassination, anything could have nap-
pened. But I am glad to say that with
goodwill on both sides and a deter-
mination not to allow the situation to
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get out of hand. We have beepn able
to defuse it, not only on the islands
issue, but on the question of boundry
demarcation also. Our team hag gone;
it has come back after making some
progress. In fact. they could have
made a little more progress. But they
really wanted to do their home-work
once again, in consultation with the
Government of West Bengal. So, they
" have come back. There is good pro-
gress and we are hopeful that that
question will be settled before long.

SHRI SATYASADHAN CH&XRA-
BORTY (Calcutta South): Is it a
fact that Bangladesh has allowed a
small island near Chittagong for build-
ing an American military base? Has
Government of India any information?

But this news item has appeared.. .

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO: At
the moment, I have no information.
Thig is not bilateral. I am talking of
our relations with friends, our neigh-
bours. Wpe are on a different subject.

Now coming, finally, to Pakistan, I
made a statement in regard to the
‘No War Pact’. There hags been a
deliberate attempt, may be out of noh-
seriousness, to show that we are not
responding positively. This is not.. .
(Interruptions).

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: A deli-
berate attempt by whom?

AN HON. MEMBER; By Shri Vaj-
payee.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: By Shri
Vajpayee, by Subramaniam Swamy or
by Pakistan?

SHRI P. V, NARASIMHA RAO: It
does not matter by whom. There nas
been an attempt. It has not succeed-
ed. It will not succeed. Thig js not
a simple matter. I ghall place before
the House two scenarios.

On the 15th September, a ‘Non-
Aggression Pact’ ig ‘‘offered”: by
Pregident Zia of Pakistah. So, the
whole matter starts on the 15th Sop-
tember, 1981. That js one scenario.
What doeg India have to say? “Do
you accept it? Don’t you accept it?
Do you accept with qualifications?”
lmmediately all the questions are
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shot at us. I can understand that
scenario.

Take the other scehario. A ‘No War
Pact’ ig offered by Mdia in 1949. No
one seems to talk about it for 31
years. There has been persistent re-
fusal to accept thig from the other
side and sudden]y something is sprung
at ug from the other side and again
we are asked, “What have you got (o
say? Do you accept? Don’'t you
accept?” Now, this jg not fair. You
cannot wish away all this history of
31 years. I have made a detatled
statement, telling the House, who
said what, when, in what context,
the whole background has been given.
I have not given it non-seriously light-
ly. I have to tell the House, I have to
tell my people that this is the back-
growd against which we are having
another so-called offer now and this
is the position in which Government
finds itself. So, I have said, very
simply, the Simla Agreement has
bilaterialised the entire gamut of re-
lations between India shd Pakistan.
They also agree, we also agree, be-
cause they said, “in the Simla spirit”.
Now, we had made an offer. Is it pos-
sible for us to brush that offer aside.
our own offer? Would it be right if
we did that, particularly when ‘his
offer has had a chequered history,
the history of being refused time and
again by the other side? Suddenly,
if there is an offer from the other side,
and we say, we accept it, without go-
ing into the details of the background,
is it fair, js it right, isit in the interests
of the country, is that what a res-
ponsible Government shouldg do?
Obviously not. That is why I placed
the entire background before the
House and how, I spid, I would like
to know—I did not even say, I would
like to know—I said, my response
wil] be positive on the basig that the
‘offer’ now made from Pakistan con-
stitutes A1 acceptance of oup offer
which hag been there for the last 31
years, Why did 1 say that?

PROF. N. G. RANGA: It has been
repeatedly made.
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SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:
Why did I say that? It is not lightly
that 1 said it. It is not just for the
sake of scoring a debating point that
I said it. I mean it because I made
an offer 31 years ago. Objections
were raised to that offer. The offer
was refused on seveal grouads and
when I say that on this basis my
response is going to be positive today
it impinges on the entire history of
the last 31 years, it has implications
and these implicatictis have to be gone
into and that ig why what I have
stated is exactly the correcy thing to
say. - We have not been negative. We
have not refuseq it. We have drawn
the attention of the whole world to
the fact that thig has been here for
the last 31 years, In gne ground or
the other, it has been refused. Now,
what happens to those grounds? 1
have not asked questions, I hnave
caly said, this is the basig on which
my response ig going to be positive.
There ig w0thing to be .said beyond
this. It is very clear. A no-war pact
would therefore be: (a) in amplifica-
tion of the Simla Agreement, because
in the Simla Agreemehat, use of force
or threat of use of force—these have
been eschewed deliberately by both
sides, by unanimity; so, a no war pact
can only be an amplification of what
hag been said in the Simla Agreement:
(b) in the bilateral framework de-
cided upon in that agreement; and
(¢) as stated earlier, on the basis that
Pakistan’s “offer” constitutes the ac-
ceptance of India’s offer of the Wio-
war pact made in 1949. '

These are the thingg which bave
been very clearly stated. So, there
is no justification ig charging the Gov-
ernment with inactivity with not hav.
ing responded or having over-reacted.
We have said nothing about the
F-165 we have said unothing about
anything, We have only said that
when this offey wag made, something
wags happening in the United States
Congress. Should we not point that
out? Is it such a very insighificant
coincidence? It is not. Therefore, I
pointe] out that also without com-
ment. So, this jg our position teday.
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There is nothing further for ug to do.
We have said our piece, the exact
piece. Our response, as we have
promised, is going to bt what ‘we have
promised it will be. That is all I
would like to say.

About Sri Lanka, I have only to
report that we have thig problem of
the remaining persons wof Indian
origin. I am not talking of the other
side, the othey Tamils of Sri Lauka
who belong to Sri Lanka and ape citi-
zeng there. We have nothing to say
on that account. But so far gs per-
sops of Indigh: origin are concerned,
who are stateless—today, we have to
take some of them ang they had to
take some of them, That agreement
has come to an eng lasy month. Now
We are prepared to take those who
are registered with us. The question
hag to be resolved on that basis.

Abou¢ China, we quite advisedly
did not dwell on this subject en
extenso during thig debate, because
our team, our delegation, is right now
talking to the Chinese delegation un
severa] issues. S0, after they come
back, we will be able to know how
much progress has been made. I is
Wiot proper to anticipate anything one
way or the other. So, I have discreet-
ly omitted saying anything about that.
1 thank the hon. members also who
did not really raise too many questiong
on that issue.

Thig is all T have to say. I think I
have covered particularly the poiuts
raised by the ¢misguided fringe"”, in
Mr. Gupta’s terminology. I amy grate-
ful to the hon. members for having
reiterated the consensus and having
given me some valuable suggestiohas.

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA: Did you
say, misguided fringe? Or Ilunatic
fringe?

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO:

Misguided only. Do you want to im-
prove on it?

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Substi-
tute motiong have been moved. by
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Shri Ramavatar Shastri and Shrj B.
V. Dszsai. Shall I now put them  to-
gether or one by one?

SHRI P. V. NARASIMHA RAO: if
the House agrees, I would like to
accept Shri B. V. Desai’s substitute
motion. It is quite positive. It says:

“This House, having considered
the present international situation
and the policy of the Government
of India in relation thereto, whole-
heartedly supports the Government
of India’g firm determination to pur-
sue the policy of nol-alignment in
dealing with present international
situation.”

So, it will be very illogical to oppose
it.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now I
shall put the Substitute Motion moved
by Shri Ram Avtar Shastri to vote.

Substitute Motion No. 2 was pyt and
negatived.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, I
_ put the Substitute Motion moved by
Shri B, V. Desai, The question is:

“That for the original motion, the
following be substituted, namely:-—

“This House, having considered
the present intertiational situa-
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tion and the policy of the Gov-
ernment of India in relation there-
to, whole-heartedly supportg the
‘Government of Indias firm deter-
mination to pursue the policy of
non-alignment in° dealing with

TR Y ]

present international situation.”.
(3).

The motion was adopted.

18.44 hrs.
BUSINESS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TWENTY-THIRD REPORT

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS AND WORKS AND
HOUSING (SHR1 BHISHMA NARA-
IN SINGH): I beg to present the
Twenty-third Report of the Business
Advisory Committee.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The
House stands adjourned till 11 AM.,
tomorrow.

18.45 hrs. .

The Lok Sabha then adjourned il
Eleven of the Clock on Friday, De-
cember 11, 1981/, Agrahayang 20, 1903
(Saka).



