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 not  a  way-side  port.  Like  Bombay
 and  Calcutta,  MfSdras  is  also  a  natio-
 nal  port,

 I  demand  that  the  Government
 should  pay  attention  to  the  following:

 Why  should  not  the  system  of  awar-

 ding  the  agency  to  a  private  indivi-

 dual  at  Madras  be  stopped,  since  there

 is  not  private  agency  at  other  Forts?

 Is  it  impossible  for  the  Shipping

 Corporation  of  India  to  run  this  job

 by  itself?

 Is  the  private  Commission  agency
 more  compétent  and  talented  fhan  the

 Shipping  Corporation  of  India?

 Is  there  any  interference  from

 bureaucrats  in  the  Shipping  Corpo-
 ration  for  ending  this  private  egency

 system?

 In  the  interest  of  the  people  and

 also  in  the  jnterest  of  Shipping  Corpo-

 ration,  the  Central  Government  should

 direct  the  Shipping  Corporation  of

 India  to  end  this  private  agency  sys-

 tem  at  Madras  immediatly.

 (vii)  RELIEF  MEASURES  FOR  PFOPLE

 AFFECTED  BY  HAILS  FROM  IN  FARRUKIIA-

 श्री  छोटे  सिह  यादव  (कन्नौज)

 सभापति  महोदय,  उत्तर  प्रदेश  के  रूखा-

 बाद  कौर  इटावा  जनपद  में  दिनांक

 24-3-82  को  भीषण  उपलबृष्टि  हुई

 करीब  ऐतिहासिक  एक-एक  किलो  से  अधिक

 वजन  के  तले  गिरे ।

 सभापति  महोदय :  मेरे  जिले  में  तो

 बाी  '  किलों  तरजन  को  रोला  गिरा  ।

 -ी  छोट  सिंह  यादव :  करीब  800

 gat के  15  करोड़  से  भ्र धि के रुपये
 की

 फसल  बर्बाद  हुई  ।  सेकड़ों  पशु  तथा  हजारों

 पक्षी  मरे  ।  विष्णुगढ़  निवासी  मिड़  लाल
 शाक्य  को  उक्त  उपलबृप्टि  देखते  ही  दिल

 का  दौरा  पार  गया  a  4  घटनास्थल

 पर  ही  मर  गये  ।  इतनी  भीषण  उपल-

 'वृष्टि  एक  शतक  में  इस  क्षेत्र  में  कभी

 नहीं  हुई  थी  ।  फलस्वरूप  लोगों  के
 ‘पास

 D.  G.,  1982-'83--..  362.0
 Min.  of  Ext.  Aff,

 खाने-पीने  का  कुछ  शेष  नहीँ  बचा  है  ।

 तमाम  लोग  घर  छोड़ने  पर  विवश  हो  रहे  हैं  ।

 लेकिन  सबसे  खेद  एवं  आश्चर्य की  बात  है

 कि  प्रशासन  द्वारा  कभी  तक  कोई  राहत

 कार्य  नहीं  आरम्भ  हुआ  है  ।  यही  स्थिति

 पड़ौसी  जनपद  मैनपुरी  कौर  आगर  की  है

 उक्त  इलाके  की  गरीब  एवं  भुक्तभोगी
 किसान  एवं  गरीब  जनता  ने  जिलाधिकारी

 के  समक्ष  प्रदर्शन  करके  उनकी.  लगान,

 सिंचाई,  सहकारिता,  राजस्व  तथा  बिजली

 के  बिलों  की  माफी  तथा  उस  क्षेत्र  में

 उचित  दर  की  दुकानें  खोलने,  खाद्यान्न

 योजना  के  श्रन्तगंत  काम  शुरू  किये  जाने

 अनुदान  1 भुगतान  चेकों  द्वारा  वितरण

 किये.  जाने,  बच्चों  क  स्कूल  फीस  शादी

 की  माफी  की  मांग  की  हैं  ।

 अ्रतएव  सदन  के  माध्यम  से  सरकार

 से  साग्रह  निवेदन  है  कि  उक्त  क्षेत्रों  के

 गरीब  किसानों  एवं  पीड़ित  लोगों  की

 सुविधा  एवं.  राहत  कार्य  विलंब  शुरू

 करने  की  व्यवस्था की  जाये  |

 13.25  hrs.

 DEMANDS  FOR  GRANTS,  1982-83—
 contd.

 MINISTRY  OF  EXTERNAL  AF-

 FAIRS—contd,

 MR.  CHAIRMAN:  The  House  will
 now  resume  further  discussion  an  the

 Ministry  of  External  Affairs.

 Shri  Madhavrao
 tinue  his  speech,

 Scindia  will  cun-

 SHRI  MADHAVRAO  SCINDIA
 (Guna):  Mr.  Chairman,  Sir,  had

 yesterday  talked  how  the  entire  world

 situation  was  in  a  state  of  flux,  a  pris-
 matic  world  whose  view  was  hazy,  a
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 world  where  nationalism  was  locked

 in  a4  fierce  battle  with  proxy  leader-

 ships  in  former  docile  client  Staies.

 J  am  just  briefly  running  over  what  I

 said  yesterday  so  that  I  can  link  it

 up.  I  had  said  that  in  this  fragile  in-

 ternational  situation,  the  Soviets  have

 exihibited  consistency  in  their  friend-

 ship  with  us,  but  the  US  attitude,

 however,  was  unfortunate,  not  simply
 because  of  the  rearmament  of  Pakis-

 tan,  but  also  because  of  their  actions

 on  Tarapore  and  the  IMF  loan  and

 various  other  such  actions.  I  had  also

 mentioned  that  the  US  was  the  second

 largest  democracy  in  the  world,  but

 ironically  it  seems  to  be  cosier  in  its

 relationship  with  the  largest  commu-

 nist  nations  and  not  the  largest  denio-

 cratic  one,  and  that  the  US  role  in  म

 Salvador,  Nicaragua,  Guatemala  and

 South  Africa  were  glaring  even  to  the

 non-discerning  eye.  I  had  ended

 yesterday  by  saying  there  may  be

 some  truth  in  saying  that  no  country

 had  permanent  friends,  only  perma-
 nent  interests.  But  even  permanent
 interests  must  be  based  on  some
 minimum  principles  of  international

 morality,  otherwise  one’s  credibility
 fast  erodes  as  is  happening  in  the

 American  case.

 Sir,  there  are  clear  indications  in

 the  United  States  too  that  public

 opinion  is  building  up  against  the

 actions  of  their  Administration  in  the

 world,.  Even  in  the  US  relations
 with  China,  Taiwan  is  proving  a  very

 difficult  hurdle,  In  fact,  Alexander

 Bovin,  a  senior  political  commentator

 talking  about  the  American-Chinese

 partnership  has  this  to  say  and  I

 quote:

 “It  is  a  partnership  without  con-
 fidence  or,  let  us  say,  with  a  mini-
 mum  of  confidence.  They  now  re-

 Bard  each  other  with  More  suspi-
 cion  than  previously.  History  15  not

 only  the  past  and  the  present.  but
 also  the  future,  And  that  which  can
 be  seen  as  a  success  today,  can  turn
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 out  for  the  Americans  to  be  a  com-
 plete  failure  tomorrow....”

 Conversely,  there  are  clear  indica-
 tions  of  Soviet  and  the  Chinese  atilem-
 pts  to  mend  their  fences  with  the
 Soviet  call  for  new  border  talks,  and
 the  Chinese  probes  in  the  direction  of
 economic  cooperation.  Post  Khomeini
 Iran  too  is  another  situation  which
 may  be  full  of  uncertainties  with

 very  wide  and  far-reaching  implica-
 tions.  Cannot  the  foreign  policy  plan-
 ners  in  the  White  House  envisage  a

 possible  changing  situation  where  it

 may  become  imperative  for  a  much
 closer  relationship  between  us  in  the

 quest  for  peace,  stability  and  prog-
 ress?  The  very  fragility  of  Pakistan’s
 internal  situation’  can  culminate  in
 the  complete  overturning  of  the  Ame-
 rican  apple  cart  if  a  democratically
 elected  Pakistani  leader  came  to  pow-
 er  with  a  popular  democratic  man-
 date?  Cannot  Washington  see  the  pos-

 sibility  of  a  backlash  in  Pakistan

 against  previous  American  dealings
 with  the  military  dictatorship?  Ame-
 rican  policies  in  Pakistan  are

 fraught  with  grave  dangers  not  only
 for  the  countries  of  this  region,  but

 also  for  America  itself,  and  for  their
 future  in  this  part  of  the  world.  And

 it  is  high  time  that  they  had  a  re-

 think  about  it.

 India  has  a  vested  interest  in  a

 strong  and  stable  Pakistan.  The  colla-

 pse  of  Pakistan  would  mean  the  re-
 moval  of  an  important  buffer,  with  a

 part  of  the  world  which  is  very  dis

 turbed,  It  would  mean  the  de  facto

 sharing  of  a  common  border,  with  a

 very  sensitive  region  in  which  the

 Super  Powers  are  deeply  embroiled.
 Chanakya  has  said  that  common

 borders  are  always  ultimately  fuflow-
 ed  by  the  emergence  of  new  friction

 points,  Above  all,  we  are  Aghting  a
 war  in  India  a  war  against  abject

 poverty.  And,  under  the  leadership  of
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 our  Prime  Minister,  we  are  determin-
 ed  to  win  this  war;  we  are  determin-
 ed  to  succeed  in  giving  a  fair  deal  to
 the  farmer  toiling  in  his  field;  to  the
 labourer  labouring  in  his  factory;  to
 the  Sarvahara  or  proleteriat  suffer-

 ing  crushing  economic  burdens  and
 social  injustice.  And  what,  may  I  ask,
 would  be  the  economic  consequences
 of  a  conflict  with  Pakistan,  on  this
 war?  What  would  be  its  effect  on  the

 outcome  of  this  crusade  which  we

 have  launched  against  poverty—dis-
 astrous,  catastrophic!  1  is  obvious

 that  a  war  with  Pakistan  not  only

 goes  against  the  very  grain  of  the

 philosophy  of  peaceful  co-existence
 which  is  the  philosophy  which  has

 guided.  the  basic  Indian  approach
 from  the  days  of  Gandhj  and  Nehru,

 but  also  goes  against  our  very  self-

 interest.  Surely,  enlightened  public

 opinion  in  ‘Pakistan  understands  this.

 Can  we  forget  that  basically  we  origi-

 nate  from  the  same  _  stock?  Can  we

 forget  the  due  to  certain  circumstances,
 whole  families  were  separated?  Can
 we  forget  that  citizens  of  Pakistan

 were,  are  and  will  always  remain  our

 brothers?  .And  as  brothers,  we  will

 always  respect  cur  individual  soverei-

 gnities?

 Can  we  simply  wash  away  the  bond

 between  the  peoples  of  these  two  so-

 vereign  and  great  countries?  I  am

 convinced  that  this  underlying  amity

 and  brotherhood  between  the  peoples

 of  the  two  countries  remains.  ft  is

 unfortunate,  it  seems  almost  delibe-

 rate,  that  this  is  deliberately  suppres-

 sed  and  kept  dormant,  to  serve  the

 ends  of  a  few  who,  do  not  necessarily

 reflect  the  true  aspirations  of  the  peo-

 ple.  This  is  the  only  explanation  for’

 the  inconsistent  behaviour  of  the  Pakis-

 tani  regime.  A  tranquil  relationship

 may  destory  the  very  raison-d’  entre

 of  the  Pakistani  military  dictatorship.

 reject Otherwise,  why  repeatedly
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 India’s  offer  of  a  No-War  Pact,  right

 from  1951?

 I  quote  Jawaharlal  Nehru,  the  sup-
 reme  architect  of  our  foreign  policy,
 whose  impact  endures  even  to-day.
 He  said  in  Parliament  on  14th  August
 1951:

 “Our  approach  is  not,  if  ।  may
 Say  50,  One  of  piety  or  pacifism.  It
 is  an  approach  based  on  hard  facts,
 apd  on  a  cold-blooded  realisation
 of  facts,  Since  we  want  to  avoid  war,
 we  Offered  Pakistan  a  “No  War
 Declarationਂ  which  Pakistan  did  not

 wholly  accept  or  agree  to,  And
 even  a  few  days  ago  this  offer  was

 repeated,  but  they  declined  to  ac-
 >

 Repeatedly  from  1951,  our  No-War
 offer  has  been  rejeced,  and  even  Presi-
 dent  Zia  last  year  said  that  it  would
 not  be  worth  the  paper  it  was  writter
 on.  Then,  all  of  a  sudden,  a  few

 months  later,  we  receive  an  offer  of  ।
 No  War  Pact  almost  as  an  _  after-

 thought,  a  post-script—inronically
 at  the  end  of  a_  statement  telling
 us  about  their  arms  deal  with  the
 United  States.  And  when  the  Indian

 response  was  positive,  just  before  the

 second  phase  of  talks  were  to  com-
 mence  in  Islamabad  the  Pakistani  re-

 presentative—-Mr,  Bhagat  is  al'so  sit-

 ting  here,  and  he  faced  the  brunt  of
 his  attack—in  the  1.  N.  Human  Rights
 Commission  comes  out  with  gq  prepos-
 terous  statement—in  the  Indian  Am-
 bassador’s  words,  he  throws  a  Span-
 ner  in  the  works.  There  is  innocent

 surprise  expressed  at  India’s  strong
 reaction.  This  is  the  country  which,

 through  .great  sacrifices  made  hy  its

 people  under  the  leadership  of  such

 ginnts  as  Gandhi  and  Nehru  achieved

 its  own  freedom  from  the  colonial

 yoke:  this  is  the  country  which  pio-

 neered  not  only  in  this  country  itself

 but  for  the  entire  world,  the  struggle

 for  freedom.  This  is  the  country  in

 which  thousands  of  young  men  and

 women,  with  smiles  on  their  faces.

 sacrificed  their  lives  at  the  sacred

 altar  of  their  country’s  पिलवाता,
 Such  a  nation  is  compared  to  those



 Nm

 367  42.  ८.  1982-"83—

 {[Shrj  Madhavrao  Scindiaj

 perpetuating  injustice  and  oppression
 fn  Palestine  and  Namibia,  As  long  as
 the  Palestinians  do  not  get  their  home-
 land  and  the  Nambians  do  hot  get
 their  independence,  no  fréé  nation

 can  truly  consider  itself  free;  unless
 such  injustice  is  eliminated  from  every
 nook  and  corner  of  the  globe,  our
 freedom  is  not  truly  complete.  These

 are  the  sentiments  of  our  Government

 and  our  people;  and  yet,  the  Pakista-

 ni  delegate  has  the  gall  to  compare  us

 to  the  oppressors,  when  the  world

 knows  how  our  heart  bleeds  for  the

 oppressed.  We  understand  the  senti-

 ments  of  friendship  that  must  surely
 exist  in  Indian  and  Pakistani  hearts,
 inspite  of  two  wars  forced  on  the  two

 peoples  by  military  dictatorships....

 (Interruptions)

 No;  two  wars  forced  on  the  people
 by  the  military  dictatorships,  Prof.

 Ranga  Ji.  Inspite  of  these  two  wars

 forced  on  परई  we  have  tried  to  main-
 tain  friendship  because  we  acknow-

 ledge  this  underlying  bond.

 But  iet  not  the  Pakistani  military

 regime  mis@use  our  sentiment  for  the

 people  of  Pakistan.  Let  the  present
 Tulers  of  Pakistan  not  mitake  this  for

 weakness,  Like  envy,  aggression  grows
 on  appeasement  every  success  it

 achieves  inflames  it  further.  It  will

 truly  be  a  sad  day  for  the  people  of

 ‘our  two  nations,  if  पिंड  destructive

 flame  succeeds  in  setting  the  sub-con-
 tinent  on  fire,  for  inspite  of  any  sub-

 sequent  military  success  achieved,

 in  the  ultimate  analysis  the  only  victor
 will  be  those  interests,  who  aim  at  re-

 tarding  fhe  flowering  of  the  bud  of

 ‘progress  in  our  two  great  nations.

 President  ‘Zig  is  obviously  catering
 to  the  three  audiences.  When  he

 speaks  of  Soviet  expansionism  and  the
 desire  for  a  cordial  relationship  with

 India,  he  is  catering  to  the  American
 audience  in  the  hope  of  a  generous
 military  aid;  when  he  speaks  of  Kash-

 mir  and  raises  the  bogey  of  aggressi-
 ve  Indian  intentions,  he  is  talking  to

 Pakistan;  and  when  he  refutes  the
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 possibility  of  Pakistan  being  used

 willingly  aS  a  base  by  the  United  Sta-
 tes  for  facilities,  he  is  talking  to

 India.  How  can  you  emit  three  diffe-

 rent  signals  to  three  different  audie-

 nces,  and  yet  be  consistent?  He  seems

 to  be  torn  between  the  compulsions  of

 sabotaging  his  own  offer  at  the  one

 time,  and  trying  to  develop  it  at  ano-

 ther.

 “No  Warਂ  pacts  have  had  a  chequer-

 ed  history.  The  Briand  Kellogg  Pact

 in  the  late  ‘20s,  did  not  endure.

 The  Molotov  Ribbentrop  pact  was

 tom  up  by  Hitler  within  two  years
 The  Molotov-Matsuoka

 Pact  was  renounced  by  the  Soviets  in

 1945  when  they  invaded  Japan;  wifhin

 a  short  period  of  signing  of  the  Pan-  -

 chasheel  agreement  between  India

 and  China  in  1954,  ‘Ching  started

 nibbling  at  bits  of  Indian  territory.

 The  Sino-Soviet  mutual  Security

 Pact  of  1950  met  with  a  similar
 fate.  History  has  shown,  as  Shri  Sat-

 yasadhan  ‘Chakraborty  said  yesterday,
 that  ‘No  War  Pacts,  in  most  cases,
 are  used  85  a  camouflage  to  ply  for-
 time.  I  do  hope  that  this  is  not  the

 same  in  this  case.  Ag  Dorothy

 Thompson,  has  written  “The  trouble

 with  Non-Aggression  pacts  “Is  that

 they  are  only  made  for  avoiding
 war—which  ig  not  the  same  thing  as

 achieving  peaceਂ  It  is  in  this  context
 that  the  friendship  pact  on  which  our
 hin.  Prime  Minister,  Mrs.  Indirg  Gan-
 dhi  has  consistently  stressed  upon
 from  time  to  time,  has  more  relevan-
 ce  and  significance.  it  has  a  more  ‘posi-
 tive  element;  It  has  4  much  wider

 dimension;  it  opens  up  a  ‘wide  vista
 for  active  cooperation  and  abiding
 goodwill;  and  that  is  the  objective
 that  Indian  diplomacy  has  to  set  for
 ‘itself.  Friendship  is  a  two-way  street.

 Friendship  must  and  does  exist  bet-
 ween  the  two  people  of  the  two  na-
 tions.  But  if  the  Pakistan  Government  ,
 is  really  genuine  about  its  intentions
 towards  India,  let  there  be  a  freer

 exchange  of  culture:  let  there  be  more
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 trade  leading  to  greater  mutual  benii-

 fit;  let  there  be  a  more  open  border  to

 enable  brother  to  meet  brother,  This
 will  automatically  lead  to  confidence

 replacing  suspicion,  and  the  re-emer-
 gence  of  the  traditional  ties  between
 the  two  sovereign  people.

 With  our  northern  neighbour  China,
 the  statesman  like  initiative  taken  by
 our  Prime  Minister  a  few  years  ago,
 has  set  in  motion  very  healthy  rnego-
 tiations.  I  will  only  say  that  the  com-

 ‘bination  and  friendship  of  these  two

 ‘giants  of  the  world  will  result  in  im-

 ‘mense  benefits,  not  only  to  both  of  us

 but  to  the  under  developed  and  deve-

 loping  as  well.

 With  Nepal,  we  share  a  strong  cul-

 ture  and  historical  relationship,  but

 ‘tthe  relationship  between  two  brothers

 is  always  a  litte  more  hyper-sensitive.
 We  respect  this  long  relationship  and

 we  have  always  extended  our  hands

 in  friendships.  Let  Nepal  grasp  this

 hand  without  fear,  as  nation  to  ation.

 Indian  technological  advance  would

 result  ijn  great  mutual  benefit  for  the

 harnessing  of  river  waters.  The  mind

 boggles  at  the  economic  benefits  that

 would  accrue  to  our  two  countries.

 Let  us  take  strong  confidence  \uilding

 measures  to  create  a  right  climate;

 let  there  be  a  determined  effort  to  ex-

 pedite  the  river  water  agreements
 and  negotiations  instead  of  the  long

 delayes  that  are  hampering  us  poth.
 It  is  gratifying  to  note  in  the  hon.  Ex-

 ternal  Affairs  Minister's  reply  to  my

 question  on  the  Zone  of  Peace  that

 India  was  giving  it  serious  conside-

 ration.  I  look  forward  to  the  day

 whey  that  serious  consideration

 takes  g  more  concrete  shape  as  a

 further  extension,  a  further  elahora-

 tion  and  a  natural  result  of  the  friend-

 ship  treaty  that  exists  between  us.

 We  must  sween  away,  in  a  states-

 man  like,  manner  the  cobwebs  of

 suspicion  which  are  woven  by

 the  busy  spiders  of  negative  inte-

 rests  and  together  herald  a  new  era

 of  progress  and  development,  and

 march  ahead  in  tandem.

 Referring  to  Bangladesh,  our  hon.

 External  Affairs  Minister  has  very

 rightly  said  that  it  is  purely  an  inter-
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 nal  matter  of  Bangladesh.  We  can

 only  hope  that  stability  is  maintained

 in  the  region  because  there  are  always

 powers  who  are  ready  to  swoop  to

 take  quick  advantage  of  any  insta-

 bility  in  developing  countries.  In  the
 case  of  Bangladesh  in  spite  of  the  fact
 that  technically  we  can  go  ahead  on
 our  own  on  the  Brahmaputra-Ganega
 link,  yet  we  believe  in  the  principle  of

 development  and  partnership  and  we
 therefore  look  forward  to  Bangladesh
 for  co-operation  in  this  regard.

 v द.  will  not  '0  101:  on  the  Noritn-S  utb
 relations  at  great  length,  because  my
 sriend  Mr.  -Chakrabcrty  has  touched

 uPon  it  and  in  g_  discussion  on  the
 international  situation  in  December,
 1931.  I  had  dwelt  at  length  on  the
 New  International  Economic  Order

 and  the  North-South  talks.  The  South-
 ‘South  talks,  held  at  the  initiative  of
 our  Prime  Minister,  were  a  step  in
 the  right  direction.  There  is  much
 India  can  contribute  technically  and
 the  OPEC  countries  can  contribute  by
 way  of  oil  and  financial  assistance  to
 the  South  countries.  The  African
 countries  are  looking  for  technology.
 Suffice  it  to  say  that  there  will  be  no
 real  and  lasting  solution  to  the  ten-
 Sions,  contradictions  and  political  con-
 flicts  that  threaten  international  rela~
 tions  till  the  new  international  econo-
 mic  order  is  established,  in  a  spirit  of
 grand  partnership  based  on  the  princi-
 ple  of  inter-dependence.  But  tet  the
 South  countries  not  lag  behind  within
 themselves,  on  this  resolve.  Léet  us
 also  look  for  a_  closer  economic  re
 lationship  with  European  countries
 like  France  arid  Germany  on  ‘the  one
 side,  and  the  ASEAN  countires  on  the
 other,  Our  hon.  Prime  Minister’s  re-
 cent  trip  to  these  countries  and  those

 already  undertaken  and  those  pro-
 posed  to  fhe  Arab  countries,  whose
 cauSe  we  are  always  supporting,  are

 Significant  steps  in  the  right  direction
 which  will  lead  to  4  greater  wunder-

 standing  of  each  other’s  positfon.

 The  world  today  is  in  torment.  We
 stand  at  the  crossroads.  The  human
 being  is  the  only  specie  on  this  globe
 who  has  the  capacity  to  alter  his  own
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 future,  Will  he  take  a  giant  leap  for-

 ward  to  wards  the  goal  of  economic

 emancipation  for  all,  in  a  climate  of

 peace  and  tranquillity  or  will  he

 tumble  backward  into  the  gaping  pit-
 hole  of  complete  self-destruction?  This

 is  the  question  which  confronts  us

 all  and  this  is  the  question  which  only
 we  have  the  power  to  resolve.  India

 is  in  a  unique  position,  As  the  great
 Poet  Iqbal  has  said,—Civilisationg  and

 empires  have  come  and  gone,  but

 India’s  philosophy  and  _  civilisations

 have  and  will,  endure  for  ever.

 Our  philosophy,  our  principles,  must

 always  leave  an  indelible  stamp  on

 our  foreign  policy.  Our  great  poten-
 tials  are  rightly  being  used  in  the  pur-
 Suit  of  peace.  There  are  sinister  for-

 cés  at  work,  some  with  foreign  ins-

 piration,  whoSe  one  solitary  aim  is
 to  create  chaos  and  instability  in

 India,  through  any  means  and  lead  to
 its  balkanisation  by  weakening  the

 living  symbol  of  national  unity,  the

 personality  of  our  Prime  Minister,
 Mrs.  Indirg  Gandhi.  But  let  these
 forces  know  well  that  under  her  lea-

 dership  we  are  determined  to  achieve
 our  goals  both  nationally  and  inter-

 nationally,  Where  petty  thinking  is

 replaced  by  sentiments  of  sacrifice  for
 the  greater  good:  where  negativeness
 wilts  under  the  determined  onslaught
 of  positiveness;  unlike  them,  construc-
 tion  not  destruction  is  our  watchword.
 Our  soil  has  produced  colossus  like

 Swamj  Vivekananda,  Mahatma

 Gandhi,  Rabindranath  Tagore,  Jawa-
 harla]  Nehru,  Lokmanya  Tilak  and
 Subash  Chandra  Bose.  They  are  all  like

 emeralds,  which  glow  and  sparkle  in
 the  necklace  that  ig  India’s  moral  and
 cultural  heritage.  It  is  these  jewels,
 who  dreamt  of  an  India  which  would

 Tepresent  the  perfect  synthesis  bet-
 ween  the  old  and  the  new  between
 age-old  history  and  modern  technolo-

 gical  advance,  an  India  where  young

 WLAN TL  ou,  ध  704.  a

 men  and  women  would  strive  for  ma-
 terial  advance,  but  on  the  =  stable

 foundation  of  a  great  culture  and
 philosophy,  an  India  which  would  be
 a  light  house  and  shine  like  a  vibrant
 beacon  of  hope  to  ships,  which  in  spite
 of  materials  progress,  seem’  doomed
 to  flounder  in  the  stormy  seas  of  un-

 happiness  and  despair.  It  is  for  this

 generation  of  Indians  to  strive  to  be

 worthy  of  these  great  men  and  build
 the  India  of  their  dreams,  the  India

 of  tomorrow,  the  embodiment  of  pra-

 gmatic  progress,  in  an  ocean  of  tran-

 quility,  an  India  which  unflinchingly
 and  unswervingly  carries  the  torch  of

 peace,  a  message  that  from  the  time

 of  the  Buddha,  we  have  lived  and

 died  for.

 With  these  words.  J  support  the

 Demands.

 SHRI  DAULATSINHJI  JADEJA

 (Jamnagar):  Sir  I  rise  to  support  the

 Demands  for  the  Ministry  of  External

 Affairs  and  in  doing  so,  I  shall  restrict

 My  obServations  to  Chapter  VII  and

 that  too  the  part  containing  South  and

 Central  American  countries  and  the

 Caribbeans,  Ever  since  our  Prime

 Minister,  Shrimati.  Indira  Gandhi’s
 historic  first-ever  State  visit  to  us

 many  as  ten  major  South  American

 countries  in  1968  India’s  image  in  that

 distant  region  has  grown  immensely.
 Alongside,  the  increasing  interaction
 between  India  and  several  of  the

 countries  of  Latin  America  and  the

 Caribbean  in  such  multilateral  United
 Nations’  forums  as  the  UNCTAD

 TCDC  and  the  Conference  of  the  Sea

 Laws,  has  also  offered  the  South  Am-
 erican  countries  opportunities  not  only
 to  appreciate  India’s  just  stance  on

 Several  of  the  critical  issues  that  di-
 vide  the  ‘north’  and  ‘south’  countries,
 but  also  at  the  same  time  10  assess
 India’s  immense  economic  and  tech-

 nological  potentials.

 Under  these  favourable  circumstan-

 ces,  quite  appropriately  our  Minister

 sare



 of  External  Affairs,  Shri  P.  V.  Naras-
 imha  Rao  organised  in  June  1980,  for

 the  first  time,  a  very  meaningful  dia-

 logue  for  promoting  Indo-Latin  Ameri-
 can  economic  relations  with  the  repre-
 sentatives  of  the  UN  Economic  Com-
 mission  for  Latin  America,  The  meet-

 ing  reffected  the  earnest  and  keen  de-
 sire  of  the  Latin  American  countries  to

 strengthen  further  trade  and  economic
 relations  50  as  to  translate  our  com-
 mon  interest  and  the  identity  of  our
 common  national]  and  inter-national

 objectives  into  mutually  beneficial
 endeavours  such  as  trade  exchanges,
 investments  and  economic  collaborat~

 ions,

 The  year  1981  marked  a  high  point
 in  the  growing  Indo-Latin  American

 relations.  Never  before  had  two  na-

 tional  leaders  of  Latin  America  ever

 visited  India  within  a  span  of  one  year,
 I  refer  to  the  visits  of  His  Excellency
 the  President  of  Mexico,  as  our  hon-

 oured  guest  on  the  Republic  Day  and

 subsequently  in  November  of  the

 visit  of  His  Excellency  the  President
 of  Venezuela,  Both  leaders  in  their

 talks  had  greatly  stressed  the  need
 for  diversifying  and  strengthening  fur-

 ther  their  bilateral  relations  and  coop-
 eration  with  India.  On  a  variety  of  in-

 ternational  issues  of  common  interest
 and  concern,  the  views  expressed  by
 these  two  leaders  were  identical  with
 that  of  ours.

 During  these  exchange  of  visit,  our

 Minister  of  External  Affairs  along
 ‘with  other  Ministers  of  our  Govern-
 ment  discussed  a  variety  of  matters  re-
 lating  to  both  bilateral  and  inter-nat-

 ional  relations,-  Also,  mutually  bene-
 ficial’and  meaningful  initiatives  and
 bilateral  agreements  have  been  con-

 cluded  by  India  with  Mexico  and
 Venezuela.  Opportunities  and  aven-
 ues  that  exist  for  further  cooperation

 betwen  India  and  these  two  countries
 were  also  assessed  and  identified  dur-

 ing  these  exchanges.

 Additionally  two  important  trade

 agreements  were  concluded  by  India
 with  two  Latin  American  countries
 one  with  Guatemala  and  the  other  with
 Argentina

 Our  Minister  of  Finance,  the  then

 Minister  of  Commerce,  Steel  and

 Mines,  Shri  Pranab  Mukherjee’s  visit

 to  Argentina  and  Brazil  in  late  July

 last  year  and  his  discussions  with  the

 leaders  of  these  countries  were  admit-

 tedly  very  useful  for  promoting  fur-

 ther  our  relations  with  these  two  ma-

 jor  Latin  American  countries.

 In  recognition  of  the  potential  that

 this  region  offers  for  development  of

 meaningful  relations  and  cooperation,
 two  important  regional  meetings  were

 organised  by  our  Government  one,  a

 conference  of  the  Heads  of  Missions  of

 India  in  Latin  America  presided  over

 by  Our  Minister  of  External  Affairs

 in  October  and  the  other,  a  conference

 of  India’s;  commercial  representatives
 in  the  region,  presided  over  by  Shri

 Pranab  Mukherjee  in  July.  Both

 these  meetings  are  steps  in  the  right
 direction  to  pave  for  further  closer  co-

 perafion  with  the  countries  of  the  re-

 gion,  More  such  conferences  at  peri-
 odic  intervals  are  welcome  and  even

 necessary  in  the  future.

 Other  significant  occasions,  such  a6

 the  Non-aligned  Foreign  Ministers’
 Conference  held  in  New  Delhi  in  Feb-

 ruary  of  1981  as  well  as  the  very  recent

 New  Delhi  Consultations  Amongst  De-

 veloping  Nations  organised  by  our
 Government  in  February  of  this  year
 once  again  brought  leaders  and  rank-

 ing  officials  of  the  various  Latin  Am-
 erican  counries  to  India  and  their

 exchanges  and  interactions  with  our

 counterparts  no  dought  have  proved
 very  useful  in  the  efforts  to  promote
 understanding  and  cooperation  with

 the  countries  of  the  region.

 Above,  all)  our  Prime  Minister's
 visit  to  Cancun.  Mexico  to  participate
 in  the  Restricted  Summit  Meeting  with
 the  leaders  of  ‘north’  and  ‘south’  coun-
 tries  and  the  views  that  she  expressed
 both  in  the  conference  and  ouside  to
 the  press  and  other  media  have  very
 greatly  contributed  to  the  building  of
 a  positive  image  of  India  in  Latin  Am-

 ?ा  टि  ang  the  Caribbean.

 1  am  sure  this  august  House  will  join
 me  in  expressing  our  appreciation  of

 ere म  रण:  आ
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 the  encouraging  and  concerted  efforts

 that  orr  Government  has  taken  during

 these  years  jn  promoting  our  relations
 and  in  paying  greater  attention  to

 Latin  America.

 While  doing  so,  nonetheless  ।  should

 add  and  underline  that  notwithstand-

 ing  the  increasing  interest  shown  by

 Our  Government  to  further  jts  rela-

 tions  with  the  countries  of  Latin  Am-

 erica  and  the  Caribbean,  it  has  become

 almost  imperative  today,  more  than

 ever,  to  evolve  an  even  more  imagi-
 native  and  necessarily  a  more  involv-

 ed  response  towards  the  countries  of
 the  resgion,  It  is  my  considered  view

 that  such  an  effort  has  to  be  made  at
 least  with  reference  to  a  few  of  the

 major  Latin  American  countries  such
 as  Mexico,  Venezuela  Cuba  Argentina,
 Brazil,  Peru,  Chile  and  Colombia.

 This  does  not,  however,  mean  other
 nations  of  the  region  are  unimportant.
 On  the  other  hand,  as  these  principal
 Latin  American  nation-States  are  in-

 creasingly  takitwg  charge  of  their  own
 destinies  and  have  shown  in  ‘the  past
 their  keen  deSire  to  develop  their  re-

 lations  with  India,  they  must  be

 shown  the  same  deference  and  atten-
 tion  that  all  newly  emerging  countries

 receive  from  uS.

 Needless  to  state  that  countries  of

 Latin  Americg  and  the  Caribbean  are

 no,  longer  an  undifferentiated  mass  of
 countries.  Moreover.  the  geopolitical
 and  economic  realities  of  the  present
 decade  require  that  we  pay  much

 more  attention  than  we  have  done  in
 the  past.  It,  in  fact,  calls  for  a  basic

 change  undoubtedly  in  our  approach
 to  Latin  America  and  the  Caribbean.

 Dramatic  developments  in  the  terms
 of  which  this  region  is  increasingly

 relating  itself  to  the  rest  of  the  world
 and  the  significant  transformation

 within  this  region  itself  make  it  abun-

 ‘dantly  clear  that  if  we  tend  to,  ignore
 this  huge  continent  today,  we  should
 not  be  surprised  if  we  cannot  even

 understand  it  tomorrow.

 I  do  not  have  to  elaborate  to  this

 august  Horse  how  the  rigours  of  the
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 cold  war  have  already  reached  the

 shores  of  this  distant  and  once  tran-

 quil  region,  turning  it  into  a  raging
 sea  of  troubles,

 The  critical  events  in  Central  Ame-

 rica  and  the  incredible  human  carnage

 occurring  in  the  region  should  be

 matters  of  very  great  concern  to  our

 Government  and  our  people  who  have

 always  reposed  their  unquestionable
 faith  and  commitment  to  world  peace.

 14  hrs.

 Thanks  to  the  pioneering  efforts  of

 late  Pandit  Jawaharlal  Nehru  and

 other  like  minded  world  leaders,

 today  the  policy  of  non-alignment  is

 accepted  widely  by  a  large  number

 of  developing  countries  as  the  only
 rational  approach  and  basis  for  their

 foreign  policy.

 It  is  not  surprising,  therefore,  to

 note  that  whereas  the  non-aligned
 movement  was  essentially  an  Afro-

 Asian  movement  in  the  past  decades,
 in  recen,  timés  as  Many  as  twenty-one
 Latin  American  and  Carribbean  coun-

 tries  have  either  joined  as  full  mern-

 bers  or  have  sought  observer  status

 in  the  Movement.  In  the  South  Ame-
 rican  sub-continent  except  Paraguay
 all  the  other  countries  are  eifher
 members  or  observers,

 It  is,  therefore,  our  bounden  duty
 that  we,  along  with  other  members
 of  the  Non-aligned  Movement  take  the,

 necessary  initiative  and  steps  in  con-
 cert  with  the  countries  of  Latin  Ame
 rica  to  bring  about  peace  and  resolve
 the  Central  American  crisis  before  it
 assumes  critical  dimensions  and  there-

 by  endanger  world  peace,

 In  doing  so,  more  than  ever,  i  calls

 for  India’s  greater  interaction  gt  all
 levels  with  the  major  Latin  American

 countries  who  also  share  with  us  our
 concern  and  objectives  in  respect  of

 world  peace  and  striving  for  a  new
 international  economic  order.

 One  significant  element  of  the

 foreign  policy  of  the  major  Latin  Ame-
 rican  countries  is  the  increasing  diver--

 sity  of  economic  ties  away  from  their
 traditional  partners  along  with  their
 pronounced  independent  stance  in
 world  affairs.  In  addition,  these  coun-

 t
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 tries  are  also  engaged  in  a  variety  of

 experiments  that  would  hasten  the

 Race
 of  cooperation  amongst  them.

 The  new  ideas  with  which  they  are

 engaged  in  forging  closer  cooperation

 among  themselves  not  only  have  bee

 rewarding  to  them  but  May  act  85

 catalysts  for  similar  such  collective

 ventures  elsewhere  in  the  developing

 world.

 One  reality  of  the  emerging  situa-

 tion  in  this  region  is  that  the  Super

 powers  will  have  a  decreasing  role  to

 play  in  the  decades  ahead,  a  trend
 that  is  very  welcome,  Another  reality
 is  that  the  major  powers  of  Latin

 America  will  have  an  increasing  role
 to  play  in  the  decades  ahead.

 It  should,  therefore,  be  our  endeav-

 our  to  work  more  closely  with  emerg-

 ing  Latin  American  countries  who  not

 only  understand  their  own  responsi-

 bilities  but  are  also  looking  forward  to

 closer  cooperation  with  like-minded

 developing  countries  of  the  world.

 These  changing  realities  suggest  that

 India  should  adopt  a  more  involved

 response  towards  Latin  American

 countries,  set  indeed  in  the  consistent

 pattern  of  our  global  policies  struc-
 tured  as  they  are  to  make  for  a  more

 Stable  and  equitable  world  order.

 India  can  no  longer  afford  to  ignore
 Latin  America  and_  the  Carribbean.

 Common  interests  critically  important
 to  us  do  indeed  exist  in  theSe  coun-

 tries,  But  mere  recognition  of  these

 interests  alone  is  not  sufficient,  These

 common  interests  need  to  be  nourished
 further.

 That  apart,  the  issues  of  primary
 importance  in  Indo-Latin  American

 relations  in  many  respects  are  the
 main  issues  that  both  of  us  commonly

 encounter  with  the  industrially  ad-
 vanced  rich  nations  of  the  world.  TheSe

 include  such  prablems  as  the  terms

 and  conditions  of  private  investment,
 trade  and  tariff  preferences,  commo- _
 dity  supplies  and  prices.  the  oceans
 and  their  reSources  and  security,  and
 the  transfer  of  technology  between
 north  and  south  countries  as  well  as
 south  and  south  countries.
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 The  challenge  here  is  to  formulate

 policies  which  recognise  the  commona-

 lity  of  interests  between  India  and

 Latin  America,  and  restructure  these

 interests  in  terms  of  the  increasingly

 complex  global  network  of  relaijens
 among  the  rich  and  the  developing
 countries.

 In  view  of  our  vital  common  in-

 teregt  in  helping  to  resolve  serious

 political  and  economic  prdablems  fac-

 ing  the  world  today,  ways  and  means
 have  to  be  explored  to  work  coopera-

 tively  with  the  nations  of  the  region,
 In  this  effort,  the  role  of  Indian  mis-
 Sions  located  in  these  countries  is  no
 less  important,  Every  effort  should  be
 made  to  strengthen  further  the  per-
 sonnel  and  the  facilities  of  our  mis-
 sions  in  Latin  America  and  the  Carrib-
 bean.  The  Government  of  India  should

 arrange  for  visits  of  Indian  leaders,

 parliamentariang  and  officials  at  more

 frequent  intervals  to  meet  their  coun-

 terparts  and  exchange  ideas  on  a

 variety  of  issues  of  critical  importance
 both  in  pilateral  and  in  international
 relations.  In  response  to  our  Indian

 Parliamentary  Delegation  that  visited
 Cuba  during  the  year  we  have  receiv-
 ed  Parliamentary  Delegations  from

 Equador,  Brazil,  and  Colombia.

 With  a  view  to  develop’  further

 the  transfer  of  techonology  between

 India  and  the  countries  of  this  region,
 our  Government  should  seriously
 consider  exchange  of  scientific  atta-

 ches  to  assesse  continuously  the  re-  +
 search  and  development  avtivities
 in  the  various  sectors  of  these  coun-

 tries  A  systematic  effort  at  assessing
 and  monitoring  the  lend  of  scientific
 researcth  and  indigenous’  technology «
 in  different  economic  and  scientific
 seectors  between  India  and  Latin
 America  would,  in  turn,  offer  एफ -

 tunities  for  both  to  dispense  and  ex-
 change  appropriate  technical  and
 scientific  assistance.

 While  there  exists  a  very  rich  re-

 servioy  of  goodwill  for  [India  in  all

 the  Latin  American  countries,  poor
 communication  and  absence  of  ade-
 quate  avenues  to  articulate  our
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 common  objections  and  sentiments

 of  cordiality  have  somewhat  impaired
 our  involved  response  to  each  others’

 problems  and  perspectives.
 Educational  institutions,  the  media

 and  the  general  public  in  India  pay
 insufficient  attention  to  countries  of

 Latin  America  and  the  Caribbean,
 and  many  of  us  to  be  frank,  have  very
 scant  knowledge  of  these  areas.
 Better  understanding  of  Latin  Ame-
 rica  is  bound  to  have  favouravdle
 effect  upon  the  quality  and  degree  of

 attention  and  response  accorded  to

 this  region  by  our  country.
 Political,  economic  and  diplomatic

 relations  among  nation-states  ordi-

 narily  deal  with  loncrete  problems.
 Underlying  these  problems,  however,
 are  the  intangible  relationships  that
 are  general,  rather  than  particular,
 emotional  rather  than  rational,  and

 certainly  not  related  to  day-to-day

 problems  or  issues.  In  promoting  the

 intangible  relationship  imaginative
 and  serious  efforts  with  a  view  to

 understand  history  and  culture,  poli-
 tics  ang  people  are  obviously  impor-
 tant

 Cultural  and  educational  exchan-

 ges  between  India  and  Latin  Ame-

 rica  provide  an  evenue  for  improv-

 ing  and  promoting  such  understand-

 ing.  In  their  present  form,  however,
 such  exchanges  are  hardly  _  signifi-

 cant  and  that  is  what  indeed  explains
 the  lack  of  involved  response  between

 India  and  the  countries  of  these  re-

 gions.  Whatever  arrangements  we

 have  by  way  of  cultural  agreements
 with  these  countries,  are  not  only  scale

 tered  but  also  very  narrow  in  scope.
 What  is  more,  as  I  understand  to  my

 dismay,  some  of  these  agreements,
 for  instance,  with  Mexico,  it  appears,
 have  not  been  even  yenewed  or
 reactivated.  Efforts  are  to  be  taken
 forthwith  to  seek  the  renewal  of  our

 on-going  cultural  treaties,  and  also
 to  explore  and  conclude  ।  similiar

 agreements  with  other  Latin  Ame-
 rica  countries.

 Although  this  is  a  matter  that  con-

 cerns  more  our  Ministry  of  Educa-
 tion  and  Culture,  nevertheless  I
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 would  like  to  reiterate  the  impera-
 tive  need  for  establishing  a  .Centre
 of  Evcellence  for  the  study  |  of
 Latin  American  affairs,  which  our

 Government  had  announced  almost
 a  decade  ago.  Such  an  effort  ig  im-

 perative  because  it  is  through  such

 an  endeavour  that  mutual  under-

 sanding  ang  valuable  contacts  of  our

 educated  public  can  be  promoted,

 guided  and  broadened.

 In  short,  the  time  is  ripe  for  ‘an

 energetic  and  earnest  approach  to  our

 relations  with  countries  of  Latin

 America.

 Our  approach  towards  the  coun-
 tries  of  the  region  should  no  more  be

 On  the  basis  and  belief  thai  these

 countries  are  only  of  marginal  im-

 portance  to  us  in  our  international

 interactions.  Rather,  they  are  increas-

 ingly  the  more  active  participants  on

 the  world  scene,  nations  whose

 friendship  and  co-operation  are  of

 Brea  value  in  the  p}esentt-day
 would  context

 The  establishment  of  peaceful

 world  order  and  the  redemption  of
 our  people  from  poverty  are  the

 twin  goals  that  we  share  with  the

 rest  of  the  world,  including  impor-
 tantly  with  Latin  America  and  the
 Caribbean.  And  now,  more  than

 ever,  we  recognize  that  these  objec-
 tives  cannot  be  attained  any  more

 in  isolation.  All  the  more,  therefore,
 we  need  to  nurture  further  our  com-

 mon  interest  and  pave  the  way  for  a
 mature  partnership  with  the  coun-

 tries  of  Latin  America  and  the  Cari-

 bbean:

 श्री  अटल  बिहारी  वाजपेयी  (नई  दिल्‍ली )  :

 सभापति  महोदय,  विदेश  मंत्रालय.  की

 1981-82  की  वांषिंक  रिपोर्ट  मेरे  सामने

 है।  रिपोर्टे अच्छे  रंग  में  छापी  गई  है
 ।

 इसका  आकार  भी  बढ़ा  दिया  गया  है
 ।

 इसके  भीतर  कुछ  फोटो  भी  बहुत  सुन्दर

 हैं।  सामग्री  के  बारे  में  भी  मैं  यह

 कहना  चाहूँगा  कि  भ्रंतर्राष्ट्रीय  परिस्थिति,

 भारत  के  विदेश  संबधी  इनकी  एक  अच्छी

 समीक्षा  इस  रिपोर्ट  में  पेश  की  गई  है  ।
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 मैं  आगे  भी  इस  रिपोर्ट  का  उल्लेख  करूंगा।

 लेकिन  यहां  मैं  एक  वाक्य  की  कौर  श्रापका

 ध्यान  दिलाना चाहता  हूं  ।.
 रिपोर्ट

 के

 पन्द्रहवें  अध्याय  में  जो  अध्याय  प्रशासन

 दौर  संगठन से  सम्बध  रहता  है, एक

 वाक्य  बड़ा  मजेदार है.  ।  वह  वाक्य

 इस  प्रकार  है:

 समीक्षाधीन  वरय  के  दौरान  श्री

 पी०  वी ०  नरसिंह  राव  विदेश  मंत्री

 बने  रहे  ।

 मैं  नहीं  समझता  कि.  रिपोर्टे  में

 यह  लिखने  की  क्या  आवश्यकता  थी ?

 एक  माननीय  सदस्य  :  कुछ  खतरा

 रहा.  होगा  ।

 a]  man  जिहार  बाजपेयी।  :.  अगर

 मंत्रालय  को  यह  आशंका  थी.  कि  श्री

 नरसिंह  राव  हटने  वाले  हैं  या.  बाहर

 अ्रफवाहें  फल  रही  थीं  कि  उनको  हटाया

 जाने  वाला  है  तब  इसका  उल्लेख.  किया

 जाता,  यह  बात  मेरी  समझ  में  आरा

 सकती  है  अ्रन्यथा  प्रशासन  आर  संगठन

 में  इसका  उल्लेख  करने  की  शझ्रावश्यकता

 नहीं  थीं  ।  अगर  मंत्नालय में  मंत्री  का

 ।  परिवर्तन  होता...  तो.  इसका  उल्लेख

 किया  जा  सकता  था  ।  लेकिन  जो

 मंत्री  बने रहे  उनके  बारे  में  इस  तरह

 से  उल्लेख  न  करते  तो  ठीक  रहता ।

 मुझे  खुशी  है  कि  प्रधान  मंत्री  ने  जब  मंत्रियों

 का  परिवर्तन  किया  तो  उसमें--

 PROF.  N.  G  RANGA  (Guntur):
 It  is  their  way  of  writing.  They  write

 it  in  English  also  that  such  and  such

 people  are  Secretaries  and  Joint  See-
 retaries.

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYEE:

 .  That  should  not  have  happened.

 ।
 मैं  इस  बात  पर  संतोष  प्रकट  कर

 रहा  था  कि  जो  परिवर्तन  मंत्रिमंडल  में

 हुआ  उसमें  बिदेश  मंत्रालय  को  भ्
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 OAT  गया।  ऐसा  करके  अचछा  किया  गया  ॥

 विदेश  नीति  के  निर्धारण  आर  संचालन

 के  बारे में  हमारे  मतभेद  हैं  कौर  उन

 मतभेदों  को  हम  बड़ो  प्रामाणिकता  के

 साथ  कौर  सबल  शब्दों  में  सदन  में

 , रखेंगे, देश के सामने भी देश  के  सामने  भी.  रखेंगे  लकिन

 मुझे  यह  कहने  में  कोई  संकोच  नहों  है  कि

 श्री  नरसिह  राव  जिस  तरह  से  पिछले  दो

 सालों से  विदेश  मंत्रालय  को  चला  रहे

 हैं  उसके  लिये  वह  हम  सब  सबकी  बधाई

 के  पात्र  हैं,  उसके  लिये  उनकी  प्रशंसा

 की  जानी  चाहिये  ।  यह  प्रशंसा  करने  का

 तब  कौर  भी  ज्यादा  झ्रौचित्य है  जब  aK

 मंत्रालयों  का  हम  बहुत  बुरा  हाल  देखते  हैं  |

 मैं  किन  मंत्रालयों की  कौर  इशारा  कर

 रहा  हूं  इस  समय  मैं  उसमें  नहीं  जाऊंगा |

 को  "माधवराव  सिंधिया  यह  श्राप

 पहले  कह  देते  तो  हम  तालियां  नहीं  बजाते।

 PROF,  MADHU  DANDAVATE:

 Let  him  withdraw  his  applause  with

 retrospective  effect.

 1413.0  hrs.

 [Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  in,  he  Chairj

 थ्रो  अटल  विहारों  बाजपेयं/ :
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 नगर  वह

 a3  होते  तो  मैं  शायद  तारीफ  नहीं  करता

 जलते.  हुये.  सवालों  की  चर्चा.  में

 बाद  में  करूंगा  ।  मैं  पहले  कुछ  छोटे  नग्न

 उठाना  चाहता  हूं  ।

 इस  समय  लंदन  में  हम  फेस्टिवल ग्राफ

 इडिया  मना  रहे  हैं।  नौ  महीने  तक  यह

 महोत्सव  चलेगा।  इस  महोत्सव पर  हम

 जितना  रूपया  खर्चे  कर  रहे  हैं,  विदेशी

 मुद्रा  खर्चें  करने  जा  रहे  हैं  उसको  करना

 जरूरी  था
 या

 नहीं  था  इस  सवाल  पर

 देश  में  मतभेद  है।  ब्रिटेन  भी  महोत्सव  में

 योगदान  देगा ।  ब्रिटेन  की  आर्थिक  स्थिति

 भी  इस  समय  बहुत  प्रगति  नहीं  है।  ब्रिटेन

 के  लोगों  को  भारत  के  बारे  में  प्रतीक  जानकारी
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 [को  अटल  बिहारः  बाजपेयी]

 देना  इसे  भी  मैं  उपयुक्त  नहीं  मानता  ।  ब्रिटेन

 से  हमारे  कभी  घनिष्ट  कौर  कभी  कटुता पूर्ण

 सम्बन्ध रहे  हैं  ।  उसके  साम्राज्य  के

 हम  एक  अंग  रहे  हैं  उनका  भ्न्तबहिय

 हमें  मालूम  है
 ।

 भा  त  की  भी  ऐसी  कोई

 बात  नहीं  जिससे  ब्रिटेन  शभ्रपरिचित  हो  ।

 लेकिन  मैं  एक  छोटा  सा  प्रश्न  उठाना

 चाहता  हूं
 ।

 क्या  यह  जरूरी था  कि

 महोत्सव का  प्रारम्भ  23  मार्चसे से  किया

 जाता?  23  मार्च को  WIN  ने  सर-

 दार  भगत  सिंह  को,  राजगुरु  को  और

 सुखदेव  को  फांसी  के  तख्ते  पर  चढाया  था  ।

 मैं  नहीं  जानता  किसने  यह  तिथि  तय  की  ?

 सावधानी हो  गयी  ।  23  मारे  से  उत्सव

 को  प्रारम्भ  नहीं  करना  चाहिये  था  ।

 यह  हमारे  लिये  आवनाक  का  सवाल  है  ।

 जिन्होंने  भगत  सिंह,  राजगुरू,  सुखदेव  को

 फांसी  के  तख्ते  पर  चढ़ा  दिया  उस  इंग्लैंड

 की  राजधानी  में  जा  कर  फांसी  वाल

 दिन  हम  महोत्सव  का  आयोजन  करें,  यह

 कोई  भावनात्मक afte  से  बहुत  अच्छी

 बात  नहीं  हुई  |

 उत्सव  के  संबंध  मं  एक  छोटा  सा

 उल्लेख
 में  कौर  भी  करना  चाहता  हूं

 दिल्‍ली  में  उस  उत्सव  की  देखभाल  कौन

 कर  रहा  है?  में  मानता  हूं  कि  विदेश

 मंत्रालय उससे  सीधा  जुड़ा  हु्रा  नही  हैं,  लेकि.

 जिन  परिस्थितियों  में  [निर्मल  कुमार  सिह

 की  मृत्यु  हुई  है  उससे  AM  धक्का  लंगा  है

 वह  उत्सव  की  संचालन  समिति  की  देख-

 रेख  की  जिम्मेदारी  निभा  रहे  थे  1  4,5

 दिन  पहले  उनकों  हटा.  दिया...  गया

 वह  विदेश  मंतालय  में  काम  करते  थे,

 एक  अच्छे  अ्रफसर  थे  बाद  में  शिक्षा

 मंत्रालय  क  साथ  जोड़  गये  क्योंकि  शिक्षा

 मंत्रालय  सास्कृतिक  आदान  प्रदान  के

 दायित्वों  का  भी  faate  करता  है  ।  क्यों

 एसा.  gat  यह  भें...  नहीं  जानता ।

 दूसरी  बात.  .  .
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 किे  मंत्रों
 (श्री  पी  .वी

 ०
 नरसिंह  राव)  :

 माननीय  बाजपेयी  जी,  अभी  अभी  पता

 चला  है  कि  22  ata को  हुमा  था  उदघाटन

 उत्सव  का  ।  23  मार्च  को  नहीं  ।

 थी  अटल  fagre:  बाजार  :  यहां

 23  माचें  को  खबर  छपी  थी  ।

 थो  Toaio  नरसिंह  राव  :  हमारे गांव  .

 में  25  को  भी  नहीं  छपी  थी  ।

 PROF.  MADHU  DANDAVATE:

 The  result  of  the  festival  was  hang--

 ing.

 श्री  Tio  alo  नरसिंह  राव  :
 में  इसका

 खुलासा  इसलिए  कर  रहा हूं  ताकि  फिर

 इस  पर  कोई  टीका-टीपणी  न  हो  ।

 थ्रो  अटल  बिहार.  वीडियो:  में

 कौर  एक  छोटा  मामला  उठाना  चाहता  हूं  ।

 दिल्‍ली  में  Sa  साउथ-साउथ  डायलाग

 का  आयोजन  हुआ  उस  समय  एक  AE

 वर्ल्ड  अवार्ड,  तृतीय  विश्व  पुरस्कार,  तत-

 सानिया  के  राष्ट्रपति,  श्री  नायरेरे  को  पेश

 fam  गया  था.  ।  उसके  उपर  भी  बड़ा

 विवाद  हो  रहा  है।  एक  साप्ताहिक  ने  तो

 ।  तक  लिखा  है,  में  उद्धत  करना  चाहता

 हुए

 ‘The  presentation  of  the  so  called.
 Third  World  Award  to  Dr.

 Julius  Nyerere  ap  last  week’s  glit-

 tering  ceremony  here  has  _  proved
 to  pe  a  calculated  fraud  by  a  cabal

 operating  from  London.

 ....the  Tanzanian  leader,  the  dis-:

 tinguished  recepient  of  the  Third

 World  award,  and  Indira  Gandhi

 who  made  the  prtsentation  on  be-

 hal¢  of  the  Third  World  Foundation

 were  clearly  taken  for  a  ride.  South

 Block  cannot  escape  at  loast  part
 of  the  responsibility,  and  the  con-

 sequent  odium  for  it.”



 नि  न  न.  थ  ae  Oo

 PROF,  N.  G.  RANGA:  Dr.  Nyerere  is

 ‘one  of  the  distinguished  statesmen  in
 «ifrican  world.

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHAR]  VAJPAYEE:
 The  objection  has  not  been  taken  to

 ‘the  presentation  of  award  to  Dr.

 Nyerere  but  this  foundation  has  come
 in  for  g  great  deal  of  criticism.  I  would
 like  the  Foreign  Minister  to  find  out

 whether  this  criticism  is  valid  or  not

 PROF,  N.  G.  RANGA:  This  is  ir-

 responsible  criticism.  Why  should  you
 take  notice  of  it?

 SHRt  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYEE:

 Had  the  criticism  been  so  irresponsi-
 ble,  I  would  not  have  taken  notice  of

 it,

 सभापति  जी,  देश  को  बिदेश  नीति

 के  प्रश्न  पर  एक  आाम  सहमति  रही  है  ।

 हमारे  अन्तर्राष्ट्रीय  संबंध  कसे  हों  सचमुच

 में  इसका  निर्णय  जबर  हम  अपनी  स्वाधीनता

 को  लड़ाई  लड़  रहे  थे  तब  निश्चत  हुमा

 था  ।  यह  ग्राम  सहमति  बनी  रहे  इस  को

 प्रयल्न  जरूरी  है  |

 aa  प्रारम्भ  में  निवेदन  कियां  कि

 विदेश  नीति  के  कुछ  पहलु प्र ों  से  हमारा

 मतभेद  है  ।  हम  उसकी  श्रालॉचना  भीं

 करते  है,  कई  प्रसंगों  पर  ।  मैं  कम्यूनिस्ट

 पार्टी  की  बात  नहीं  कहता  जो  इस  बात  से

 प्रसन्न  होगी  कि  भारत  सोवियत  शिविर

 में  शामिल  हो  जाय  लेकिन  बाकि  का  सारा

 देश  यह  चाहेगा  कि  हम  शक्ति  गुटों  से

 अलग  स्वतंत्र  विदेश  नीति  का  श्रवलम्बन  केर

 एसी  नीति  का  जो  विश्व  शांति  के  हित

 में  हो,  जो  उपनिवेशवाद  के  अवशेषों को

 समाप्त  करते  के  पक्ष  में  आवाज  उठाए

 जो  रंगभेद  के  विरुद्ध  लड़ने  वाला  के  साथ

 कंधा  जोडकर  खड़ा  रहे  कर  जो  दुनिया

 में एक  नई  श्रत्तर्राष्ट्रीय  अर्थ  -  व्यवस्था
 ।  की  रचनायें  योगदान  दे  ।

 इन  प्रश्नों  पर  देश  में  श्राम  मतैक्य

 है,  और  इसलिए  विदेश--नीति  के  संचालक
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 एक  ऐसे  दायित्व  से  बंधे  हुए  हैं,  जो  व्यक्ति

 को  दल  को.  सीमाओं  को  लांघ

 कर  न  केवल  राष्ट्र  के  भूत  कर  वर्तमान

 को  बांधता  हैं,  मगर  भविष्य  के  निए  मी

 एक  जिम्मेदारी  सौंपता  है  ।

 कोई  इससे  इंकार  नहीं  कर  सकता

 fe  पिछले  कुछ  समय  से  अरत्तर्राष्ट्रीय

 परिस्थिति  बिगड़ी  है  और  तनाव  शैफील्ड

 की  प्रक्रिया  को  गहरी  ठेस  लगी  है  ।

 इसक  लिए  दोनों  महाशक्तियों  का  रवैया

 जिम्मेदार  है  ।  अमरीका  तेल  को  अपनी

 argia  को  सुरक्षित  रखने  के  लिए  हि्द

 महासागर  में  पहले  से  ही  अडडे  बना  रहा

 है,  कने  बस  को  बढ़ा  रहा  है  ।  ईरान

 में  जो  राष्ट्रीय  क्रान्ति  हुई,  मैं  उसका  इसਂ

 लिए  स्वागत  करता  हू  कि  वह  Aira

 एक  महाशक्ति  के  खिलाफ  थी।  ईरान

 अमरीका  के  चगुंल  से  निकल  अया,  इसका

 स्वागत  कियया  जाना  चाहिए।  लेकिन  इससे

 अमरीका  में  जरुर  चिन्ता  पैदा  हुई  होंगी ।

 उसक  बाद  अफगानिस्तान  रूसी  सेनाओं

 के  प्रवेश  से  तनाव  मीर  बढ़ा  है  ।  श्लिष्ट  में

 ठीक  काहा  गया.  है. कि  चिश्ती-तनावर  wr

 मुख्य  केन्द्र  यूरोप  से  हटकर  एशिया  में  झा

 गया  है  ।  इस  बात  क  डर  दै  नि.  कहीं

 स्थिति  मीर  न  बिगड़  जाए  ।  हमारी -

 सुरक्षा  भी  इससे  जुड़ी  हुई  है  ।  विकास  क

 लिए  हमें  शान्ति  की  आवश्यकता  है  ।

 हुम  अपनी  सीमाभ्रो  को  भी  सुरक्षित  देखना

 चाहेंगे  ।
 इस  लिए  मुझे  इस  बाल  पर  खेद

 हैं  कि  इस  तनाव  शंथित्य  को  प्रक्रिया  को

 जों  धक्का  लगा  है.  उसको  काम  करते के

 लिए  ’  या  fat  घटनाओं  की.
 वजह

 से

 अन्तर्राष्ट्रीय  परिस्थिति  निरन्तर  बिगड़ती

 जा  रहीं  है,  उनको  गुत्थियों  को  सुलझाने

 के  लिए  हमनें  कोई  कुटनी  तिवा  पहल  नहीं  की  ।

 वल  इतना  ही  कहना  काफ़ी  नहीं  है

 कि  रुस  की  सेनाएँ  अफगानिस्तान,  में

 चिंमंत्रण  पर  गई  थीं  ।  किसके  निमंत्रण  पर
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 ['प्री  टल  बिहारी  बाजपेयी]

 गई  थीं  ?  और  भ्रमर  निमंत्रण पर  मिले

 भी,  तो  जिसे  निमंत्रण  मिले, क्या  उसका  जान,

 जरूरी  होता है  बौर  अगर  निमंत्रण  पर  गई

 थीं  ।  तो  अब  वापिस  चलीं  जाएं ।  श्राप

 अ्रतिथि  बनकर  जाएं  थे  ,  प्रब  मालिक  वडनेकर

 बैठने  का  प्रयत्न  मत  कीजिए  ।  मगर  रूस

 एक  महाशक्ति  है  भ्रौर  महाशक्तियों  की

 अधिकार है  कि  मनमानी  करें  ।

 अन्तर्राष्ट्रीय  परिस्थिति  का.  सबसे

 दुर्भाग्यपूर्ण  पहलू  यह  है.  कि  “जिसकी  लाठी

 उसकी  daਂ  चल  रही  है।  अमरीका,  लैटिन

 अमरीका  में  एल  संत्वाडोर  और  दूसरे

 देशो ंमें  क्या  कर  रहा  है
 ?  हम  उसके

 खिलाफ  भी  अवाज  उठाती  चाहिए  ।  मैं

 इस  मत  का  नहीं  हूं  कि  हम  एक  महाशक्ति

 की  शझ्रालोचना  करें  WI  दूसरी  को  छोड़

 दें  ।  हस्तक्षेप  को  नापने  का  एक  गज़

 होना  चाहिए  |

 मगर  मैं  सोवियत  संघ  a  wha

 आशाएं  करता हूं
 ।  इस  लिए  सोवियत  संघ

 का  श्राचरण  मुझे  ज्यादा  पीड़ा  पहुंचाता  है  ।

 मैं  रिपोर्ट  के  एक  पं
 रा ग्राफ  को  उद्धत  करना

 aga!  -

 “इसी  तरह  म्रफगानिस्तान

 के  मामले.  मं  भीं!  भारत

 शुरू  से  ही  यह.  कहता  पाया

 है  कि  विदेशी  सैनिकों  को  वापसी

 हर  Tat  से  बाहरी  हस्तक्षेप  को

 समाप्ति  तथा.  अफ़ग़निस्तान  की

 स्वतंत्रता,  प्रभुसत्ता,  प्रादेशिक  अखंडता

 शर  उसके  गुट-निरपेक्ष  दर्जे  को

 अक्षुण्ण  बनाए  रखने  के  आधार  पर

 सम्बद्ध  पक्षों  के  बींच  बातचीत  के

 माध्यम  से  इस  सदस्य।  का  राजनीतिक

 समाघान  खोजा  जाना  चाहिए  1.0
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 उस  समाधान  को  खोजने  म  हमारी  कोई

 भूमिका  होगी  या  नहीं  होगी  ।  सोवियत

 संघ  हमारा  मित्र है,  उससे  हम  कोई

 बात  मिलता  क  ढ़ग  से  बह  सकते  ह

 क्या  अफगानिस्तान  की  समस्या का  राज-

 नितिन  हल  निकलने  के  लिए  कोई  ऐसा

 ऐसा  फार्मूला  पढ़ना  भ्र सम्भव  है  जिससे

 भ्रफगानिस्तान  में  बाहरी  हस्तक्षेप  भी

 समाप्त  हो  जाए  कौर  सोवियत  संघ  की

 सैनिकों  को  वहां  रहने  के  लिए  कोई

 भ्रौचित्य भी  न  मिले  ?

 में  मानता  हुं  हस्तक्षेप  समाप्त  होना

 चाहिए ।  अगर  पाकिस्तान  गौरित्ला  सैनिकों

 को  शस्त्र दे  रहा  है,  प्रशिक्षण दें.  रहा है

 कौर  वें  जाकर  अफगानिस्तान की  सीमा  में

 गड़बड़ी  कर  रहे  हैं  तो  उन्हें  रोका  जाना

 चाहिए  ।  क्या  गुटनिरपेक्ष  आन्दोलन  इस

 संबंध  में  केवल  भावनाओं का  प्रकटीकरण

 करके चुप  बेठा  रहेगा ?  क्या इस  समस्या

 को  हल  करने  के  लिए  हम  कोई  कूटनीतिक

 पहल  नहीं  कर  संकते  हैं  ?  क्या  प्रधान

 मंत्री  अपने  व्यापक  प्रभाव  का  उपयोग

 नहीं  कर  सकती  हैं  ?

 आज  अफगानिस्तान  में  रूस  की

 सेना  हैं  इसलिए  अमरीका  को  बहाना

 मिल  गया है  ।  मैं  “बहाना”  कह  रहा

 हूं  क्योंकि  पहले  भी  पाकिस्तान  को  हुयी-

 यार  दिए  जा  चुके  हैं  लेकिन
 अब  उन्हें

 एक  नया  बहाना  मिल  गया  ह  कि  पाकिस्-

 तान  फेट  लाइन  पर  स्थित  है  कौर  उसकी

 मदद  करना  जरूरी  है।  पहले  वे  हमें

 प्रशासन  देते  थे  कि.  पाकिस्तान  को.

 दिये  जाने  वाले  हथियार.  भारत  के

 खिलाफ  काम  में  नहीं  ७. ि  लेकिन

 इस  बार  वे  यह  भी  आश्वासन  नहीं  दे,

 रहे  हैं  ।

 पुराना  भ्रनुभव  साक्षी  है,  यह  हथियार  श्री-

 गा निस् तान  &  खिलाफ  क; म  में  नहीं  झायेंगे,  पाकिए

 स्तान  का  सोवियत  संघ  के  साथ  दो-दो  हाथ  करने.

 का  सवाल पैदा  नहीं  होता  इसलिए  यह  हथियार

 मैं  इससे  शत-प्रतिशत  सहमत  हूं  लेकिन

 प्रशन  कह  है  कि  यह  संमाधान  कौन  खोजेगा
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 भारत  के  खिलाफ  ही  प्रयुक्त  होंगे-इसमें

 कोई  सन्देह  नहीं  है
 ।

 लेकिन  मं  नहीं

 समझता  कि.  लड़ाई  का  खतरा  हमारे

 दरवाजे  खटखटा  रहा  हे  ।  हम  भ्र पनी

 तैयारी  रखें  लेकिन  देश  में  युद्ध का  ज्वर
 पैदा  करना--यह  ठीक  नहीं  है  ।  राष्ट्र  की

 स्वतन्त्रता  अनमोल है,  सामानों को  श्रक्षृण्ण

 रखना  आवश्यक है  लेकिन  एक  गरीब  देश

 क्या.  पहले  कूटनीतिक  उपायों  से  संघ

 को  टालने  का  प्रयत्न  नहीं  करेगा  ?  कौर

 मुझे  शिकायत  है  कि  यह  प्रयास  नहीं  हो

 रहा  है।

 पाकिस्तान ने  नो-वार  पैकट  का  अ्राफर

 दिया  ।  उसे  यह  कह  कर  स्वीकार कर  लेना

 चाहिए
 था

 कि  हम  उसपर  विचार  करेंगे
 ।

 लेकिन मेरे  पास  कटिंग  है-समय  सीमित  है,

 उपाध्यक्ष  महोदय,  श्राप  जरा  घंटी  से

 अरपना  संबंध  दूर  रखें  तो  मुझे  असानी

 MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  You  want

 me  to  ring  the  bell?

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHAR]  VAJPAYEE:

 I  da  not  want  you  even  to  touch  the

 bell,

 MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  You  ।  are

 the  former  External  Affairs  Minister.

 Therefore,  you  must  be  given  more

 time.

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHAR]  VAJPAYEE:

 Thank  you,  Sir.

 PROF.  MADHU  DANDAVATE:  Even
 if  the  bell  is  rung,  it  will  be  expung-
 ed!

 ti  meet  fagre  rat)  :  यह

 Waa  के  कुछ  शीर्षक  हैं,  मे  कौर  अधिक

 विस्तार
 में  नहीं  जाना  चाहता :

 “Pindi  never  responded  to  India’s

 initiative,  Pak  No-War  oer  curious,

 implications  will  be  studied  says

 Rao;  P.M,  doubts  sincerity  behind
 the  oerff  intriguing;  the  offer  ig  the

 fier  ig  a  propaganda  play.’
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 पाकिस्तान  प्रचार  का  खेल  खेल  सकता  है

 लेकिन  हमने  जो  रवैया  अपनाया  उससे

 पाकिस्तान  के  प्रचार  को  मदद  ही  मिली

 हमें  नेगोशिएटिंग  टेबल  पर  बैठ  कर,  झगर

 पाकिस्तान  केवल  प्रचार  में  रुचि  रखता

 था,  तो  उसे  बेनकाब  करना  चाहिए  था ।

 लेकिन  हमने  ऐसा  नहों  किया
 ।

 हमने  कहा  पहले

 हम  प्राय  करते  थे  उन्हे  पाकिस्तान  ने  नहीं

 माना  ।  ठीक  है,  उस  समय  पाकिस्तान  ने

 नहीं  .माना  लेकिन  आज  जो.  श्रन्तर्राष्ट्रीय

 परिस्थिति  जप  इस  भूखण्ड  में  जो

 स्थिति  बदली है  उसके  कारण  पाकी-

 स्तान  यदि  नौ  वार  पैक्ट  का  झ्राफर  दे

 रहा  है  तो  क्या  यह  जरूरी  नहीं  है  हमारे

 लिए  कि  हम  उसकी  तह  में  जा  कर  देखे

 fe  सचमुच  में.  पाकिस्तान  ईमानदार

 है  या  नहीं  ?  क्या  हमारे  ऊपर  यह

 जिम्मेदारी  नही ंहै  कि  हम  पाकिस्तान

 को  एक  महाशक्ति  के  जंगल  में  फंसने  से
 रोकें  ?  इस  भू-खण्ड  के  देशों  की  सुरक्षा

 जुड़ी  हुई  है,  उसे  हम
 अलग

 करके  नहीं
 देख  सकते  हैं  ।

 मुझे  लगता  है  कि  1949  के  नो  वार

 आफर  का  उल्लेख  नहीं  किया  जाना  चाहिए

 था  ।  1949  का  नो-वार  -पैक्ट  का  आफर

 स्व०  पंडित  जवाहर लाल  ने  किया था  ।

 उसमें  मीडिएशन  की  बात  थी,  आर्बिट्रेशन

 की  बात  थी  ।  यह  तों  अच्छा  go  कि

 पाकिस्तान ने  उस  समय  नहीं  माना  आर

 हम  बच  गए,  वरना  फंस  जाते  ।  काश्मीर

 का  सवाल  दुनिया  की  पंचायत  में  जाकर

 ait  बिगड़  जाता  ।  उस  समय  पाकिस्तान

 का  जो  जवाब  था, वह  भी  मेरे  सामने

 है  ।  वह  कहता है  कि  जब  कुछ  मसले तय

 होने  बाकि  हैं,  तो  फिर  नो  वार  पैक्ट

 कैसे  हो  सकता  है,  जब  तक  उन  मसलों  को

 तय  करने  कं  प्रक्रिया  निर्धारित  न  की

 जाए  |  नगर  पाकिस्तान  ने  भ्र भी  भी  यही

 कहा  है  तो  आपक  प्रतिक्रिया ठीक  है  1

 शिमला  सझोते के भ्नुसार के  चके  सभा  मतभेद
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 [ti  wea  परिहार  वासियों]

 द्विपक्षीय  झ्राधार  पर  तय  होंगे  ।  मध्यस्थता

 का  सवाल  नहीं  है,  किसी  तीसरे  पक्ष  को  जाने

 नहीं  दिया  जाएगा  ।  मगर  हम  पाकिस्तान

 के  साथ  यह  बात  श्रीमती-सामने  कह  सकते

 थे.  ।  क्या  पाकिस्तान के  इरादों  पर  शक

 करना  जरूरी  था  aT  अगर  शक  है  भी  तो

 सार्वजनिक  रूप  से  प्रकट  करना  नितान्त

 अनावश्यक  था  ?

 थ्।  एम  राम  गोयल  रेडखी  यह

 अच्छी  हिन्दी  है  ।

 श्र  शट  जि हुरो  [जरिये  :  कूट-
 नीति  का  मामला  है  ।

 बाद  में  पाकिस्तान  के  इस  प्रस्ताव

 पर  बातचीत  करने  का  फैमन  कर  लिया

 गया  ।  लेकिन  जब  पाकिस्तान  ने  हयूमन

 राइट्स-कमीशन  में  BIA  का  माम  ना
 उठाया  तो  हमने  बड़ी  तेजो  से,  तुर्शी  से

 तय  कर  दिय।  कि  बिदेश  सचिव  इस्लामी-

 बाद  नहीं  जायेंगे
 iy  मानता  हूं  कि

 पाकिस्तान  को.  हयूमन-राइट्स-कमीशन

 में  काश्मीर  का  सवाल  नहीं  Taran  चाहिये

 था,  लेकिन  पाकिस्तान  काश्मीर  का  सवाल

 यू नाइट  ड-नेशन्स  में  झाग  5.0  जगहों  पर  उठाता

 रहा  (सीडड वहू  एक  कर्मकाण्ड  है,  जो  बह

 करते  रहे  हैं।  कभी  हमन  उसका  नोटिस

 लिया  है  सनौर  करो  sant  नोटिस  नहीं

 लया हैं.  «ही  भगत  बाद  में  बोलने

 वाले  हैं...

 श्र;  एवं  ।  के  एल०  सत :  WITT

 Maral  लगा  सीधा  |

 श्र  ददन  सिह रो  वीडियो  :  में  श्राप

 भगत  की  बात  नहीं  कर  रहा  हूं,  यहां

 पर  कई  भगत  बैठ  हुये  हैं  ।

 डालेंगे,  मगर  मैं  जो  एजपवेंजेज  हुए  हैं,  उतकों

 देख। है  ग्रोवर  मैं  मानका  हूं,  मुझे  लगता है  कि

 हमत  शबर  रीएक्ट  किया  है  ।  उठा-
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 अध्यक्ष  महोदय,  श्राप  मुझे  समय  दें,  तो  मैं

 यह  पढ़कर  सुनाना  चाहता  हूं  ।  पाकिस्तान

 ने  जो  पहले  उल्लेख  फिया  है,  मैं  मानता

 कि  वहू  गनत  है  गहा  मामला  हनुमत-राइट्स

 कमीशन  में  नहीं  जाना  चाहिये  था  ।  लेकिन

 यह  मामला  हमनें  यह  कहकर  नहीं

 उठाया  है  कि  ag  मामला  हयूमन-राइट्स

 वा मिशन  में  क्यों  लॉय  गये1  शिमला

 समझौते  म  यह  हमले  मात  लिया  है  कि

 काश्मीर  के  बारे म  दोनों  देशों  का  अपना  स्टैंड

 है,  वे  कायम  रहेंगे  ।  अपनो-अपनी  की-

 जीवन  मटन  की  जायेगी,  मैं  सहीं  जानता

 हूं  कि  यह  क्यों  माना  गया  ।  मुझे  तो

 अफसोस  है  कि  शिमला  समझौते  के  समय

 हमने  काश्मीर  के  मामले  को  हमेशा  के

 लिये  तय  करते  पर  जोर  क्यों  नहीं  दिया

 प्राय  कह  सकते हैं  कि  यह  बात  पुरानी

 हो  गई ।  लेकिन  फिर  भी  मैं  मानता

 हूं  कि  पाकिस्तान  को  वहां  काश्मीर  कं।

 प्रश्न  नहीं  उठाना  चाहिये  था  ।.  पाकी-

 स्तान  नें  जो  कहा  है,  वहू  मैं  उद्धत  करना

 चाहता  हुं  ।

 “Even  the  dispute  pertaining  te

 Jammu  &  Kashmir  shuld  pe  resolv-

 ed  similarly  in  the  light  of  the  Simla

 Agreement.”

 SHRI  MADHAVRAO  SCINDIA:  In

 what  context  has  he  said?

 stl  sta  बिहारी  वाजपेयी  :  श्राप

 इसको  छोड़िये,  जो.  हुया  बह  गलत

 है।  मुझे  श्रीसंथ  है,  श्री  माधवराव  सीरिया

 जो,  आपने  इसको  पढ़ा  नहीं  है  ।

 श्री  माधवराव  सिंधिया :  मेंने  विस

 .  पढ़े है  ।

 श्री  अटल  बहारो  वाजपेयी :

 नामीबिया  को  वात,  पेल स्टोन  की.  बात

 बाद  में  कहीं  गयीं  ।

 नहीं--

 थो  माधव राय  सिंधिया  :  मेन-रिजोल्यूशन

 जिसमें  यह  डिस्कशन  gat  है,  वह  कौन

 ty
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 सा  था  किस  हैडिंग  a,  fea  रियो-  से.  बातचीत  करने  में  संकोच

 ट्यूशन  के  अन्तर्गत  डिस्कशन  हुआ  है?  क्यों  होना  चाहिए?  1 ॥  शिमला  सम-
 1  do  no.  want  to  innterrupt  you.  I  am  झौते  में  माना  है-फाइनल-सं  टीम  ट
 गणक,

 es  _  नि
 श्राफ  जम्मू  एण्ड  काश्मीर  -भी  बाकी

 थ  प्रबल  बिहार  वाजपयी:
 =

 सेल्फ-
 है  ।  में  उसे.  दोहराना  नहीं  चाहता  ह,

 डिटरमिनेशन  को
 चर्चा

 को  गर  कि
 लेकिन  मैंने  उस  समय  भी  विरोध  किया

 पाकिस्तान
 का  यह

 स्टड
 है,

 कि
 काश्मीर

 था।  अप  पाकिस्तान  से  कहं  किः  आ इये,

 को
 सेल्फ

 डिटरमिनेशन  का  अधिकार  काश्मीर  पर  बलि  कीजिये  ।  ह  ठीक

 क
 मिला है

 ।  यूनाइटेड  नेशन्स
 म  कि  जंत्र  काश्मीर,  पर  बात  होंगी  तो  एक

 प

 लि
 ने

 कहा  है,  श्राप
 उससे

 मतभेद
 ही  बत  होग ;  पाकिस्तान  काश्मीर  के

 ।  ह्
 -  =  =  “

 रखे  सक  -
 आप

 भरत
 मतभ द सकते

 रे  जिस  हिस्से  पर  कब्जा  जमाये  dar  है,
 शब्दों  म  प्रकट

 कर
 सकते  हू

 |  उसकों  खाली  करे  ।  इससे  बात  बिगड़ेगी
 मगर  श्री  भगत  ने.  जो  जबाब  दिया--मैं

 तो  कीजिए

 उद्धत  कर  रहा  हूं:

 Surely  ‘the  Delegation  of  Pakis—

 tan  ‘does  not  believe  that  the  rights  M1  To  3०  नरसिंह  रवि :  झप,

 of  self-determination  and_  self-ex-  भी  वहीं  कह  रहै  हैं,  हम  भी  वहीं  कहू
 pression  can  best  be  exercised  under

 रहे  द  ।
 martial  ही: है ह

 यहां  तक  जाना  जरूरी  नहीं  था  ।  फिर  शी  अटल  बिहार:  वाजपेयी:  श्राप

 वहीं  प्रक्रिया  शुरू  हो  गयी,  बात  बिगड़  कुछ  उधर  से  कह  रहे  हें,  हम  कुछ  इधर

 गई  ।  मेरा  निवेदन  है  हम  फिर  से  उस  से  कह  रहे  है

 गात  को  शुरू  करें  कंबल  पाकिस्तान  के

 साथ  ही  नहीं,  नेपाल  के  साथ,  बंगला  देश

 साथ,  श्री  लंका  के  साथ,  केवल  सुरक्षा के

 मामले  पर  नहीं,  सहयोग  के  मामले  पर  भी ।  क  व...

 qa  प्रसन्नता  है--प्रधान  मंत्री  जी  नें  त
 मटन  बिहार

 विजय:
 दर

 स

 दोस्ती  को  संधि  का  प्रस्ताव  रखा  है,  लेकिन  नहीं
 कहना

 चाहते  नग
 नहीं  2र

 क  ....  रहे  है।  कहिये,  हम  काश्मीर  पर  बात
 यह  पहले  भों  रखा  जा  सकता  था,  हमें

 उसे  दुहराना  चाहिये  ।  हिन्दुस्तान  मं  कोई

 एसा  नहीं है  जो  पाकिस्तान  का  बुरा  चाहता है

 भारत  के  हित  मे  है  कि  पाकिस्तान  रहे,

 मजबूत  ट्  BiH  जो  ज्योपोसलिटीकल

 सिचुएशन  पदा  हो  गई  हैं,  उसके  लिये

 श्रविश्वाण  को  दूर.  बरना  पढ़ेगा  ।

 पाकिस्तान  को  भी  HAT  स्वयं  बदलना  .

 हुआ  |  जब  जनता  सरकार  थ.  उस

 समय  भी  हुये  इस्लामिक  सम्मेलन  में

 जनरल  जिया...  ने.  पेनस्टान  के  साथ

 agi  राम  सिह  यादव  (अलवर) :  ये

 देर  से  कहना  चाहते  हे  ।  ।

 करने  की  तैयार  हैं  ।

 मैं  जब  पाकिस्तान  गया  था  तंव  भी

 एक  बार  ae  चर्चा  चली  थी  कि  काश्मीर

 का  सवाल  अभी  बाकी  है,  श्राप  तारख

 तय  केर  दीजिये  मैंने  कहाँ  तारीख  क्यों

 आज  ही  बात  कर  लीजिये  ।  कहने  लन

 तैयारी  करना  जरूरी  है  ।.  मैंने  कहा--

 हमारी  तैयारी  है,  बात  कं/जिये  ।

 काश्मीर  के  मामले  कों.  जोड़ा  था  हमनें  fon  मंत्रालय  भें  राज्य  मंत्री  (श्री

 विरोध  किया  था।  लेकिन  में  यह  कहनी...  शिवराज  aी०  पाटिल)  :  यहां  आप  की

 चाहता  हूं--काइम र  के
 सवाल  पर  पाकिस्तान  पार्टी  का  स्टैंड  है  ।
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 श्री  पन्ट  fuged  वाजपेयी  :  मेरो  viet

 में  पास्तान  के  सवाल  पर  कोई  मतभेद

 नहीं  है।  एसा  लगता  है  आपकों  किसी

 समाचार  पत्न  के  सम्पादकीय  लेख  को  पढ़ा

 gm  हैं  ।  ae  ठीक  है,  श्रलग-घप्रलंग

 सदस्य  बोलते  हैं,  उनके  बात  रखते  का

 ढंग  अलग-प्रलय  होता  है,  लेकिन  कोई

 मतभेद  नहीं  हैं।  काश्मीर  के  सवाल  पर

 समझौता  नहीं  हो  सकता  |

 भुट्टों  साहब  शिमला  wat  थे  |

 उन्होंने  क्या  कहा  था--यह  विदेश  मंत्री  को

 मालूम  है  और  “aa  के  नाते  मुझे

 भी  कुछ  जानकारी  है  ।  श्रीमती  इंदिरा

 गांधी  को  वह.  अश्विन  दे.  गये  थे,

 लेकिन  पाकिस्तान  जाकर  वह  उस

 आ्राश्व।सन  से  पलट  गये  ।  हम  काश्मीर

 का  मामला  तय  करने  को  तयार  हैं,

 मगर  मैं  एसा  नहीं  समझता  कि  पाकिस्तान

 लड़ाई  सें  काश्मीर  ले  सकता  है  ।  वह

 लड़ाई  से  पहले  काश्मीर  नहीं  ले  सकेगा

 और  जब  भी  नहीं  ले  सकता  ।  1971

 की  लड़ाई  लड़ी  थी  तो  उन्हें  बंगला  देश

 स्थ/कार  करना  पड़ा.  |  अरव  अगर

 पाकिस्तान  लड़ाई  करेगा  तो  फिर  बाद  में

 लड़ाई  करने के  लिये  पोस्तीन  इस  रूप  में

 बचा  हुस्ना  नहीं  रहेगा  ।
 मगर  हम  नहीं

 चाहते  कि  लड़ाई  हो,  हमारे  सीमित

 आर्थिक  साधन  युद्ध  की  A  झोंके  जांच,

 येह  देश  के  लिये,  देश  की.  गरीब  जनता

 के  लिये  बड़े  दुर्भाग्य की  बात  होगी  ।

 पाकिस्तान के  साथ  हमें  बातचीत  का  सुच

 फिर  से  इतना  चाहिये,  बातचीत  आरम्भ

 करती  चाहिये  |

 चीन  के  साथ  हमारी  चर्चा  चल.  रही

 है,  उस  में  थोड़ी  तेजी  लाने  की  जरूरत

 है।  सीमा  का  प्रश्न  एक  महत्वपूर्ण  प्रश्न

 है।  इस  fore  में  कहा  गया  है--  केन्द्र

 बिन्दु  है  ।”  हम  सोन  के  सामने  फिर

 ava  प्रस्ताव  ,  को  दोहराए  fe  THT

 सीलंट  पर  उन्हें  जोर  देने  को  आवश्यकता

 नहीं  है,  पहल  हम  उतरो  सीमा  पर

 समझौता.  कर  सकते  हैं,  लद्दाख  को  बारे

 में  आगे  बातचीत  हो  सकती  है।  लेकिब

 बातचीत  करते  हुये  भी  यह  भावना  प्रकट

 नहीं  होने  देनी  चाहिये  कि  हम  पेर  पीट

 रहे  हैं।  बार-बार  पीकिंग  से  तिथियों  क

 सुझाव  आ  रहें  हैं,  हम  उन्हें  जवाब  देने

 में  देर  कर  रहे  हैं।  यह  ठीक  नहीं  है  ।

 चीन के  साथ  सम्ब्रन्धों  को  सामान्य  कप्तान

 की.  प्रतिभा.  चलनी.  चाहिये.  ।  अन्य

 पडौसी  देशों  के  यारे  में  -ी  मैंने

 कहा  ।  लेकिन  यह  wa  हो  सकता  है.  जब

 हम  बराबरी  के  दर्जे  पर  प्रोर  हम  प्रयोग  के

 भ्राता  पर.  उनके.  साथ  नतच/त  करें  ।

 भारत  पड़ोसी  देशों  के  साथ  जयते  राष्ट्रीय

 हितों  का.  सुरक्षित  रखता  eat,  किस  तरह

 से  मंत्नी  सम्बन्ध  बढ़ा  सका  है.  यह  ह

 विदेशी  नीति  क  कोर्ट।  है  ।

 पाकिस्तान  का  बात  मेरी  समन  में

 ora)  है  ।  लेकिन  बांगलादेश  ?  आज

 बंगलादेश  में  सेनिक  शासन  आ  गया  है  ।

 पिछले  दिनों  जिंयाउरंहमान  क  हम  आर

 प्रतीक  मदद  वार  सकते थे  ।  मैं  किसी  रहस्य

 का.  उद्घाटन  नहीं  कर  रहा  हूं  ।.
 बंगला-

 देश  के  राष्ट्रपति  जियाउरंहूमान.  जब

 दिल्‍ली  ara  थे  तो  वे  निराश  हों  कर  गये
 ।

 ae  पिछले दो.  सालों की  कहानों  है.
 ।  मैं

 नहीं  जानता  कि  ऐसा  क्यों  है?  श्रीलंका

 को  सरकार  की!  भ  शिकायत है.  ।  छोटा-

 सा  देश  मारीशस  भ  यह  अनुभव  करने  लगा

 है  कि  भारत  के  साथ  जो  बात  पहले  थीं,  वह

 अब  नहीं  है  ।

 हम  शक्ति  में  बड़े  हैं,  आकार  में

 we  हैं,  जनसंख्या  में  बड़े  हैं  ।  हमारे

 पड़ौसी  राष्ट्रों  का  जे।  छोटे  छोटे  हैं  संवेदनशील
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 होना,  भावुक  होा,  स्वाभाविक  है  ।

 उनमें  विश्वास  पैदा  करने  को  जिम्मेदारी

 हमारी  है  ।'

 हमने  साउथ-सम्मेलन  नका

 wining  किया  ।  उसमें  हमने  नेपाल  को

 बुलाया।  नहीं  ।  वह  सम्मेलन  बुलाने  को

 जरूरते  क्या  थी  ?  कानकुन  के  सम्मेलन

 से  कुछ  बहीं  निकला  ।.  77  का  ग्रुप  यूनिट डਂ

 TTT  में  पहले  से  बता  है  ।  127  देश

 उसमें  शामिल  हैं  ।  27  देशों  का  एक

 इन्दरमल  ग्रुप  युनाइटेड  नेशंस  में  है  ।

 44  देशों  क।  दिल्‍ली  में  जाने  at  तकलीफ

 देने  की  क्या  जरूरत  था  ?  कई  देश

 उसमें  छूट  गये,  व.  नाराज  &  ।

 Mi  Alea  राव  सिंधिया  :.  बातचीत

 ait  बहुत  महत्वपूर्ण  वात  है.  ॥

 श्रो  अटल  बिहारी  वाजप्य  :  तो

 चलाइए  बातचीत  |  उपाध्यक्ष  कहंदे,  मैं

 कह  रहा  था  कि  पहले  नेपाल  का  न  बुलाने

 का  फैसला  हुआ  था.  ॥

 थी  पो०  बीज  नरसिंह  राव  :.  वाजपेयी

 लें।  ने  जों.  कहा  है.  उससे  फक  पड़ता

 हैं  ।  एक  सूचा  तैयारी।  गई  थे  जिसमें

 अमुक  अमुक  देश  थे,  वाकी  देश  नहीं

 थे।  यह  एक  स्टेटमेंट है  ।  दूसरा  यह

 कहना  कि  फलां  फनां  देश  को  न  बुलाने

 का  फैसला  हुमा  था  1  (व्यवधान  )  1

 al  प्रबल  विहारी  वाजपयी  :..  मैं  आपका

 संशोधन  मान  लेता  हूं  ।  नेपाल  क  बुलाने

 का  फैसला  नहीं  gt  था  ।  परिणाम

 एक  ही  था  ।  क्या  नेपाल  में  यह  भावना  पदा

 नहीं  हुई  कि  उसक  उपेक्षा  की  जा  रहीं

 हैँ  ?
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 श्री  पति-  नरसिंह  राव:  ऐसी

 बात  नहीं  थी  ।  मैंने  नोट  कर  लिया  है  ॥

 मैं  प्रापक  बताऊंगा  ।

 श्री  अटल  बिहारी  बाजियों  :  हमने

 44  देश  बुलाएग्रुप  77 में  127 देश  है

 हम  सब  कं  नहीं  बुला  संकते थे  ,  कुछ को

 छोड़ना  जरूरी  था  लेकिन  इस  में  से  निकला

 कया  ?  हमने  अनावश्यक  रूप  स  कुछ  लोंगों

 क  टूर  कर  दिया  किन्तु  प्राप्त  हमने  कुछ

 नहीं  किया  |

 उपाध्यक्ष  महोदय,  करमे  रिका  में  इस

 समय  जी.  शासन  है,  उस  शासन  से  हमें

 ज्वादा  राशा  नहीं  करना  चाहिए  ।  यह

 शासन  जिंस  इंडस्ट्रीज  मिलिट्री  काम्पलेक्स

 ar  रिप्रेजेंट  करता  है...  ।.  उसको

 विश्व  क!  देखने  को  जे  दृष्टि हैं  उसके

 साथ  हमारा.  मेल  नहीं  बैठ.  सकता

 है  ।  इस  दुनिया  पर  कोई  शक्ति  या

 महाशक्ति  छा  जाय  इसे  हम  कभी  स्वीकार

 नहीं  कर  सकते  ।  लेकिन  अमेरिका  एक

 लॉक तंत्न वाद।  देश  है  ।  वहाँ  कॉग्रेस  है

 wen  अलग  दल  हैं,  स्वतन्त्र  प्रेस  है,  पब्लिक,

 ग्रापिनियन  जेसी  चीज़  है  प्र  हमें  अमेरिका

 का  जनता  रो  सीधी  बातचीत  करने

 कं  कोशिश  करना  चाहिए  ।  रंगीन

 साहब  के  दे  साल  बातों  हैं।  (व्यवधान)

 कांग्रेस  यहां भो  है,  वहां भो  है  ।

 एक  माननीय  संदर्भ
 :

 वहां  आई

 नहीं  है।

 न  अटल  बिहारी  वाजपेयी:  हां,

 भाई  नहीं  है  ।

 लेकिन  मेरा
 कहना  यह  हैं  कि  महा-

 शक्तियां  ज  चाहती  हैं  वह  करती  हैं  1

 इजराइल  नें  गोली  हाइट्स  के  निगल लिय  र
 कया.  प्रस्ताव  पास  करने  के  अलावा  आ
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 [at  अटल  बिहार!  विजय  यं: ।

 कोई  रास्ता  नही ंहै  ?  कया  अमरीका  को

 मन मान।  क.  लेटिन  अमरीका  में  रोकने

 को  कोई  दिशा  नहीं  है  ?  क्या  स्रफगानि-

 स्तान  से  रूस  क;  सैनिकों  क.  निकालने  का

 कोई  ढंग  नहीं  है

 श्री  पी०  वी-  नरसिंह  राव :  श्राप

 बता.  दोजिए--उदाहरणाये  ।

 श्री  gea  fag  वाजपथी  :  नहीं-

 नहीं,  हमें  पहल  करत:  चाहिए,  1  यूनाइटेड

 नेशन्स,  नान  एलायण्ड  मूवमेंट  में  AT

 रोजनल  स्तर  पर  (व्यवधान  )  1

 श्री  पी०  की  नरसिंह  राव  :  ये  तं

 मैंने  नोट  कर  लिया  है,  इनके  त  मैं  जवाव

 दूगा,  इसके  अलावा  कौर  कुछ  हो  ता  बताइए |

 श्री  अटल  बिहारी  बाजपे  यों  :
 आपने

 नोट  कर  लियौ  है  ती  सिवा  है  ।  मेरी

 गाड़  झाग  चलने  दीजिए,  श्राप  ब्रेक  क्यों

 लगा  रहे  हैं  ?

 श्री  पी०  वी०  atikg  राव  :  मैं  ब्रेक

 नहीं  लंगा...  रहा  हुं  काई  शौर  तरीका

 पूछ  रही  हू  ।

 श्री  अट  बिहारी  वाजपयी  :  मैं

 विदेश  मंत्नी  को  कहूंगा  कि  वे  सदन  क

 fara  में  लें  ।

 ईरान-इराक  का  जो  युद्ध  Ae  रहा  है

 उसे  समाप्त  कराने  के  लिए  कुछ  गुट  निरपेक्ष

 देशों  ने  पहल  की  थी.  उसमें  सफलता।  क्यों

 नहीं  मिली  ?

 अफगानिस्तान  का  मामला  उलझा

 हुमा  है.  मैं  मानता हूं
 ।  यहं  मामला

 महा-शक्ति  से  जुड़ा  मुद्रा  है.  मगर  ईरान-

 ईक  दोल  रुट  निरपेक्ष  देश हैं  और  पड़ोस:

 दश  हैं  ।  हमारे  oatfea:  रम्वस्ध  उनक
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 साथ  निकटस्थ es!  मगर  मुझे  ऐसा  लगता

 है,  हो  सकता है  कि  मैं  यहां  बेटा  हूं  इसलिए

 मुझे  एसा  लगता  है  और  विदेश  मंत्री  sey

 एवं  जयतेਂ  के  आधार  पर  परिश्रम  कर  रहे

 होंग,  लेकिन  कहीं  न  कहीं  गुट  निरपेक्ष

 देशों को  पहल  में  कमो ंहै  ।  क्या  इसका

 कारण  यह  है  कि  गटनिरपेक्ष देशों
 की  महा

 शक्ति  पर  निर्भरता  बढ़  रही है
 ?

 इस  मामले  में  भारत  की  स्थिति  भी

 “कोई  बहुत  भ्रमणी  नही ंहै
 ।  हम  हथियारों

 के  लिए  एक  महा-शक्ति  पर  निर्भर  हैं  कौर

 प्राणिक-क्षेत्र  में  कर्ज  के  लिए  दूसरी  महा-

 शक्ति  पर.  निभा  हैं  ।  गुट-निरपेक्षता

 पर  अगर  चला  जा  सकता  है  न  स्वावलंबन

 के  अधार  पर  ही  चला  जा  सकता  है  ।

 आज  स्थिति  यह  है  उपाध्यक्ष  महोदय

 कि  हम  अमरीका  की  आलोचना  करने
 से

 संकोच  करते  हैं  ौर  सोवियत  रूस  की

 तारीफ  करने  में  हिचकिचाने  लगे  है  ।

 ga;  ‘“urea-fafaenaਂ  के  सवाल  पर

 सोवियत  रूस  ने  ज  प्रस्ताव  रखा  है,  उसका

 स्वागत  किया  जाना  चाहिए  ।  रीगन

 एडमिनिस्ट्रेशन  स  साफ  कहना  चाहिए,

 लकिन  हमने  नहीं  कहा,  चुप  रहे  देखा

 जाएगा  ।  सऊदी  सरबिया  ने  एक  इति-

 शि ये टिव  लिया  था  सूर्या  हमारा  मिलर

 है  ।  रूस  अर  सीरिया  के  बहुत.  गहरे

 सम्बन्ध  हैं  ।  सीरीज।  नहीं  गया,  इसलिए

 वह  सम्मेलन  नहीं  हूआ  आखिर  aw

 देशों.  का  इलाका  उनको  वापिस  मिलना

 चाहिए  |  एक  अलग  राज्य  की  सथ  पना  होने!

 चाहिए  ।..  लेकिन  गोली-हाइट्स  को

 निगल  कर  बैठ  गए  ।

 मेरा  निवेदन  यह  है  कि  हम  ईरान  और

 इराक  के  मामल मैं  फूल  कर  सकते हैं  ।

 एक  शौर  भं।  गुंथी  है  ज  उलक्षी  हुई

 --कपूरिया  को  ।  बिंदेश  मंती।  गए

 थे,  वे  वहां  क.  प्रतिनिधि से  सदन  को  अवगत



 न्

 ।

 “at
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 ।

 कराएंगे  ।  कंपूचिया  से  बीतता  को

 watt  क  हटना  चाहिए  ।  कोई  नहों

 चाहता  क्रि  पोलियो  क!  सरकार  वापिस

 aie,  लेकिन  कुमारी  स्थिति  क्या  हो.  गई

 है  ।  ज  अ्रन्तर्राप्ट्रोय  सम्मेलन  eat  था,

 हम  उस  सम्मेलन में  भाग  लने के  लिए  नहीं

 गये  ।  मगर  कया  हम  औआआध्जवर  के  नाते

 नहीं  जा  सकते थे  ?  यह  ठीक  है  कि  उस

 mater  सम्मेलन  में  हैंग  मोमिन

 "क  सरकार  को  मान्यता  नहीं  दी  गई  थी,

 हम  उसको  मान्यता  दे  चुके  हैं--मान्यता

 देने  के  सवाल  पर  मतभेद  रहा  है,  लेकिन

 राजवीर  के  नाते  वहां  जाने  में:  कोई  एतराज

 नहीं  होना.  चाहिए  था...  ।.  वियतनाम

 शर  आसियान  के  बढ़ते  हुए  मतभेदों  को

 कम  करने  में  कौर  विश्व  के  उस  भूखंड  में

 महाशक्तियों  चो  ढ़त  दुई  प्रतिस्पर्धा  में

 इसे  या  उस  देश  को  एक  या  दूसरी  महा-

 शक्ति  के  पीछे  लगने  के  लिए  मज़ार  होने  से

 रोकने  में  हमारी  कोई  भूमिका  होग,  या

 wet?  यह  टीक  है  कि  हमें  किसी  ने  मिली-

 एटर  नहीं  बनाया  ।  लेकिन  हमरी  कोई

 तो.  भूमिका  ह;  सकते है.
 ।

 कम्पूचिया  के  वारे  में  एक  कौर  वात

 मैं  कहना  चाहता  हूं  ।  प्रधान  मंत्री  ने

 दक्षिण  एशिया  क/  यात्रा  की  थ.  ।.  भ्र पनी

 यात्ना  के  दौरान  उन्होंने  एक.  वक्तव्य

 दिया  था.  जिसमें  उन्होंने  कहा.  कि  थाइलैंड

 को  सेनाएं.  .  ,

 थ  पी+  नए0  नरसिंह  राव  :  उसका

 कंट्रेडिकशन  किया  जा  चुका है  ।  आप

 दोहराना  चाहते  हैं  त  दोहरा  सकते  हैं  ।

 थो  अटल  त्रि हमारी  वाजप्य  :  मैं

 Sigal  सहीं  चाहता  ।  लेकिन  कंट्रेडिक्शिन

 करने  में  देर  हुई  है  ।
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 श्र  Tio  Ajo  Wee  राव  :  जब

 eat  ध्यान  में  बात  लाई  गई  तभी  हमने

 कुडी  कर  दिया  था.  ॥

 श्रा  wen  बिहार)  वा्पेयी  कतर

 लाई  गई  ?  थाईलैंड  क/.  सरकार  ने

 ve  अ्राफिशल  स्टेटमेंट  दिया  था

 श्र)  Vis  व3  नरसिंह  राव  फोरन  बाद

 कंट्रेडिकशन  किया  थ।  ।

 श्र;  wee  fagit;  बाजपेयी  :  प्रधान

 मंत्री ने  कहा  था.  या  नहीं कहा  था.  ?

 श्र  प.  - ह  नरसिंह  राब :  गलत

 रिपोर्ट  है  1  श्राप  चाहें  त  मैं  झाग का

 भेज  दंगा  कि  क्या  कट्रडिक्शन  हुआ  था  1

 ४;  झील  बिहार  वाजपेयी  :  मेर!

 निवदन  है  कि  नामीबिया  क  ब्राजील।  के

 लिए  जो  प्रयत्न  हो  रहे  हैं  उनका  तेज  करने

 को  जरूरत  है  ।  बड़ी  शक्तियों  का

 उदाहरण  मैंने  दिया है  कि  बे  चाहें  जव

 दखल  देशों  ।  साउथ  श्रमिक  भर  जो

 चाह  कर  रहा  हैं  ।  कब  तक  नामीबिया

 के  लोग  स्वाधीन  टोने  के  भ्र पने  अधिकार  से

 वंचित  रहेंगे  ?  हमें  बड़े  पैमाने  पर  उनकीं

 सहायता  करन,  चाहिए  ।
 मैं  जानता हूं  कि

 हमे  सहायता  कर  रह  हैं  ।  लेकिन  अंगोला

 को  मुक्ति  के  संघर्ष  में  हमने  जसा  योगदान

 दिया  था  कं  उतने  बड़े  पैमाने पर पर  नामीबिया

 की  मुक्ति में  हिस्सा  बंटाने  का  वक्‍त  नहीं

 प्रा  गया  है  ?

 एक  बात  का  शौर  उल्लेख  मैं  करना '

 चाहता  हूं।  हम  शस्त्रों क  होड़  नहीं

 चाहते  ।  हम  दुनिया  में  शस्त्रों  क  दौड़

 का  निरुत्साहित  करने  की  कोशश्ि  कर

 रहे  हैं।  लेकिन  भ्रन्तर्राप्ट्रीय  परिस्थिति
 ०

 म  परिवर्तन  कौर  विदेश  नीति  के  दटि-

 पूर्ण  संचालन  के  कारण  हम  खद  उस  दौड

 में  पड़  गए  हैं  !  मेरा  निवेदन है  कि

 सरकार  झर  देश  क।  एटमिक  वैवेल  के  बारे

 में
 एक  बार  ग्रे पना  दिमाग  बने  लेना  चाहिए  -
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 ।  श्र!  श्री ल  बिहार  वाजपेयी]

 कया  हम  न्यूक्लियर  आप्शन  हम  रखना  चाहते

 हैं  ?  अगर  रखना  चाहते  हैं.  तो.  फिर

 पाकिस्तान  के  एक्सप्लोशन  का  विरोध

 करने  के  जो  हमारे  तेवर  हैं  वे  उतने  तेज

 नहीं  रह  सकत े|

 शरे  एच०  के  एल०  भगत  :  (पुजे

 "दिल्‍ली )  :  श्रमिक  राय  कया  है.  ?

 श्र  मंटल  जिहार  वाजप्य  अपनी

 राय  बताने  के  लिए मैं  खड़ा  नहीं  दुप्रा

 हूं।  मेरी  राय  पृष्ठ  जाएगी  त।  मैं  बताऊंगा  ।

 पक  नहीं  बताऊंगा  |  भगत  ज  के

 साथ  मैं  दिल्‍ली  के  बारें  में  बात  करने  के

 लिए.  "उप, हूं  ।

 -र  एच  के०  एल  WH:  TTT

 क्या  हैं?  इतना  वड़ा  सवाल  है,  जवाब

 देने  को  तैयार  नहीं हैं  ।

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYEE:
 IT  am  prepared  to  hold  =  constituency
 level  talks  with  my  friend,  Mr.  Bha-

 gat.

 मुझे  याद  है.  नेहरू जी  ने  क  बार

 कहीं  था.  कि  भारत  कभी  भरण  अस्तों  का

 fant  नहीं  करेगा  ।  याद  में  श्री  लाल

 बहादुर  शास्त्री  आए।  उन्होंने  करा  कहा  ।

 उन्होंने  कहा  इतनी बड़ी  वात  तो  मैं  नहीं  कहू

 सकता  हूं  कि  कभी  नहीं  करूंगा  लेकिन

 में यह  कह  सकता  ह  कि
 ग्राम  नहीं  करूंगा

 ।
 बाद  में  श्रीमत्:  इन्दिरा  गांवों

 ने  पण  विस्फोट

 करक  सारी  दुनिया में  पक  धमाका कर  दिया |

 हम  उनका  स्वागत  करने  वालों में
 थे  |

 MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  Now,  you

 have  left  Morarji  Desai. .

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYEE:

 Again  you  are  participating  in  the

 debate,

 MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  You  are

 coming  trom  Lal  Bahadur  Shastri;
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 you  have  left  Morarji  Desai;  I  am  try-

 ing  to  remind  you.

 SHRI  H.K.L,  BHAGAT:  [  am  iry-
 ing  to  refresh  his  memory.

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYER:
 1  remember  everything.

 कोई  जरूरत  नही ंहै  मेरी  याददाश्त  को.

 ताजा  करने  क।  ।  मगर  केवल  पाकिस्तान

 नहीं,  इजराइल,  साउथ  अफ्रीका,  लैटिन

 अमरीका  के  अन्य  देश  भी  न्यूक्लीयर  क्लब
 में  शामिल  करने  क.  तेरो  कर  रहे  हैं  ।

 gq हम  एक.  फैसला  कर  सकते  हैं  कि

 अगर  पाकिस्तान ने  श्री  विस्फ़ोट किया  तो

 हमें  सारी  स्थिति  पर  पुरविक़ार करना

 पड़ेगा  ।  लेकिन जब  हम  भ्र पने  लिए '

 यह  रास्ता  खला  रखना  चाहतें  हैं  त।  हम

 इस  बात  का  न  भूलें  .कि  दूसरे  देशों को

 उस  खुले  रास्ते  का  लाभ  उठाने  से  हम  नहीं

 रोक  सकते ।

 मैं  मानता  हू ंकि  इस  सवाल  पर  एक

 राष्ट्रीय  मतैक्य  क  आवश्यकता  होगी  ।

 कया  यह  पार्टी का  सवाल  है.  च्न्ध्क  जहां  तक

 arta  टेक्नालाजी: का  सवाल  है  हमें

 उसका  विकास करना  है,  निर्माण के  काम

 में  उसका  उपयोग करना  है  ।

 आज  जव  दुनिया  विश्व  युद्ध  के  कगार

 पर  खड़ी  है,  जहां  महाशक्तियों के  स्वार्थ

 ama में  टकरा  रहे  हैं.  जब  दुनिया  को

 कमाई  का  बड़ा  भाग  हथियारों  पर  खर्चे

 हो  रहा  है  AIX  मानवता  रोटी  के  लिए,

 दवा  के  लिए,  मकान  के  लिए  बिलख  रही

 है  तो  भारत  का  ग्राह्य  क्या  है
 ?  यह

 ठीक  है  कि  हमें  श्रन्तर्राष्ट्रीय  तकाजों  और

 राष्ट्रीय  हितों  में  मेल  बैठाना  पड़ेगा.  ।

 मगर  दोनों  में  कोई  एसा  भ्रातृ-विरोध

 नहीं  है  कि  मेल  नहीं  बैठाया
 जा  सकता

 1

 मगर  एक  बात  का  ध्यान  रखना  होगा,

 विदेश  नीति
 का

 संचालन  घरेलू  परिस्थितियो ं,
 स  जोड़ने  के  लोभ  का  संवरण  करना  बहुत '

 आवश्यक  है  |



 नन  नयनन  मि  बिना

 कभी  कभी  ऐसा  लगता है  कि.  तरन्त-

 राष्ट्रीय  ख़तरे  की  बात,  भ्रन्तर्राष्ट्रीय  खतरा है,

 मगर  उसक।  जरूरत  से  ज्यादा  वढ़ा  चढ़ा  कर

 कहने  में  कहीं यह  भावना  तो  काम  नहीं

 कर  रहे है  कि  देश  कं  जनता  अपने  अधिकार

 के  लिए  न  लड़े,  देश  पर  खतरा  है,  सब  एक

 झंडे  के  नीचे  श्री  जात्रा,  प्रधान  मंत्री  के

 हाथ.  मज़बूत  करों  ।  प्रधान  मंत्री  के

 हाथ  किसने  कमज़ोर  किये  हैं  ?  प्रधान

 मंत्री
 के  हाथों

 को
 तौर  कितन  शक्ति.

 चाहिए  ?  जहां  तक  राष्ट्र की  रक्षा  का

 सवाल  है  68  करोड़  देशवासी, एक.  साश्र

 हैं  ।  लेकिन  हम  अपने घर  ठीक  नहों

 रख  पा  रहे  हैं।  जो  श्राम  सहमति  विदेश

 नति  पर  पैदा  हुई  थी.  उसे  मजबूत  नहों  कर

 'पा  रहे  हैं  उसे.  ताकत  नहीं  पहुंचा पा

 रहे हैं।  थोड़ा सा  मतभेद  होता  है,  श्रालो-

 “चना  होती  है  ता  नीयत पर  शक  किया

 जाता  है  ।  बोलों.  नहीं,  विरोध  प्रकट

 मत  करो  देश  खतरे में  है.  ।

 प्रधान  मंत्री  का  जब  बाहर  स्वागत

 होता  है  ता  हमक 1  भ  प्रसन्नता  होत  है  ।

 ag  न  सोचिए कि  चमक।  ईर्ष्या  होत  है  ।

 मगर  एक  बात  न.  भूलिए  कि  श्रीमती

 इंदिरा...  गांवों  का.  इसलिए  स्वागत

 हाता है  कि  बह  भारत  को  प्रधान  मां:  है  ।

 'तक  महिला  के  नाते वहू  बड़ी  चतुर  हैं,  बडो

 योग्य हैं,  इसमें  कोई  संदेह नहीं  ।  लेकिन  अगर

 कीमतों  इन्दिरा  गांघी  छंटे  से  देश ख,  प्रधान

 wat  होतीं  तो  यह  शिकायत  नहीं  होतो  ।

 THE  MINISTER  OF  STATE  IN

 THE  MINISTRY  OF  HOME  AFFAIRS

 AND  DEPARTMENT  OF  PARLIA-

 MENTARY  AFFAIRS  (SHRI  P,  VEN-

 KATASUBBAIAH):  This  is  left-hand-
 ed  compliment.  You  are  not

 aie
 to

 accept  the  realities.

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYEE:
 You  don’t  accept  the  reality.

 देश  को  पीछें  रख  कर  और  रचनात्मक

 आलोचना  को  भी,  जिस  भावना  से  आलोचना

 को  जातों  है,  उसको  ग्रहण  करने  से  इन्कार

 ा  क  vp  aly  अग...  for

 कर  के  हम  विदेश  नीति  जैसे  नाजुक  मसले

 पर जो  एक  नेशनल  कंसेशन  हैर  जिसे

 मैं  समझता  हं  कि  मजबूत  करने  की
 जरूरत

 है, उस  मजबूत करने  का  काम  नहीं  कर

 रहे  हैं  ।  श्राखिर  आपके  दल  में  भ  ऐसे

 लोग  हैं  जो  उस.  कन्सेशन  के!  ताड़ता

 चाहते  हैं  ।  विरोधी  कक्ष  में  भी  ऐसे

 लोग  हैं,  हम  उनसे भो  श्रपरिचित  नहीं

 हैं।  मगर  जे  देश में  समझदार  लोग

 हैं  उनके  ऊपर  यह  दायित्व है  कि  वर्त  मान

 परिस्थिति  में  राष्ट्रीय  सुरक्षा  के  सवाल  को

 प्राथमिकता  देते  हुए  भो
 म्रन्य  प्रश्नों  पर

 जो  जुड़े हुए  हैं;  एक  श्राम  सहमति  बने
 ।

 गह  मंत्रालय  की  मांग  पर  बोलते  हुए
 भो

 मैंने  प्राम  सहमति  को  बात  को  थी,  माननीय

 नरसिह  राव  यहां  मौजूद  थे  ।

 हमें इस  देश में  लोकतन्त्र  चलाना  हैं  ।

 इसलिए  मुझे  हथियारों  पर  जरूरत  से
 ज्यादा  खर्चा  करने  में  सोच  होता  है  ।

 15.  hrs.

 गरीबी से.  लोगों में  असतीष  पैदा  होसन

 हैं।  एक.  फौजी  शासन  उस.  अ्रसन्तोष

 को  बन्दूक  से  दवा  सकता  हैं,  हम.  नहीं

 दबा  सकते  ।  इसलिए  हमारे  लिए  शांति

 कं  झावश्रकता  सर्वोपरि  है  ।  यह  ठीक

 हैं  कि  हम  श्रपर्नी  सीमा झा पर  आंच  नहीं
 आने  देंगे,  लेकिन  कूटनीति  लड़ाई  का

 टालने  का.  सबसे  प्रभावी  श्रौजार  है  ।

 जब  लड़ाई  सौंप  दौ  जायेग तब  तो  हमकी

 उसका  सामना  करना  होगा,  मगर  क्या

 हम  लड़ाई टाल  सकते  हैं,  क्या  इस  भूखंड

 में  नया  वातावरण  पैदा  कर  सकते  हैं,  क्या
 विश्वास  क  टूटी  हुई  किया  जोड़  सकते

 हैं;  क्या  हम  महा  शक्तियों  के  जंगल  से

 इस  भूखंड को.
 बचा  सकते (निप  यह

 चुनौतियां  हैं  जिसका  हमें  सामना  करना

 हैं  ।
 विदेश  मन्त्री  इन  चुनौतियां का  सामना

 कर  रहे  हैं
 ।  आने

 वाला  कल  उत्तर  देगा

 कि

 हैम  नि  का  उत्तर

 दे  पाते

 हैं  या  नही ंदें  पाते हैं  1
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 SHRI  B.  R.  BHAGAT  (Sitamarhi):

 Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  Sir,  the  Hon.

 Prime  Minister  in  her  kindness  and

 generosity  named  me  to  lead  the

 Indian  Delegation  to  the  38th  Session

 of  the  Human  Rights  Commission  held

 in  Geneva  from  Ist  February  to  12th

 March.  Sirf  when  I  went  there,  I

 was  very  much  surprised  that  the  dis-

 tinguished  representative  of  Pakistan

 Shri  Agha  Hilali  sought  me  out  on  the

 first  day  and  invited  me  to  an  e¢xclu-

 sive  lunch.  I  gaid  “well.  we  will  be

 here  for  six  weeks  and  we  will  meet

 some  time  laterਂ  and  during  the  course

 of  the  first  week,  almost  every  day  he

 wanted  me  to  come  and  join  him  for

 lunch  because  he  wanted  to  talk  to

 me  on  some  urgent  matters.  So,  on

 the  10th,  that  is,  ten  days  after  the

 Session  had  started,  he  came  19  my

 delegation  seat  just  a  few  minutes  be-

 fore  1.00  P.M.,  when  the.  morning
 session  was  to  end,  he  said,  ..  heve

 found  out  that  you  are  free  for  lunch

 today.  Will  you  come  with  me  in  my

 car  and  we  will  go  to  a  restaurant  and

 we  can  talk”.  I  could  nof  say  ‘No’.  So

 we  went  there  and  he  took  me  to  a

 restaurant.  He  spoke  to  me  for  more

 than  two  hours,  discussing  very  sensi-

 tive  matters  about  the  Indo-Pakistan

 relations.  A  meeting  like  this  in  the

 Parlance  of  diplomacy  is  done  for  a

 certain  purpose.  It  was  not  a  courtesy

 meeting,  I  took  it  normally  that  there

 were  certain  matters  which  he  wanted

 to  communicate  to  me  to  be  communti-

 cated  to  Delhi  here  and  this,  he  was

 doing  on  the  express  wish  of  the  high-
 est  in  the  Government  of  Pakistan.

 And  towards  the  end  of  the  lunch,  I

 asked  him  a  question.  I  did  not  do

 rouch  of  the  speaking,  he  did  almost

 99  per  cent  of  the  speaking.  But  at

 the  end  of  the  lunch,  that  is,  after

 1-1/2  hours,  I  asked  him  a  casval

 question  which  was  unconnected  with

 anything  because  this  was  on  the

 Agenda  of  the  Human  Rights  Commis-

 sion.  On  the  very  first  day  when  the

 Item  No  1  of  the  Agenda  was  taken

 up,  that  is,  “Organisation  of  workਂ

 the  Pakistan  TDelegation  wanted  that

 Item  No.  9  to  be  discussed  separniely.

 MARCH  30,  1982  Min.  of  Ext.  Af.  408.0

 Ilem  No,  9  deals  with  the  selfi-deter-

 mination  of  peoples,  This  is  for  the
 benefit  of  my  esteemed  colleague,  Mr.

 Vajpayee,  because  he  said  that  Pakis-

 tan  did  not  say  a  word  on  behalf  of

 Palestenian  and  Namibia.  But  this

 item  is  there.  This  item  is  regaruing
 the  right  of  the  people  to  sel{-teter-

 mination  under  colonial  rule,  olien

 domination  and  foreign  occupation.
 These  gre  the  three  subjects  which.

 come  under  Itm  No.  9  and  Kashmir
 is  raised  under  these  headings.  This

 clearly  establishes  the  link—sa  far

 Pakistan  is  concerned—with  |  situa-
 tion  in  Palestine  and  Namibia,  Pakis-
 tan  wanted  this  item  to  be  discussed

 separately.  This  item  is  discus-
 sed  along  with  itern  4  or  some  other
 item  also,  which  deals  generally  with

 the  elimination  of  racialism,  occupied
 Arab  territory,  Namibia  and  other  mat-
 ters.  Pakistan  wanted  item  No.  9  to  be
 discussed  separately  and  _  this

 granted,  because  when  a  delegation
 wants  such  a  thing  that  much  courtesy
 ls  given  and,  therefore,  this  year  this
 item  was  discussed  separately.  ।  ask-
 ed  him,  why  he  wanted  this  item  No.  9
 to  be  discussed  separately.  That  was
 my  question.  He  came  out  with  the
 answer:  “I  do  not  want  to  raise  any
 bilateral  issues  between  us  under  this;
 ।  have  asked  for  a  discussion  sevaretely,
 because  I  want  to  discuss  only  Afghan-

 istan  and  the  presence  of  2  1/2  million

 refugees  in  Pakistan;  this  is  a  question
 of  life  and  death  for  us.”  On  item  9

 every  year,  Pakistan  had  been  raising
 the  Kashmir  issue.  Therefore  there,
 was  no  doubt  that  any  bilateral  issue-
 under  item  No.  9  can  only  pe  Kashmir,
 and  which  was  raised  by  Pakistan  in

 this  forum  on  this  very  item.  Now,  my
 estiteemed  friend  Shri  Vajpayee  quoted
 my  reply  and  said  that  it  was  over-re-

 action  and  this  had  done  the  damage,
 Pakistan  press  is  saying  the  same

 thing;  even  the  Pakistan  Ambassador,
 in  his  speech  in  Bangalore  has  said

 that  my  reference  to  martial  law  is  an
 internal  matter.  Now,  they  put  the

 entire  blame  on  me  and  say  that  the

 Indo-Pak  talks  havé  been  postponed

 because  of  me.  Actually,  I  have  been

 was.
 Fa
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 made  the  villian  of  the  piece.  Pukis-
 tan  press  has  even  said  that  in

 my  zeal  to  curry  favour  with  the

 Prime  Minister,  I  have  delibera-

 tely  gone  along  the  line  of  action

 leading  to  this  postponement  of  talks.
 Pakistan  press  is  a  controlled  press:
 whatever  they  write  or  say  reflects  the

 opinion  of  the  Government  there.  It

 is  unlike  the  press  here;  the  nress  here
 is  free  and  can  write  whatever  they
 fee!  about  it.  Conscience  is  their  guide,
 but  it  is  net  so  in  Pakistan.  1  would
 like  the  House  to  know  one  or  two  as-

 pects  of  this  question.

 Firstly,  I  diq  not  ask  Shri  Agha
 Shahi,  representative  of  Pakistan  for

 any  assurance;  and  normally  you  do  not
 ask  for  an  assurance  from  7  represen-
 ‘tative  of  a  sovereign  country.  It  was  in

 answer  to  a  question;  in  fact,  ne  him-
 self  volunteered;  it  is  his  own  state-

 ment,  it  is  his  own  voluntary  statement,
 that  he  was  not  going  to  raise  the  Kash-
 mir  issue  this  time  in  the  Human  Rights
 Commission.  In  the  background  of  the

 long  talks  thaf  we  had  together,  he  em-

 phasised  on  the  friendship,  he  express-
 ed  great  satisfaction  that  the  Delhi  talks
 had  gone  on  very  well  and  he  looked
 forward  to  an  era  of  friendship  and

 cooperation.  In  this  background,  I  took
 it  that  his.statement  for  not  raising
 the  Kashmir  issue  in  the  Human  Rights
 Commission  was  very  much  in  line
 with  the  building  up  the  correct  atmos-
 Phere  of  friendship  between  the  two

 countries  that  had  heen  generated  as
 ‘a  result  of  successful  taks  in  Delhi,

 On  the  basis  of  my  long  experience,
 IT  did  the  correct  thing,  that  immedia-

 tely  after  that  I  made  a  written  report
 to  the  Foreign  Minister  here  When

 you  open  an  informal  channel  of  dipio-

 macy,  it  is  easier  for  any  Government,
 if  it  suits  their  purpose  to  make  denials

 Sometimes.  Since  my  written  report  is

 there  on  record,  they  cannot  go  back

 on  what  they  said  to  me.

 This  was  on  the  10th  February,  and

 a  week  later,  he  made  the  statement
 on  i7the  February  on  item  No.9.  He

 spoke  at  lentth  on  Afghanistan  and  at

 the  end  of  that  statement,  he  made

 this  reference  about  Kashmir  which

 CHAITRA  9,  1904  (SAKA)  Min.  of  Ext.  Aff,  410

 Shri  Vajpayee  hag  quoted,  Now,  Pakis-

 tan  describes  jt  as  a  moderate  state-

 ment,  And  they  have  described  my
 reaction  as  immoderate.  But  the  point
 is:  why  did  they  make  a  reference  on

 the  17th?  My  impression  is  this:  We

 were  together  for  ऐ  weekse.  I  had  seve-

 ral  talks  with  Mr.  Agha  Hilali.  I  don't

 want  to  divulge  the  private  nature  of

 the  talks  but  this  is  my  impression—
 ie,  that  when  he  made  the  statement

 of.10th  February  to  me,  he  did  it
 because  this  was  the  policy  of  Islama-

 bad  Government,  not  to  make  a  ref>-
 rence  to  Kashmir,  in  pursuance  of,  and
 to  build  friendly  relations  and  rood  at-

 mosphere  between  India  and  Pakistan.

 It  wag  in  pursuance  of  that,  that  he
 made  the  stalement,

 On  the  17th,  when  he  did  refar  to  it,
 there  had  been  some  change  in  JIslama-

 bad  in  policy.  What  led  to  that  change

 I  do  not  want  to  speculate.  But  obvi-

 cusly  there  had  been  two  develop-

 ments  subsequently.  One,  Foreign  Mi-

 nister  Agha  Shahi  who  had  successful
 talks  in  Delhi,  resigned.  Theris  a  spe-
 culation.  He  hag  said  that  he  resigned

 on  health  grounds.  But  there  is  a  spe-
 culation,  not  enly  here  but  in  the  West-
 ern  Press  also—in  London  and  other

 places,  that  he  has  resigned  on  account
 of  some  policy  differences  with  the  Pre-
 sident  of  Pakistan.

 The  fact  js  that  the  Foreign  Minister
 there  has  changed.  The  second  is—
 which  came  out  more  later—the  inter-
 nal  situation.  About  this,  Agha  Hilaly
 talked  to  me;  and  1  have  reported  it  to

 the  Foreign  Minister.  it  is  on  record.
 The  internal  situation  took  to  the
 worse.  You  know  what  happened  re-

 cently,  i.e.  a  week  or  two  later.  Seve-
 ral  thousands  of  people  have  been  ar-

 rested.  Every  political  person  has

 been  arrested.  So,  these  were  the  two

 factors,  because  it  is  well  known  that

 whenever  Pakistan  is  faced  with  seme
 internal  difficulties,  they  cannot  take
 the  risk  of  not  raising  an  emotional

 issue  like  Kashmir.  Therefore,  accord-

 ing  to  me,  this  change  had  taken  place
 He  got  new  instruction;  and  that  is  the
 reason  why  he  raised  it,

 This  is  about  his  assurance  and  his

 subsequent  going  back  upon  it.  The
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 other  factor  is  the  reaction.  Was  it

 moderate?  It  is  for  the  Pakistani  Press

 or  for  the  Government  of  Pakistan  to

 say  that  their  reference  was  moderate.

 But  the  question  is  one  of  propriety.  As

 I  have  referred  to  in  my  statement,  my

 objection  and  protest  was  not  only  be-

 cause  they  have  raised  it—We  have

 been  saying  this—but  becaus.  by  rats-

 ing  thiS,  they  are  vitiating  the  good  at-

 mosphere  for  friendship,  for  cospera-

 tion  that  has  been  generated  in  the

 Delhi  talks.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is

 like  torpedoing  the  goog  wor,  that  has

 been  done:  and  that  was  the  reason---I

 emphasized  it—-why  are  they  raising  it?

 This  will  vitiate  the  atmosphere  about

 impending  talks  in  Islamabad.

 Now  about  the  reference  to  Martial

 Law.  Vajpayee  Ji  said  that  I  had  over-

 yeacted.  Pakistan’s  Ambassador  says

 that  it  is  an  internal  matter.  Pakistani.

 Press  is  blaming  me.  But  I  nave  used

 only  one  line,  when  I  replied  and  when

 I  raised  this  Matter  about  this  right  of

 self-determination.  We  have  said  that

 we  have  had  six  elections,  fre:  and

 fair  elections  in

 Kashmir.  The

 knows  that

 Jammu  and

 whole  world

 elections  in

 India  are  free  and  fair.  If  there  is  any

 democracy,  Strong,  vibrant,  free  and

 fair,  it  ।  in  India  along  with  some

 other  countries.  Therefore,  on  that  ac-

 count,  or  on  the  matter  of  human  rights,

 nobody  can  challenge  India’s  record.

 India’s  record  is  the  best  in  the  world:

 and  when  Pakistan  challenges  that  and

 says  that  election  cannot  be  suid  to

 have  decided  the  right  of  self-deter-
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 minatian  becausethey  are  not  free  and

 fair,  then  I  only  asked  one  question.  ।

 said:  “Does  the  distinguished  repre-
 sentative  of  Pakistan  feel  that  the

 right  of  self-determination  can  better
 be  exercised  under  Martial  Law?”  It

 is  in  connection  with  the  questicn  of

 self-determination  that  I  referred  to.

 the  Martial  Law.  How  is  self-deter-

 mination  excercised,  except  through
 free  and  fair  elections?  Has  if  been

 exercised  anywhere  in  any  other

 manner?  Therefore,  I  asked  this  na-

 tural  question;  when  I  asked  this.

 question,  I  was  not  discussing  about

 Matial  Law  as  an  internal  matter  of

 Pakistan  af  all.  If  was  a  necessary

 argument  to  meet  Pakistan’s  charge

 of  denial  of  self  determination  ta  the

 people  of  Jammu  and  Kashmir.  It  did

 not  over-react  at  all  or  I  did  not  refer

 to  any  martial  law  as  a_  system
 of  a  government,  but  only  saying

 that  self-determination  can  only  he

 exercised  through  fair  and  free  election.

 and  not  under  martial  law.

 1  am  gratefuls‘to  the  House  for  giving
 me  a  large  measure  of  support.  It  was

 discused  in  this  House  in  my  absence

 and  also  in  the  other  House.  There  wad

 a  fair  degree  of  consensus  on  the  line

 which  I  took,  because  that  is  the  only
 line  which  we  have  been  taking  on  फिट

 basis  of  the  past  record  and  principles.
 The  point  is  that  the  atmosphere  has

 heen  vitiated.  Subsequently,  Pakistar

 did  another  thing;  although  it  had  been

 corrected,  because  in  the  draft  Report  of

 the  38th  Session  of  Human  Rights  Com-

 mission  Jammu  &  Kashmir  reference  was

 made.  T  took  it  up  with  the  represcn-
 tative  of  Pakistan.  I  said.  “If  this  refe-

 Tepce  goes  into  the  report,  then  the  at-

 phere  wil)  be  further  vitiated.”  Both  of

 us  want  that  a  good  atmosphere  that

 prevailed  after  DeThi  talks—and  it  had’

 not  got  8.  setback  after  the  reference
 about  Kashmir  here—should  not  be

 further  vitiated.  Therefore,  It  is  in  the
 interest  of  good  relations  between  India
 and  Pakistan  and  in  the  interest  of  creat-

 ing  a  proper  climate  and  good  atmosphere
 is  so  that  the  postponed  talks,  the  Istama-
 bad  talks  can  take  place  in  future,  this
 reference  should  be  deleted.
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 Then  they  said,  “We  will  seek  instruc-

 tions,”  and  they  did  seek  instructions
 from  Islamabad;  and  they  got  instructions

 at  the  last  moment  not  to  object  to  the

 deletion  and  this  reference  was  finully
 deleted.  Therefore,  what  happened  in  the

 Human  Rights  Commission  had  happened
 Tslamabad

 has  a  definite  policy  and  they  gave  definite

 instructions  to  its  representative.  The

 representative  did  not  act  suo  motu  cither
 in  the  beginning  when  he  made  that
 statement  to  me  that  they  will  not  raise
 it  or  on  the  17th  a  week  later,  when
 they  did  raise  it  or  later  when  they
 agreed  to  the  deletion  of  the  reference
 to  Jammy  ८  Kashmir  in  the  Report,

 they  always  acted  under  the  instruc-

 tions  from  the  Government.  and
 therefore,  what  happened  had  hap-
 pened  under  the  direct  policy  instrue-

 )
 lions  of  the  Government  of  ,slamabad.

 Therefore,  in  this  context,  this  is  very
 important  and  the  Foreign  Minister  has
 said  rightly  that  the  talks  have  been

 postponed  only  for  the  time  being  because
 the  atmosphere  has  been  vitiated  and  no
 useful  purpose  can  be  served  by  holding
 the  talks.  I  am  happy  that  all  sections
 of  the  House  want  good  relations  with
 Pakistan.  It  has  been  our  policy  right
 from  the  beginning,  since  independence
 that  we  must  have  good  relations,  co-

 operation  and  friendship  with  Pakistan
 and  with  other  neighbours;  there  are  no
 two  opinions  about  it;  there  is  a  com-

 plete  consensus  about  it.  Therefore,  in
 the  interest  that  the  talks  should  ‘begin,
 it  is  better  that  the  atmosphere  must

 improve;  because  if  the  atmosphere  js  not

 proper,  if  the  next  talks  run  into  difficulty
 or  a  stalemate,  theré  will  be  a  further
 setback  in  relations.  In  that  view,  it  is

 necessary  and  T  want  to  emphasise  that
 for  good  relationship  again  Pakistan  has

 to  make  up  its  mind,  because  when  I  made
 this  statement  that  Simla  Agreement

 provides  for  the  resolution  of  all  ques-
 tions  m  a  bilateral  framework,  the  Gov-

 ernment  of  Pakistan  in  a  press  statement

 )
 said,  “This  is  an  unaccepted  position.”  I

 know  the  precise  wording  of  the  Simla

 Agreement.  But  there  it  is—even  a
 reference  to  an  arbitration  or  any  third

 Party  under  the  Simla  Agreement  can
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 only  be  made  as  a  result  of  mutual  agree-
 ment.  This  is  very  important—there  is

 bilateralism  about  Kashmir  also.  There-

 fore,  Pakistan  has  to  make  up  its  mind
 whether  they  accept  the  principle  of
 bilateralism  in  their  relations  with  India

 or  not.  They  cannot  take  the  position:
 that  they  can  go  on  raising  Kashmir  im

 any  forum  they  like,  regional,  inter-
 national  or  elsewhere,  in  any  manner

 they  like  and  then  they  can  say,  ‘that  we

 are  prepared  for  the  talks,  we  are  pre-

 pared  for  friendly  relations,  we  are  pre-

 pared  for  good  _  relations’.  Therefore,  .
 this  is  absolutely  important  and  I  want

 to  emphasise  this,  that  unless  that  assu-

 rance  is  given,—actually,  it  is  not  a

 question  of  assurance,  it  is  a  wrong
 word  J-said—unless  Pakistan  says  that

 they  are  willing  to  accept  the  Simla

 Agreement  in  foto  i.e.  to  settle  all  ques-
 tions  through  bilateral  negotiations—they
 do  not  accept  it—the  principle  of  bila-

 teralism  is  the  true  essence,  the  core  of

 Simla  Agreement  even  with  regard  to

 Kashmir.  Unless  they  accept  it,  there  ig

 no  point  in  holding  a  talk  about  a  ।०

 War  Pact,  or  any  treaty  of  friendship,
 or  joint  commission  or  anything  else.

 As  long  as  this  area  is  still  hazy  and

 Pakistan  keeps  on  trying  to  put  the  blame

 on  India  for  the  postponing  of  the  talks

 we  should  keep  the  true  and  clear  pers-

 pectives  of  Indo-Pak  relations  before  the

 people.  The  hard  core  of  the  matter  of

 Indo-Pak  relations  is  that  an  atmosphere
 of  trust  is  created,  the  reference  to

 Kashmir  in  any  forum,  Pakistan  has  to

 give  up.  And  they  have  to  accept  the

 principle  of  bilateralism  in  setting  alk

 disputes  including  Kashmir.  That  is  the

 conclusion  and  I  think  the  whole  House

 agrees,  that,  the  essence  of  the  foreign

 policy  in  a  democratic  system  is  that

 there  is  a  consensus  behind  this.  And  I

 was  very  very  agreeably  listening—it  was

 heart  warming  to  listen  to  Shri  Vajpayeeji

 emphasising  on  this  very  consensus  behind

 the  foreign  policy.  This  ।  the  diffe-

 rence  in  foreign  policy  in  a  democra-

 tic  country  and  a  foreign  policy  in  a

 non-democratic  country  or  a  country

 under  dictatorship.

 Well,  the  entire  stream  of  our  national

 consensus  has  been  that  we  have  had  the-
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 (Shri  B.  R.  Bhagat)  different  forces  in  the  different  countries
 democratic  support,  people’s  support  be-  surrounding  us.  May  be  after  fiffy  or  a

 hind  our  national  policy  and  in  this  hundred  years,  when  Mars,  Saturn,

 respect  also  in  building  up  a  framework  Jupiter  and  other  planets  are  also  known,
 of  a  stable’  bilateral  relationship  with  we  may  have  to  make  an  effort  to  exist

 Pakistan  and  other  neighbours  we  had  to  after  also  countering  the  forces  and

 pursue  that  policy  despite  the  various  attitudes  of  those  phaunets.  But  today  we

 factors  that  come  in  the  way  and  although  have  to  see  not  only  nations  which  are

 the  difficullies  have  come,  our  objective  developing  like  us  but  also.  nations  which

 is  clear;  we  want  a_  strong  and  stable  are  already  developed  It  is  a  gaod
 Pakistan,  we  want  a  progressive  Pakistan  thing  that  in  the  world  in  which  we  live

 and  we  want  to  have  good  relations  with  today,  we  have  twe  big  pewers  and  not

 Pakistan,  but  Pakistan  has  also  to  realise  one.  Before  World  War  JJ,  there  was

 the  sensitivities  of  these  matters  in  this  only  one  big  power,  namely,  USA.

 country  and  they  have  to  desist  once  und  After  the  second  World  War,  we  have

 for  all  from  this  kind  of  thing  and  they  also  the  USSR.  Besides  these  two  great
 have  to  sit  together  and  settle  all  their  powers,  we  have  as  our  neighbours  Pakis-

 -  dispujes  through  bilateral  _  negotiations,  tan,  Bangladesh,  Nepal,  Bhutan,  Burns,
 without  the  induction  of  any  third  party  8  Lanka  and  also  the  indian  Occan  whicts

 or  trying  to  internationalize  the  disputes.  surrounds  our  country.  We  have  south-east

 Asian  countries  and  also  eastern  Asian
 MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  Shri  R.  R.  Countries  like  China,  Korea,  Japan.  Mon-

 Bhole.  golia  and  other  countries.  We  have  also  to

 see  the  West  Asian  countries  like  Israel,’

 Iraq,  Iran,  PLO  and  other  Islamic  countries,
 SHRI  R.R.  BHOLE:  (Bombay  South

 Then,  we  have  our  great  friends  in  Africa.

 Central):  Mr,  Deputy-Speaker,  I  heard  We  have  also  to  see  what  is  going  on

 with  very  great  interest  the  speech  of  our  in  South  Africa,  the  South  African

 liberation  movement  and  the  part  played

 by  SWAPO,  the  Namibian  people's
 movement,  We  have  also  -०  see  how

 sweet  criticism  here  and  there,  he  agrees  the  West  European  people  are  moving
 and  also  how  the  East  Furopean  people,
 who  are  friends  of  USSR  are  also  moving.
 Then,  of  course,  We  have  Great  Britain.

 Therefore,  considering  the  external  affairs

 friend  Shri  Vajpeyeeji,  and  after  hearing

 him  at  length  I  found  that  with  a  bit  of

 almost  with  every  piece  of  our  foreign

 policy  which  we  are  following.

 We  all  agree  that  we  have  certain  aims  policies  of  all  the  neighbouring
 countries  J

 and  objects  and  we  are  making  an  effort  surrounding  us,  and  also  countries  which

 to  achieve  those  aims  and  objects.  We  are  near  us  and  which  are  far  from  us

 have  to  preserve  our  independence  and  we  must  try  to  see  how  we  can  remain

 soveriegnty,  we  have  to  improve  our  as  peaceful  and  as  secure  as  possible.

 economy  and  standard  of  life  and  for  the  We  have,  however,  certain  hurdles  in  the

 purpose  of  succeeding  in  this  we  have  to  way  of  our  achieving  our  peace  and

 do  it  in  an  environment  and  atmosphere  security.  Those  hurdles  are  the  gap  and

 which  brings  us  peace  and  which  brings  disparity—and  a  very  big  disparity—bet-
 us  security  not  only  to  the  people  at  ween  the  standard  of  living  of  the  people

 large  but  also  to  the  whole  of  our  country.  in  the  developed  and  developing  countries.

 The  point  at  issue,  therefore,  is  that  if  The  developed  countries  are  rich.  Their

 we  want  fo  exist  neacefully  to  bring  up  standard  of  life  is  good.  They  have  lots

 our  economy  and  make  ourselves  a  of  money  to  spend  on  other  things  than

 developed  nation,  we  have  to  take  certain  food,  health  and  education.  In  fact,

 steps.  In  the  present  universe,  we  have  some  of  them  are  spending  mountains  of

 naturally  to  look  to  our  neighbours,  but  money  on  armaments  and  selling
 those, the  world  today  has  become  very  small  armaments  to  many  of  the  developing

 and  therefore,  we  have  to  counter  the  countries  and  maki  the  developing
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 countries  unstable  and  poorer  and  poorer,
 It  is  very  necessary,  therefore,  Sir,  for

 countries  like  ours  to  see  that  these

 armament  manufacturers  or  their  Gov-
 ernments  are  not  allowed  to  sell  arma-

 ments  to  other  countries,  but  to  spend
 those  billions  of  dollars  for  food,  health

 and  for  raising  the  economy  of  the  poorer
 countries.  But  their  lobby  is  big.  It  is

 unfortunate  that  with  all  these  disparities,
 there  is  confrontation  between  the  two

 great  powers  and  competition  as  to  who
 is  big.  However,  the  strategic  doctrines
 and  idiologies  of  these  two  countries  are
 different.

 There  is  a_  great  difference  between

 what  the  United  States  wants  to  do  and
 what  Russia  wants  to  do.  It  is,  however,
 difficult  for  us  to  see  why  they  are  trying

 to  have  confrontation  and  why  they  do
 not  have  detente.  The  difference  between
 One  power  and  the  other  is  this.  Jn  the

 last  great  war,  Russia  suffered  a_  lot.
 There  was  blitzkrieg on  their  country  and

 on  their  hearths  and  homes.  Its  towns,
 cities  and  villages  and  a  great  part  of  the

 country  were  demolished  and  razed  to

 ground.  Therefore,  the  Russians  know
 what  war  can  do  to  the  people,  to  their

 families,  to  their  towns  and  to  the  coun-

 try.  The  United  “States  was,  however,
 lucky.  Fortunately  for  them,  war  did  not
 come  to  their  country  uptil  now.  Their

 country  was  not  a  place  where  war  was

 fought.  Their  men,  however,  did  suffer.
 And  perhaps,  millions  of  their  sons  died
 for  saving  democracy.  But  the  diffe-

 rences  is  there.  Therefore,  the  feeling
 which,  perhaps,  the  Russians  have  against
 fighting  or  waging  the  war,  because  they
 themselves  suffered  and  their  country
 suffered,  may  be  different  from  the  fecl-

 ings  which  the  Americans  have.  It  is
 bound  to  be  different.  But  the  Americans,

 I  know  and-.we  all  know,  do  not  also
 want  war.

 The  dangerous  tension  spots  today  are
 the  Indian  Ocean,  the  West  Asian  coun-
 tries  and  Namibya.  In  fact,  even  Europe
 has  now  become  a  tension  spot.  These
 are  places  where  anything  might  happen
 and  we  will  have  also  to  suffer.

 The  supply  of  nuclear  weapons  by
 America  and  other  countries  to  our
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 neighbours,  as  well  as  others,  is  fraught
 with  very  dangerous  consequences.  Tak-

 ing  into  consideration  the  increasing
 arms  supply  to  Pakistan,  we  must  know
 how  to  remain  peaceful  while,  at  the
 same  time,  defending  ourselves.  Pakistan
 Started  increasing  its  arms  and  developing
 its  nuclear  activities,  not  today  but  as

 early  as  1972.  As  rightly  mentioned  by
 Shri  Vajpayee,  the  situation  in  Afghani-
 stan  referred  to  by  Pakistan  appears  to  be

 a  mere  pretence.  Even  Bhutto  _  stated

 during  his  days  that  he  wanted  to  develop
 nuclear  weapons.  He  has  stated  in  his
 book  that  during  those  days  he  had

 purchased  armaments  worth  one  million

 dollars  with  Arab  money  and  =  another

 million  dollars  worth  of  armaments  from
 China.  It  is  rather  very  dangerous...
 CUaterruptions)  Pakistan  is  getting  now
 armaments  to  the  extent  of  ।  3.2  Billion
 from  the  United  States,  who  are  supplying
 sophisticated  weapons  like  F-16  fighter
 bombers  and  M-60  tanks.  Naturally,  this
 has  grave  and  irreversible  consequences
 on  our  defence.

 According  to  most  of  us,  these  activities
 cannot  be  for  peace  and  security,  or  even  to
 defend  themselves.  Even  the  Americans,
 who  are  supplying  armaments  to  them,

 feel  that  they  cannot  trust  them.  US

 Senators  and  Congressmen,  even  Western

 observers,  even  though  they  sympathize  with

 them,  are  not  convicted  of  their  nuclear

 programme.  Mr.  Eugene  Rostov,  Heads  of

 the  US  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament

 Agency  has  stated  on  20th  March  that

 Pakistan’s  and  South  Africa’s  nuclear  activi-

 ties  are  very  suspicious.  Mr.  Roger  Kirk,

 Deputy  US  representative  at  the  Interna-

 tional  Atomic  Energy  Agency  stated  that

 KANUPP  reactor  of  Pakistan  is  danger-
 ous.  While  giving  testimony  before  the

 Foreign  Affairs  Committee  of  the  US

 House  of  Representatives,  he  said  that

 he  could  not  give  an  assurance  that  the

 nuclear  activities  of  Pakistan  were  for

 peaceful  purposes.  As  was  rightly  mention-

 ed  just  now  by  Shri  Bhagat,  they  cannot

 be  relied  upon  because  in  one  breath  they

 say  they  are  wedded  to  the  Simla  Agreé-

 ment,  and  yet  in  another  ‘breath  they
 raise  the  issue  of  Kashmir.  So,  these  are

 the  things  which  we  have  to  bear  in  mind.

 We  must  also  consider  the  threat  to  Our

 country  by  Induction  of  nuclear  weapans
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 in  the  Indian  Occan.  Of  course,  President

 Reagan’s  approach  to  foreign  policy  is

 entirely  militaristic.  Naturally,  we  will

 have  to  take  into  consideration  all  these

 “aspects  and  circumstances,  if  we  want

 security  and  to  exist.  I  am  sure  our  efforts

 which  are  in-right  direction  will  bring
 us  some  fruit.  The  non-alignment  move-

 ment  is  gathering  momentum.  The

 strenous  efforts  of  our  Prime  Minister  in

 the  Commonwealth  Conferemce,  in  the

 Cancun  Summit,  and  in  the  Com-

 mittees  of  the  United  Nations  had

 their  impact  on  several  countries
 in  Europe,  South  Western  and  South

 Eastern  Asia.  So,  I  am  sure  they  will

 bring  peace  in  the  world,  because  they
 are  efforts,  in  the  right  direction  and  for
 a  right  cause.  We  are  trying  in  all  these

 another  manners  to  prevent  the  powers
 from  drifting  towards  war.  We  are  trying
 in  our  oWn  way,  in  the  United  Nations
 and  in  the  Commonwealth  Conference  and
 other  forums,  to  also  arrest  the  nuclear
 armaments  race.

 I  am  glad  that  we  have  one  good  ray  of

 hope  by  a  right  move  and  that  is  USSR’s
 unilateral  dectaratidhW  Of  temporary  freeze
 on  deployment  of  intermediate  range
 missiles  in  Soviet  Europe—Easfern

 Europe.  Rs  iumpact  if  good,  not

 only  in  the  F#uropean  countries  but
 also  in  America.  We  know  _  that,  big
 demonstrations  and  peace  movements  have
 started  in  Washington  and  also  in  the  capi-
 tals  of  various  countries  in  Europe.  It  is  a

 Movement  for  peace.
 Since  we  are  all  peace-loving  people,

 most  of  us  are  followers  of  Lord  Buddha;
 if  we  move  in  the  direction  with  night
 steps  in  which  we  are  already  moving,  I
 am  sure  we  will  play  a  great  part  in  bring-
 ing  about  peace  in  this  country.  With
 these  words,  I  support  the  Demands  for
 Grants  relating  to  this  Ministry.

 MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  There  are

 many  hon.  Members  from  both  the  ruling

 party  and  the  Opposition  who  want  to

 speak  on  this  Ministry.  The  Minister  क

 reply  to  the  debate  tomorrow  at  4  p.m.
 Some  of  the  hon.  Members  from  the

 opposition  have  expressed  their  desire  to

 speak  tomorrow.  They  will  be  allowed  to

 speak  tomorrow  within  the  time  allotted  to

 them.
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 If  other  hon.  Members  of  both  sides  are

 prepared  to  sit  late,  I  am  prepared  to  sit

 here  and  everybody  will  be  given  a  chance.

 Now  I  call  Mr.  Nagaratnam.

 PROF.  N.  G.  RANGA:  When  will

 the  Minister  reply?

 MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  At4p.m.
 lomorrow.  That  has  already  been  announ-

 ced.
 PROF.  N.  G.  RANGA:  Let  not  the

 sitting  be  prolonged  after  ८  o’Clock.
 MR.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  If  those  who

 want  to  speak  sit,  ।  am  prepared  to  sit.

 .  SHRI  T.  NAGARATNAM  (Sriperum-

 budur):  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  Sir,  I  rise  to

 support  the  Demands  for  Grants  of

 the  External  Affairs  Ministry  for  the  year
 1982-83.  This  Ministry  is  responsible  for

 the  conduct  of  India’s  external  relations

 with  foreign  countries  ‘to  project  our

 image  and  enhance  our  prestige  abroad.
 T  welcome  the  Budget  Estimates  for

 1982-83  for  External  Affairs,  and  I  congra-
 tulate  the  External  Affairs  Minister  for  he

 has  been  tackling  so  many  problems  with

 foreign  countries  and  neighbouring  coun-

 tries  like  Pakistan,  China.  Bangladesh  and
 Sri  Lanka  and  other  super  power  coun-

 tries.

 Sir,  I  recall!  to  my  memory  that  my  be-

 loved  leader,  late  Arignar—-Anna,  who  was

 then  the  Chief  Minister  of  Tamil  Nadu,
 before  starting  for  America  met  and  con-

 sulted  our  Prime  Minister  Indira  Gandhi.

 When  he  was  in  America  most  of  the

 people  asked  him,  ‘What  is  your  foreign

 policyਂ  My  beloved  Jeader  categorically
 stated  that  ‘my  foreign  policy  is  the  same

 as  my  country’s  foreign  policy.  The  ale

 University  people,  most  of  whom  were  lite-,

 rate  people,  asked  him  again:  “You  are

 coming  from  Tamil  Nadu,  you  have  one

 Party,  that  is,  DMK.  But  you  stated  that

 your  foreign  policy  is  the  same  as  your

 country’s  foreign  policy,  Should  you  not

 differ  from  the  foreign  policy  of  the

 Centre?  My  leader  again  categorically

 stated,  “My  country’s  foreign  policy  is  the

 same  as  our  foreign  policy.  That  is,

 foreign  policy  is  a  national  policy.  We  are

 united  together  as  Indians.  Therefore,  our

 foreign  policy  is  the  same.”.  Therefore,  I

 would  like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the

 House  and  the  Members  who  have  parti-
 cipated  in  this  debate  to  this  aspect.  The
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 Members  who  have  participated  in  this

 debate  so  far  said  that  Pakistan:  inducted

 sophisticated  arms  which  were  purchased
 from  U.S.A.  I  say  that  during  the  time  of

 Janata  Government,  abuot  two-and-a-half
 billion  dollars  worth  of  military  aid  was
 extended  to  Pakistan  and  Pakistan  ac-

 quired  arms  and  ammunition  worth  about
 two  billion  Dollars  from  America  and
 other  western  countries,

 Now,  in  the  present  circumstances,  arm-

 ing  of  Pakistan  is  a  dangerous  game.  We
 must  cooperate  with  all  countries  which  be-

 lieve  in  peace.  We  have  been  trying  to  have

 telationship  with  all  countries.  Irrespective
 of  arms  build  up  in  Pakistan,  if  Pakistan
 shows  sincerity  in  signing  the  No-War

 Pact,  we  should  appreciate  the  extension  of
 the  hand  of  friendship.

 Our  country  is  providing  cconomic  and

 technical  aid  to  Nepal,  Bhutan,  Bangladesh
 and  other  developing  countries  in  Asia,
 Africa  and  Latin  America  through  bilateral

 agreements  under  specific  programme,

 The  Ministry  hast  taken  stupendous  task
 to  improve  the  publicity  programmes  in

 other  countries.  I  request  the  Minister  to
 add  more  programmes  for  the  Tamil
 culture  and  heritaze.

 I  welcome  that  the  Budget  estimates  in

 1982-83  provide  Rs.  2.52  crores  for  as-
 sistance  to  Bangladesh  as  against  Rs.  1.35

 crores  provided  in  the  Revised  Estimates
 1982-83.

 We  have  been  assisting  in  technical  pro-
 grammes  for  Bangladesh  which  mainly  con-

 sisted  of  scholarships  in  various  disciplines
 —education,  training  facilities,  small  scale

 industries,  parliamentary  studies.  Bangla
 Desh  produces  jute  which  has  been  sold  to
 China  and  in  return  Bangladesh  have  pur-
 chased  arms  and  ammunition.  Thereore,
 I  would  like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the
 Minister  so  as  to  say  that  we  should  pre-
 fer  to  make  purchases  from  Bangla  Desh

 also,  ।

 I  would  like  to  state  the  unpleasant  in-
 cidents  which  happened  in  Sri  Lanka  Jast

 Augsut  and  September,  1981.  I  have  becn

 listening  very  carefully  the  observations
 made  by  elderly  Members  who  have  taken

 part  in  the  debate—including  Shri  Atal
 Bihari  Vajpayee.  He  has  not  made  a  men-
 tion  of  the  un-pleasant  incidents  that  took

 He  assured  to  give
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 place  in  Srilanka  last  year.  Most  of  the

 people  who  were  Tamilians  were  effected.

 They  were  fortured  by  Singalies.  Most
 of  the  Tamilians  were  butured.  Their  pro-

 perties  were  set  on  fire.  The  modesty  of

 most  of  the  Jadies  was  outraged.  From

 Tamil  Nadu  one  Shri  Dhanavathi  who  went

 for  an  excursidn  to  Ceylon  was  murdered.

 Last  year  I  spoke  on  the  Demands  for

 Grants  of  the  External  Affairs  Ministry.  I

 drew  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Minister.

 protection  to  the

 Tamilians  in  Ceylon.

 15.53  hrs.

 [Surr  CHANDRAJIrT  YaDAv—in  the  Chair]

 My  _  beloved  leader  Dr.  Kalanjar  and

 others  who  agitated  against  Ceylon  were

 sent  to  jail.  So  many  Tamilians  includ-

 ing  my  leader  are  in  jail.  The  long  pend-

 ing  problems  must  be  solved.  As  per  1964

 Agreement,  the  supplementary  agreement

 granting  extension  for  two  years  is  Over.

 Once  the  agreement  is  over,  no  Stateless

 people  of  Indian  origin  in  Srilanka

 should  be  taken  back.  It  is  the  responsi-
 bility  of  Srilanka  to  remove  their  stateless-

 ness.

 In  RamesWaram  most  of  the  community
 is  that  of  fishermen.  They  are  tortured.

 Nobody  questions  Srilanka  people,  Even

 in  the  Indian  territorial  water  the  Indian

 shermen  are  not  aliowed  to  fish.  Therefore,
 the  Minister  must  take  up  the  matter  with

 the  authorities  of  Srilanka  and  the  pro
 biem  should  be  solved.

 I  draw  the  attention  of  this  House  to
 the  USA  warship  base  in  Indian  ocean.

 Srilanka  Government  stated  that  they  have
 created  recreation  ground.  But  they  have
 denied  that  a  war-ship  base  is  forthed  in

 the  Indian  Ocean.

 Our  Ministers,  dignitaries  and  other  dele-

 gates  used  to  go  to  foreign  countries  and
 also  the  foreigners  visit  Our  country.  We
 have  been  following  the  traditional  way
 of  democratic  and  cooperative  relationship
 and  strengthening  the  integrity  of  our  टन

 lationship:  with  each  other.

 According  to  the  Government  po-
 licy  regarding  the  implementation  of
 Hindi  language  in  official  work  in

 foreign  countries  through  Miéissions
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 and  posts  abroad.  and  there  are  large

 segments  of  population  comprising
 people  of  Indian  origin,  the  Annual

 Report  says  that  our  Official  Langu-

 age  Implementation  Committee  of

 the  Ministry  kept  a  close  watch  on
 the  actual  implementation  of  the  po-

 licy  in  the  matter  of  increasing  the

 use  of  Hindi  in  official  work.  So

 many  books  in  Hindi  were  sent  abro-

 ad.  But  I  requesct  the  hon.  Minister

 that  the  South  Indian  1811छूट  books,
 like  Tamil,  Telugu,  Malayalam  and

 Kannada  may  also’  be  sent  abroad,

 particularly,  wherever  the  South  In-

 dians  are  abroad.  For  example,  in  Fiji
 and  Maurtifus  Islands,  most  of  the

 people  are  Tamilians,  IJ  request  that
 Tamil  literature  like  Thirukkural,

 newspapers  and  magazines  in  Tamil

 may  be  sent  to  their  libraries.

 In  regard  to  issuing  of  passports  to

 our  people  who  go  abroad,  particular-
 ly  for  job  purposes,  the  Government

 must  be  vigilant  to  see  that  unless

 the  person  has  been  given  a  guaran~
 tee  for  giving  the  job,  the  passport
 may  not  be  issued.  Otherwise.  when

 a  person  goes  abroad  and  he  does  not

 get  a  job,  becomes  a  vagabond  and  a

 beggar.

 The  Annual  Report  shows  gn  in-

 crease  of  work  in  the  Passport  office.

 The  work-load  has  increased  by  55

 per  cent  during  1981.  In  1981,  13.54

 lakh  new  passports  were  issued  which

 was  the  highest  figure  recorded  50

 far  in  any  given  year.

 As  regards  the  External  Publicity
 Division  of  the  Ministry  is  concerned,

 it  should  improve  and  it  should  in-

 terpret  all  aspects  of  India’s  foreign

 policy  to  the  public  and  the  media

 of  the  countries  of  their  resvective

 accredition,

 The  41  countries  which  attended

 the  Commonwealth  Heads  of  Govern-

 ment  Conference  at  Melbourne  from

 29th  September  to  October  30th  were

 represented  by  their  Presidents  and
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 Prime  Ministers.  The  Prime  Minister
 of  Austraiff,  Mr.  Malcolm  Fraser  pre-
 sided  over  the  Conference,  The  Mel-
 bourne  Declaration  recognised:

 “The  inequality  of  wealth  in  the
 world  and  specially  ‘he  cucle  of
 poverty  of  the  millions  in  develop-
 ing  countries  are  fundamental
 sources  of  tension  and  instability  in
 the  world”.

 The  North  South  issues  wzre  also
 discussed.  Our  Prime  Minister  en-
 hanced  the  prestige  of  our  country
 before  the  eyes  of  other  countries.

 The  Non-Aligned  Conference  was
 held  in  New  Delhi  from  9th  to  13th

 February,  It  was  attended  by  93
 member  countries.  The  Conference

 was  inaugurated  by  our  Prime  Minis-

 ter,  She  welcomed  all  and  said:

 “The  realities  of  the  world  situa-

 tion,  the  possibility  of  a  nuclear

 Armageddon  by  a  single  lapse  or
 rush  act  remforce  the  relevance  of

 non-Aligned  demand  for  re-dedica-

 tlon  to  peace.

 She  also  called  the  big  countries
 and  aupcaled  to  them  to  de-cescalate

 belligerent  rhctorie  attltude,  to  reduce

 pressure  in  the  Indian  Ocean  and  in
 the  various  parts  of  Asia  and  Africa
 to  resume  the  earnest  search  for  un-

 derstanding  and  peace.

 Once  again,  I  congratulate  our  Ex-
 ternal  Affairs  Ministery  who  was  elect-

 ed  Chainman  of  the  Conference  with
 acclamation.

 The  learned  Hon.  Member,  the

 ex-External  Affairs  Minister  Shri  Atal

 Bihari  Vajpayee,  when  he  52016  in
 the  debate,  a,  that  time,  the  Hon.

 Minister  was  just  away  from  tthe

 House,

 Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vajpayee  commen-
 ted  in  the  begjnning  of  his  speech;
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 “Chapter
 organisation.”

 XV:  Adninistration  and

 “Annual  Report  1981-82”.

 The  mistake  should  have  been  poin-
 ted  out  to  Shri  Atal  Biharj  Vajpayee
 while  he  was  quoting.  I  may  be  en-

 lightened  ior  not  finding  fault  with

 the  remarks  of  Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vaj-

 payee,

 The  Chapter  deals  with  ‘Adminis-

 tration  and  organisation.’  It  goes  on:

 “Shri  ।  V.  Narasimha  Rao  con-

 tinued  as  the  Minister  of  External

 Affairs’’.
 ‘

 Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vajpayee  has  for-

 gotten  the  title  “Administration  and

 Organisation’  and  he  has  conveni-

 ently  omitted  the  latter  portion,  that

 is:  OO

 “There  was  no  change  at  the  level
 of  Foreign  Secretary  and  Secretary.

 “At  the  level  of  Additional  Sec-

 retary,  Shri  J,  R.  Hiremath  took

 over  as  Additional  Secretary  (Ad-
 ministration)  and  Dr.  J.  5.  Teja  as
 Additional  Secretary  Polity  Plan-

 ning”.

 I  think  that  the  sentence:
 “continued  as  the  Minister  of

 External  Affairs”.

 is  not  a  mistake,  It  js  correct.  This

 sentence  is  carefully  drafted  in  this

 report.

 In  the  end,  I  thank  you  very  much

 for  giving  me  this  opportunity  to  par-
 ticipate  in  this  debate.

 With  these  words,  I  conclude  my

 speech.

 SHRI  प.  प.  L.  BHAGAT  (East
 Delhi):  I  am  sorry  that  Shri  Atal

 Bihari  Vajpayee  is  not  here,  I  wish
 the  Hon.  Member  were  present  here.

 Now,  I  have  very  great  respect  for
 ‘Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vajpayee,  He  waS
 the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  and,

 therefore,  he  can  naturally  claim  that

 CHAITRA  9,  1904  (SAKA)  Min.  of  Exi.  Aff.  426

 he  has  greater  knowledge  of  foreign
 affairs  and  relations  and  such  matters
 and  so  on  and  so  forth,

 Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vajpayee  was

 making  certain  observations  in  this
 House  which  prompted  me  to  speak
 now.  He  was  posing  certain  questions,
 certain  posers,  to  the  present  Minis-

 ter  of  External  Affairs.  I  just  wanted

 to  request  Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vajpa-
 yee  to  answar  the  posers  himsclf.

 I  would  say  that  it  was  a  bit  too

 self-presumptuous  on  the  part  of  Shri
 Atal  Bihar;  Vajpayee  to  say  that  he

 can  answer  a  question  from  me  only
 if  it  relates  to  Delhi.

 With  great  respect  to  Shri  Atal
 Bihari  Vajpayee  I  say  that  every
 Member  of  this  House  is  a  Member  of

 Parliament  and  it  would  be  too  much

 to  say  that  one  can  talk  about  Delhi

 and  not  about  foreign  affairs.

 (Interruptions ।

 Well,  fortunately  or  unfortunately,
 both  of  us  are  ex-Ministers  and  for-

 tunately  you,  Mr,  Chairman,  are  also

 an  ex-Minister.  We  are  safe  because
 ex-Ministers  remani  at  Teast  ex-Minis-

 ters  always.

 I  am  trying  to  say  that  I  represent
 this  historic  capital  city  of  India  in

 no  way  less  than  Shri  Atal  Bihari

 Vajpayee  not  only  in  terms  of  the

 strength  of  ruling  party  but  in  votes

 also.  do  not  want  to  be  small  by  Say-

 ing  this.

 But,  anyway,  Shrj  Atal  Biharj  Vaj-

 payce  has  prompted  me  to  sneak.

 Otherwise,  I  had  no  intention  to

 speak.

 I  am  just  taking  up  his  last  argu-
 ment  first,

 Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vajpayee  posed  a

 question  to  our  Minister  of  External
 Affairs  and  said  about  nuclear  op-
 tions.

 I  am  taking  up  his  last  talk.

 Well,  all  of  us,  politicians  and  par-
 liamentarians  are,  “generally  ।  speak-
 ing,  in  a  way,  something  like  and
 somewhat  like  jugglers.
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 I  would  not  say  that  I  am  8  juggler.
 I  would  say  that  Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vaj-

 Payee  is  an  ace  juggler.

 Therefore,  I  am  just  submitting  that

 Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vajpayee  posed  4

 question  to  our  Foreign  Miinster  say-

 ing
 6c  Well  why  don’t  you  make  your

 nuclear  options  clear  irrespective  of

 the  fact  what  Pakistan  stand  is?”

 Well,  everybody  knows  it  and  we

 have  always  said  it  and  this  Govern-
 ment  has  always  said  it  that  we  stand

 for  nuclear  energy  for  peaceful  pur-
 poses.  Everybody  knows,and  this  is

 being  talked  everywhere  in  the  world

 that  Pakistan  is  going  to  produce  the

 bomb,  and  50  on  and  so  forth.  Some

 evidence  Fas  also  come.  I  think,  the

 Government’s  stand  here  has  been
 well  taken;  our  stand  js,  for  peaceful
 purposes’  but  we  shall  watch  the  sit-
 uation.  Now  what  does  Mr,  Vajpayee

 want  our  hon.  Foreign  Minister  to  say?
 That  we  are  going  in  for  the  bomb  ir

 respective  of  whether  Pakistan  does  or
 dees  not  do?  Jugglery  is  allright.  But

 in  a  serious  matter  like  this,  Mr.  Vaj-

 -payee  poses  this  question,  That  shows
 how  on  partisan  grounds  the  debate

 on  international  affairs  can  be  taken

 by  him,  ।  do  not  want  to  imitate  him,
 I  wanted  to  refresh  his  memory  but  he
 said  that  he  did  not  need  it.  I  wanted  to
 remind  him  that  he  and  his  party
 asked  for  a  nuclear  bomb.  When  the
 nuclear  explosion  for  peaceful  purposes
 was  conducted  by  our  Gevernmeni  at
 Pokhran  they  welcomed  it.  When  Mr.

 Morarji  Desai  became  the  Prime  Min-
 ister,  Mr.  Vajpayee  was  the  Foreign
 Affairs  Minister,  Mr.  Morarji  Desai,  as
 Prime  Minister,  denounced  that  explo-
 Sion  saying  that  he  could  not  say  that
 it  was  for  peaceful]  purposes.  He  be-
 came  a  witness  for  उधाਂ  opporents  in
 the  world,  Mr.  Vajpayee  kept  quiet
 then.  He  did  net  say  anything  ag-
 ainst  it  at  that  time.  Mr.  Morariji

 Desai  went  further  and  saij  that  In-
 dia  would  not  have  any  nucleac  explo-
 sion  even  for  peaceful  purposes  in
 future.  I  do  not  know  whether  this
 matter  wag  considered  by  Parliament
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 then,  whether  this  matter  was  consi-

 dered  by  the  then  Cabinet  -.  9  «lf,

 Morarji  Desai  gave  the  opinion  on  ce

 half  of  the  nation.  Mr,  Vajpayee,

 who  was  a  Cabinet  Minister  then,  did

 not  say  a  word  about  it.  Now  he

 wants  our  hon.  Foreign  Minsiter  1°

 give  a  straight  answer  as  to  what  we

 are  going  to  do.  The  answar  has  been

 very  clearly  given,  What  I  am  saying

 is  this.  I  know  that  all  political  ex-

 ercises  are  very  complex  and  delicate,

 particularly  in  international  affairs,

 and  on  delicate  matters  like  this.  Mr.

 Vajpayee  speaks  so  light-heartedly,
 only  trying  to  play  to  some  galleries
 which  js  very  unfortunate.

 Now  let  us  take  up  his  other  refe-

 rences  to  certain  other  delicate  mat-

 ters—with  regard  to  Pakistan  and

 other  things.  ।  am  not  attributing  any
 motives  to  him.  I  belicve  that  he  is

 as  much  a  patriot  as  we  are,  Bui,

 whatever  his  intentions  might  be

 whatever  might  pe  in  his  mind,  the

 net  effect  of  all  his  arguments  amou-

 nts  to  advocacy  of  Pakistan's  argu-
 ments  as  againg;  the  arguments  of

 India,  This  is  very  unfortunate,  ।  say

 this  with  full  sense  of  responsibility
 that  anybody  hearing  what  Mr.  Vaj-

 payee  had  said  would  get  the  impres-
 sion  that  Mr.  Vajpayee  feel—well  if
 Mr.  Vajpayee  genuinely  feels  so,  it  is

 allright—that  what  Pakistan  is  say-
 ing  on  varioug  isSueg  hag  substance
 and  that  the  Indian  attitude  is  worng.
 If  Mr.  Vajpayee  feels  it  genuinely  and

 honestly,  he  is  free  to  say  that;  there
 is  no  bur,  Merely  because  we  do  not

 agree  with  his  views,  I  would  not  say
 that  he  should  keep  qviet.  But  let  it
 be  know  cleary  that  what  he  has  said

 amounts  to  strengthening  Pakistan’s

 arguments.  I  was  shocked  when  I
 heard  him  observing,  “Why  should. we
 create  a  ‘war  fever’  in  India?’”’.  He  has
 used  the  term  ‘war  fever’,  Who  is

 creating  that  in  India?  Mr.  Chairman,
 you  are  aware.  Is  any  one  in  India
 creating  any  war  fever?  Does  any  war
 fever  exist  in  India?  Are  our  news-
 paperg  creating  a  war  fever  in  India?
 Who  has  created  it?  No  war  fever  exists
 in  India.  It  igs  the  Pakistani  lobby,
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 those  elements  which  are  charging

 us  that  we  are  creating  a  war  fever

 in  India,  and  it  is  very  unfortunate

 and  shocking  that  Mr.  Vajpayee  is  suP-

 porting  that  argument,  it  is  a  matter

 of  shame,  J  would  say,  that  he  is

 supporting  it.

 Let  us  take  up  his  other  arguments,

 He  spoke  about  the  Simla  Agreement.
 As  I  have  said,  I  am  not  imputing  any

 motives,  but  I  must  say  certain  things

 very  candidly.  When  the  war  between

 India  and  Pakistan  took  place,  foisted

 by  Pakistan,  Mr.  Vajpayee’s  Party

 strongly  opposed  the  Simla  Agreement.
 He  went  to  Rajasthan,  took  a  portion
 of  the  dust  put  it  on  his  forehead,

 went  on  qg  camel  and  said.  ‘]  swear

 भारत  मां,  धरती  मां  का  एक  कचरा  भी  हम

 जान  न  दंगे  ।

 This  waS  Mr.  Vajpeyee’s  jugglery.
 then  what  happened  when  he  became

 the  Foreign  Minister?  He  said,  ‘Nothing
 like  the  Simlg  Agreement’:  he  gave
 the  impression  that  he  was  a  greater
 and  warmer  advocate  and  supporter

 of  the  Simla  Agreement  than  the  ar-
 chitect  of  the  Simla  Agreement,  Mrs.

 Indira  Gandhi.

 This  was  his  pose.  This  is  what  he

 said  and  J  am  surprised  that  fhis  is

 the  impression  he  gave  when  he  went
 to  Pakistan.  There  he  tried  10  give  the

 impression.  When  a  question  wag  put
 to  Mr.  Vajpayee  as  to  ‘what  did  you
 Say  before?’  he  said  ‘Forget  ii)  Now

 to-day  he  said,  ‘Forget  what  I  then

 said.’.  To-day,  Sir,  1  am  surprised.
 Well  it  is  true—I  know—in  the  Simla

 Agreement  there  1  a  reference  that  all

 matters  will  be  discussed  bilaterally.

 But  it  is  a  question  of  emphasis.  Now

 Pakistan’s  emphasis  is  on  Kashmir,  Is
 it  necessary  for  us  to  fall  in  their  trap
 and  accept  that  emphaSis  and  Mr.

 Vajpayee  said,  ‘Discuss  Kashmir’  and

 they  said.  ‘Discuss.  What  is  wrong  in
 that?)  There  also  he  is  supporting
 the  argument  of  Pakistan,  that
 Kashmir  should  be  discussed  in  this
 manner.  There  it  was  not  discussed

 bilaterally,  there  is  was  mantioned  in
 an  international  forum,  to  which  we
 took  objection.
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 Therefore,  what  I  am  _  respectfully

 trying  to  say  is  that  all  his  arguments

 actually  in  effect  amount  to  a  support
 of  Pakistan’,  case  and  their  argu-
 ments,  Now  is  it  not  a  fact  that  ये 8. 8-
 barial  Nehru  made  a  nowar  oer

 not  conditioned  by  this  or  that?  Tne
 fact  is  that  Jawarlal  Nehru  made  an

 uncenditiqnal  no-war  pact  oifer,  Is  it

 wrong  on  the  part  of  our  Government
 to  say  tnat  we  sincrely  felt  this  way?
 Was  this  Simla  agreement  also  rot  a
 no-war  agreement?  It  was  and  India

 always  stood  for  that.  When  Pakistan

 says  suddenly,  ‘Well,  we  want  a  no-
 war  pact’,  is  it  wrong  on  our  part  to

 Say  that  we  always  stood  for  that?

 Spould  we  leave  it  to  Pakistan  Govern-

 ment  and  join  in  the  argument  that

 they  were  the  first  to  say  while  in  fact
 we  were  the  first  to  say.  Is  it  wrong?
 How  is  it  wrong  jf  we  remind  them

 and  if  we  become  cautious?  Now,  let
 me  be  candid,  Sir.  The  imperialists
 forces,  in  my  opinion,  are  trying  to

 militarily,  encircle  India  in  various

 ways  and  it  is  a  pity  that  knowing
 the  situation  we  do  not  understand
 and  realise  the  gravity,  Theretore  to

 Say  these  things  is  rather,  I  would
 say,  very  improper.

 Now,  therefore,  in  the  totality  of

 circumstances,  what  Mr.  Vajpayee
 Said  amounted  to  advucacy  of  view-

 point  og  others.  Now  he  accused  us
 without  using  that  word  of  a  big
 brother  attitude  towards  our  small

 neighbouring  countries,  He  did  not  yse
 these  words,  but  it  amounts  fo  this—
 which  again  is  totally  wrong.  India’s
 Stand  has  been  right  from  the  begin-
 ing  and  particularly,  during  the  Cong-
 resg  rule,  that  we  have  tried  our  best

 to  be  friend  all  neighbouring  countries

 including  Pakistan.  I  want  to  know  an
 example  in  the  world  where  g  country

 which  conquered  a  territory  has
 turned  it  over  peacefully  jn  a  short
 time  as  India  did.  To  accuse  Tadia
 that  ‘You  are  doing  this  thing  with
 Nepal,  and  ‘You  are  doing  that  with

 Bangladesh’  and  so  on  is  contrary  to
 facts.  It  is  a  fact,  an  unfortunate  fact

 that  during  ‘Vajpayee’s  tenure  as

 Foreign  Minister,  India  was  being
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 taken  for  granted  by  everyone.  As  a

 result  of  that  India’s  positiun,  India’s

 Stature  and  image  suffered.  We  do

 not  want  any  hegemony.  We  do  not

 want  to  dominate  or  boSs  over  our

 neighbours,  No,  India  does  not  want

 to  become  a  super  power.  India  wants

 to  help  the  cause  of  peace.  India

 wants  to  protect  its  own  interest,  India

 wants  to  protect  the  interests  of  fs

 neighbours.  Have  I  te  remind  him  that
 it  Was  during  their  time.  those  who

 have  fought  for  the  liberation  of

 Bangladesh,  g  number  of  them,  were
 handed  over,  as  a  token  of  what  they
 call  friendship  to  Bangladesh  authori-

 ties  and  they  were  killed  mercilessly

 by  the  then  regime.  We  want  friend-

 Ship  with  Bangladesh  and  we  wanted

 it,  But  what  they,  Janata  were  trying
 was  not  friendship.  Their  whole  thing
 was  that  they  were  drifting  and  it
 was  drift  where  Indta  was  losing  -०

 image.  That  we  all  know.  Leave  aside
 President  Reagan.  Mr.  Carter  when
 he  came  to  India—what  did  he  say
 about  Mr,  Morarji  Desai,  the  then
 Prime  Minister.  He  said  he  was  happy
 that  Indiraji  is  welzome  as  Frime
 Minister  of  India.  ‘We  know  she  is  as

 great  Prime  Minister  of  a  great  coun-

 try.”  They  were  happy.  1  त  not  want
 to  make  a  comparision.  I  also  wanted
 Mr.  Morarji  Desai  to  be  welcomed  as
 the  Prime  Minister  of  India.  But,  un-

 fortunately,  he  was  not.  Therefore,
 what  I  am  saying  is  that  his  argu-
 ments  are  not  based  on  realities  and

 facts.

 It  is  very  interesting  for  him  to

 Say,  ‘Look,  why  cannot  the  non-alig-
 ned  nations  take  intiative  on  Afganis-
 tan?’  Why  could  not  they  do  this  or
 that?’  Then  I  put  a  question  to  him

 to  answer,  ‘What  should  they  do?
 What  Indig  should  do  and  what  should
 Mr,  Narasimha  Rao  do?  He  him-
 self  said,  ‘Well  it  is  ऑ  complex

 question

 Then  he  says  that  it  appears  that  the

 non-aligned  nations  also  gre  under  the

 pressure.  He  was  made  the  Minister.

 I  do  not  want  to  say  that  they  were
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 under  the  same  pressure—some  g  little

 more  and  some  a  little  less.  But,  the

 non-aligned  nations,  with  the  initiative

 taken  by  India  and  certain  other  lead-
 ers  of  the  non-aligned  world  had  been

 under  very’  difficult  ।  circumstances.

 That  is  g  fact,  he  has  tried  to  belittle
 the  Conference  which  was  held-  in

 New  Delhi  very  recently.  The  most

 shocking  thing  that  he  said  was  this.

 I  consider  that  an  insult  to  the  nation
 when  he  said  that  India  is  dependent
 On  the  two  Super-Powers.  Therefore,
 India  is  weakened  to  take  a  decision

 in  g  manner  we  like  thereby  we  get

 arms  from  the  Soviet  Union  and

 money  from  the  other  Super-Power.
 It  is  an  insult,  प  say,  to  this  House

 and‘ to  India  and  the  Indian  people
 to  say  that  we  got  money  from  Ame-
 rica.  We  got  the  money  ।  sanctioned

 by  the  IMF  despite  the  fact  that  there

 Wag  opposition  from  America.  This
 is  a  fact.  We  are  purchasing  arms
 from  the  Soviet  Union  and_  other
 countries.  If  we  need  arms,  the  Soviet
 Union  had  been  consistently  our

 friends  to,  support.  If  we  need  arms,
 where  should  we  go?  Let  him  say
 that.  We  have  been  purchasing  arms
 from  the  Soviet  Union  and  the  ।  other

 countries.  In  fact,  there  has  been
 now  more  diversification  of  purchase
 of  arms.  He  goes  on  saying  that
 India  has  become  a  dependent  nation.
 It  might  have  been  during  their  time.

 We  all  know  and  the  whole  world
 knows  not  to  speak  «f  this  country.
 In  fact,  Shri  Vajpayee  wag  talking  of
 Consensus.  There  is  a  consensus
 minus  hig  party,  the  reactionary  party.
 This  is  the  supporter  of  the  Imperia-
 lists  forces.  In  fact,  there  is  a  con-
 sensus  in  our  Parliament,  There  are
 friends  sitting  here—friend  of  the
 Leftists  and  others  who  differed  with

 many  things  but  there  is  a  total  con-
 Sensus  as  far  as  India’s  foreign  policy
 is  concerged  from  the  CPM,  CPI  and
 other  groups.  They  have  said  that
 India’s  foreign  policy  is  all  right.  But,
 my  friend  goes  on  saying  or  giving  a

 contrary  impression  about  India's
 foreign  policy.  He  ig  giving  an  im-
 pression  that  we  are  being  run  by
 Americans  and  the  Soviet  Union.  ch?
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 Soviet  Union  pressurised  us  to  sign  a

 non-proliferation  treaty.  We  did  not

 do  that  in  spite  of  the  pressure  from

 America  also,  However,  we  should

 not  forget  what  happened  when  Dr.

 Keissinger  wrote  about  India.  He

 said  that  Indira  GanJhi  was  a  states-

 man  where  we  could  not  pend.  She

 would  not  forget  what  was  the  inte-

 rest  for  her  country.  The  whole

 world  knows  that.  I  do  not  want  to

 tell  that,  These  are  historical  facts.

 India’s  foreign  policy  to-day  is  being

 conducted  under  the  leadership  of  our

 Prime  Minister,  Mrs.  Indira  Gandhi-

 and  our  able  Foreign  Ministr  Shri  P.

 V.  Narasimha  Rao  so  very  ably  and

 effectively  for  which  the  whole  nation

 is  proud,  In  fact,  the  world  is  proud
 of  that.  I  wag  in  Australia  and  I  read

 n  newspaper  there,  Japan  has  a  diffe-
 rent  policy.  I  went  there.  JY  got
 views  of  the  people.  The  people  offi-

 cially  have  one  view  and  unofficially
 a  certain  other  view.  I  found  they

 had  the  appreciation  of  our  foreign

 policy.

 Now  about  China,  Shri  Vajpayee
 Baid  something,  He  wants  us_  to

 follow  in  the  manner  he  wants.  There

 was  a  war  in  Viet  Nam  going  on.  He

 was  dining  there.  I  am  only  using  the
 word  ‘dining’,  Why  Jid  ha  not  react
 on  that?  You  know  that  with  China
 we  want  to  improve  our  relations.

 Our  Government  is  taking  all  possible
 steps  in  that  direction.  We  should
 not  do  anything  in  haste.  I  am  for
 the  friendship  with  them.  Our  Gov-
 ernment  is,  I  think,  going  in  the  right
 direction.  Mr.  Vajpayee,  you  were

 Foreign  Minister,  You  did  not  do

 anything  more  or  petter  than  what  Mr.
 Rao  is  doing  to-day  in  regard  to  Nami-
 bia.  Coming  to  Afghanistan  it  is  g
 Political  problem.  We  have  good  re-
 lations  with  Russia.  He  tells  us  why
 Should  we  not  persuade  them  to  do

 something  in  the  matter.  He  thinks

 that  the  American  arms  will  be  used
 against  India,  He  also  says  that  at
 least  America  has  got  the  excuse  to
 arm  Pakistan  because  of  the  happen-
 ings  in  Afghanistan.  I  would  gay  that
 by  go  saying  he  indirectly  gives  sup-
 Bort  to  the  American  and  Pakistan’s
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 points  of  view.  There  is  no  cause  and

 really  no  justification  whatsoever,  He

 admitted  that  America  was  arming  Pakis-

 tan  even  previously.  Sir,  America’s  policy
 has  been  to  curtail  us  and,  if  I  may  say

 so,  even  to  de-stabilise  us.  For  Mr.  Vaj-

 payee  to  give  these  arguments  amounts
 to  supporting  the  viewpoint  of  Pakis-
 tan  ang  America.

 Sir,  he  said  about  Golan  Heights

 having  been  devoured  and  whether  anv-
 thing  more  could  not  be  done  except
 passing  a  Resolution.  I  asked  him  to
 tell  what  more  could  be  done  but  he

 kept  quiet.  My  hon.  friend  has  re-

 minded  me  that  he  said  that  Muslim

 countries  must  get  their  rights  but  it

 was  during  the  time  he  was  the  For-

 eign  Minister  that  a  secret  visit  of

 Moyshe  Dayan  had  been  permitted.
 What  does  it  show?  It  only  shows  dup-

 licity  and  deceit.  Then  he  said  who
 is  against  Pakistan.  Sir,  we  want  Pak-
 istan  to  exist  but  it  is  his  party  which
 created  anti-Pakistan  fever  in  this

 country.  It  was  his  party  who  created

 the  atmospfMere  resulting  in  the  mur-
 der  of  Mahatma  Gandhi.  It  was  his

 party,  his  supporters  and  his  friends
 who  created  communal  atmosphere  in

 the  country  ang  continue  to  do  that.

 They  are  supporting  anti-Pakistan  or-

 fans  even  now  but  they  are  saying
 something  here  and  doing  something
 else  outside.  By  their  jugglery  they
 are  Trying  to  paint  a  pigeon  as  a  crow
 and  it  is  cunsistent  witn  their  game
 of  trying  to  create  difficult  conditions

 internally.  I  do  not  want  to  impute
 any  motives  to  them.

 Sir,  with  these  words  I  wish  to  con-
 clude.  I  support  the  Demands  for
 Grants  of  the  Ministry  of  External
 Affairs  and  congratulate  the  Foreign
 Affairs  Minister  for  the  excellent  man-
 ner  in  which  the  foreign  affairs  of  the
 country  are  being  conducted.

 थी.  अशफाक  1. हसन  (महाराजगंज) :
 मौसम  चेयरमेन  साहब  BA  वाजपेयी

 जो  क  पुरजोश  तकरीर  कौर  भगत  जी  के

 उससे  ज्यादा  जोशीले  जवाब  के  बाद  जो

 ध्यान  मुमे  बोलने  का  मौका  दिया  है,  मैं

 कुछ  खासे.  बातें  कहना  चाहता  हूं  ।
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 कल  से  हो  रही  खारजा  पालिसी

 का  बहस  में  अपन  पार्टी क  तरफ  से

 हिस्सा  लेते  हुए  में  चन्द  अहम  बातों  को

 तरफ  खासतौर  से  इशारा  करना  चाहूंगा |

 हमारी.  खारिज.  पालिसी क।  बुनियाद

 हमार  श्रीपाद  होने  वी  बाद  नहीं  पर्,

 बल्कि.  भ्राजादों  के  लड़ाई के  दौरान  भी

 इस  सिलसिले  में  हमारे  ख्यालात  ऑर

 ख़द्दोख़ाल  बहुत  वाज़े  थे
 ।  राज  भी

 हमारी  खारजा  पालिसी को  कुछ  लोग

 गैर-जानिबदारी  कहते  Fi  और  कुछ

 लोग.  ना वाबस्ता  कह  कर  हमारी  गर-

 जानिबदारी और  नावाबस्तगों का  तरह-

 तरह  का.  मतलब  निकालते हैं  |

 यह  सच  है  कि  हम  किसी खेमे  में

 शामिल  नही ंहैं  अ्ौर हम  किसी के  पिछलग्गू

 नहीं  हैं,  लेकिन  यह  भ!  हकीकत  है  कि

 हमको  अपने  दोस्त  औरौर  दुश्मन  पहचानने  को

 तमीज  जरूर  होनें  चाहिए  ।

 करते  हैं  1  हर  बड़ी  ताकत  के  अपने

 श्रध्दा  अलहदा  मुफीद हो  सकते  हैं

 ओर  हमारे  भा  कुछ  प्रपने  मुफ़ाद हैं.  लेकिन

 सोवियत  यूनियन और  प्री  एस०  ए०  को

 हर  मौके  पर  बराबर  खड़ा  करना हक  कत

 से  मुंह  मोड़ना  हैं  ।  दूर  क्‍यों  जाते  हैं,

 इंडियन  रोशन,  बहरेहिन्द  को  मन  का  जोन

 बनाने कौर  लड़ाई  का  डूडा न  बनाने  के

 लिए  एक  तहरीक चल  रही  है
 ।

 डिएगो  गार्सिया.  से  अमरीकी  जननी

 झडे को  हटाने  कं  तहरीक  हिन्दुस्तान,

 श्री  लंका,  हमारे  पड़ौसी  देशों  कौर  यूरोप

 के  कई  देशों  में  चल  रही
 '
 हैं.  ।  हमें  देखना

 चाहिए कि  इस  सिलसिले में  हम  क्या  कर

 रहे हैं।  क्या  हम  इसमें  गैर-जानिबदारी

 रह  सकते  हैं?  ब्या  हम  इस  तहरीक  से

 [वाबस्ता रह  सकते  हैं  ?  जंग  और  शरमन

 के  सवाल  पर  हमको  वाजेह  तौर  पर  मन
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 का  जानिबदारी (हना हैं  और  जंग  का  मुखी-

 लिए  ?  हम  प्रपने  श्राप  को  प्रमन  के  खेम

 से  नावावस्ता नहीं  रख  सकते  ।

 जब  सोवियत  यूनियन  के  सदर  ब्रेज्नेव

 न्यक्लियाई  हथियारों  समेत  हर  तरह

 के  भ्रस्लहात  क।  तख़फ़ीफ़  श्र  कंट्रोल की

 वात  करते  हैं,  तो.  उनका!  श्रीवास  में

 श्रावाज्ध  मिलाने  से  हमारी  मेर-जानिबदारी

 को
 कोई  ठेस  नहीं

 लगती  ।  वह  हमारी

 mod;  आवाज़ है  ।  जब  अमरीक।  सदर

 रीगन  डिएगो-गौसिया.  के  अमरीकी  अड्डे

 को  मज़बूत  करने  का  कदम  उठाते  हैं  या

 बहरे-हिन्द  में  मज़ीद  श्रडू डे की तलाश की  तलाश  करते

 हैं,  या  इस  इलाके  में  पाकिस्तान  समेत

 दूसरे  मुल्कों  को  हथियार  फ़राहम  करते

 हैं,  तो  हमें  खुल  कर  अ्रमरीकतीररा सदर  रीगन

 के  नापाक  इरादों  को  मुख़ालिफ़त  करनी

 ही  चाहिए ं।

 मैं  एक  बात  साफ़  कर  देना  चाहता

 हूं कि  हमें  मुख़ालिफ़त उस  ताकत  की  कानों

 चाहिए,  जों  कम्पूचिया कौर  वियतनाम  से

 ले कर  पाकिस्तान,  सऊद  अरव  कौर  मिश्र

 तक  और  निकार्गुआ  कौर एल  सल्वाडोर तक

 हर  तरह  क  दखल-अन्दाज़ी करने  से  बाज  नहीं

 झरा  रही  है  कौर  दूसरों  के  कंधे  पर  रख

 कर  अपने  राइफ़ल  चलाना  चाहती  है  |

 उस  कंधे  का  मुख़ालिफ़त  करने  से  कोई

 फ़ायदा.  नहीं है,  (जिस  पर  राइफ़ल  रख

 कर  जंगबाज़ चलाना  चाहता  है.  ।  हमें

 agn  चलाने  वाली  at  बंदूक  फ़राहम

 करने.  वाली...  ताकत  क.  मुख़ालिफ़त

 करनी.  चाहिए,  जे.  हमारी  असली

 दुश्मन  है,  जो.  मन  की.  दुश्मन '

 है  ।.
 पाकिस्तान

 कौर  सऊदी  अरब ,
 को  खतरनाक  अस्लहा  फराहम  करने

 वाली  ताकत  हमाराਂ  निशाना  होना  चाहिये,

 न  किः  पाकिस्तान  श्र  सऊदी  अरब

 के  अवाम  या,  हुकूमत |
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 पाकिस्तान  को  अमरीकी.  श्रीलता

 की  फ़राहमी  के  मामले  में  हमने  पाकिस्तान

 को  शरापना  दुश्मन  माना  है,  जिसके  कँधे

 पर  अमरीका  अपनी  बंदूक  चलाना  चाहता

 हैं।  यह  बात  हमारे  लीडरों  की  तरफ

 से  दिये  गये  बयानात  से  जाहिर  पत्ती

 है।  लेकिन  हमें  उस  बंदूकची  को  हर

 तरह  से  कद  करना  चाहिये,  जो

 पाकिस्तान  को  अपने  जंगी  मंसूबों  का

 हिस्सा  बनाना  चाहता है  ।  मैं  याद  दिलाना

 चाहता  हूं  कि  1953  में  जब  पहली  बार
 'अमरीका  में  पाकिस्तान  को  बड़े  पैमाने

 पर  अस्लहा  फ़राहम  किया.  था,  तों

 मरहूम  वग़ीरे-प्राइम  जवाहरलाल  नेहरू  ने

 खुल  कर  अमरीकी।  इकदाम  की  मुहाली-

 फत  की  थी  और  मुल्कगीरी  पैमाने  पर

 श्रमरीका-मुखालिफ  जल्से  आर  रैलियों करने
 का  नारा  दिया  था ।

 मोजूदा  हालात  थे  हमें  पाकिस्तान

 के  ना-जंग  मुआहिदे  की  पेशकश  कौर

 उसके  साथ-साथ  वग़ीरे-प्राइम  की  तरफ

 से  दोस्ती  के  मुआहिदे  की  पेशकश,  इन

 दोनों  का  खेर-एकदम  करना  चाहिये  ।

 लेकिन  हमें  यह  नहीं  भूलना  चाहिये कि
 वज़ा रात  खारिजा  में  कुछ  एसे.  अनासिर

 हैं,  जो  अमरीका  के  इशारे  पर  पाकिस्तान

 से  हमारी  दो्ती  में  रखना  डालना  चाहते

 हैं।  हम  इस  बात  को  भूल  जाते हैं  कि
 पाकिस्तान  से  हिन्दुस्तान  की  दोस्ती  ही

 उसको  अमरीका  से  दूर  रखने  को  जमानत

 हो  सकती  है  ।

 इस  सिलसिले  में  हमारे  बुजुर्ग,  श्री

 बी०  Alo  भगत,  ने  प्र् भी  जो  वजाहत
 की  है,  उससे  मामला  श्र  वाजेह  होने

 के  बजाय  पोर  कांप्लिकेटिड हो  गया  है।

 मैं  उनकी  दो  बातें  दोहराना  चाहता  हूं  ।

 एक  जगह  उन्होंने  कहा  कि  माहौल  खराब
 हो  गया

 है,  इस  लिये  ,  पाकिस्तान से

 बातचीत  स्थगित  की  गयी  ।  मेरा  इतना
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 at  कहना है  कि  माहौल  को  खराब  करने

 में  पहली  जिम्मेदारी  पाकिस्तान  की  है,

 यह  मैं  मानता  हुं,  लेकिन  दूसरी  जिम्मे-

 दारी  हमारी  भी  है,  क्योंकि  हम  प्रोवोग

 हो  गये  ।  पाकिस्तान  या  उसके  नुमाइंदे

 को--या  हो  सकता है  कि  जो  -उसके  कंधे

 पर  बंदूक  रख  कर  चल।ना  चाहते  हैं,

 उनकी  यह  चाल  रही  हो  कि  वह  हमको

 प्रोमोट  कर  दे  शर  हमारे  बीच  जो

 दोस्ती  की  बातचीत  चल  रही  है,  उसमें

 कुछ  रखना  पदा  कर  दें  ।
 तों  थोड़ी  देर

 के  लिये  ही  सही,  वह  अपनी  चाल  में

 कामयाब  हो  गये  ।  इस  सिलसिले  में  मैं

 कुलदीप  नयर  साहब  का  एक.  जुमला

 कोट  करना  चाहता  हूं:

 However  the  franserint  of  observa-
 tions  of  the  Indian  and  Pakistan  De-

 legates  at  the  Commission  indicate
 that  one  reacteq  to  what  the  other
 said  and  both  excetded  the  limits

 which  their  Governments  had  piaced
 on  them,

 मैंने  इसलिये  कोट  किया  कि  मैं  समझता  हूं

 हमारे  बुजुर्ग,  मोअज्जिज  मेम्बर,  भगत  सा-

 हब,  जो  लिमिट  रखी  गई  थी,  उसकों

 एक्टिंग कर  गये  और  वह  सब  कुछ  कह

 गये  जो  उन्हें  कहने  की  जरूरत  नहीं  थी  ।

 उनको  मुख़ालिफ़त  जरूर  करनी  चाहिये  थी

 लेकिन  प्रयोग  नहीं  होना  चाहिये  था  ।

 प्रोवोकेशन  दूसरे  का  गेम  था  तौर  प्रीवीक

 होकर  वे  दूसरे  के  गेम  में  ।  गये  श्र

 इस  तरह  से  उन्होंने  अपना  खेल  बिगाड़

 जिया.  ।  हमारी  हुकूमत  ने  भी,  बजाये

 इस  के  कि  बात  को  वहीं  पर  खत्म  कर

 देती,  उसको  उसे  तरह  से  सीरियसली

 लिया
 और  जो  हमारा  वाला  संतह  पर

 खारजा  मोहल्ले के  सेक्रेटरी  की  सदारत

 में  एक  डेलिगेशन  बात-चीत  aout

 बढ़ाने  के  लिये  पाकिस्तान  जाना  चाहिये

 था,  उसको  मुल्तवी  कर  दिया  ।  मैं

 एक  बार  फिर  इस  बात  को  दोहराना
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 चाहूंगा.  कि  पाकिस्तान  से  दोस्ती  ही

 पाकिस्तान  को  अमरीका  के  खेमे  से  निकाल

 सकती  है,  कोई  और  दूसरी  चीज  नहीं  ।

 इसलिये  हमको  बहुत  ठंडे  दिमाग  से  इस

 सिम्त  कदम  उठाना  चाहिये  शौर  क्

 भी  मौका  हाथ  से  नहीं  जानें  देता  चाहिय े।

 प  जवाहरलाल...  नेहरू.  के  जमीनें

 में,  जब  वे  हमारे  मुल्क  के  प्राइम  मिनिस्टर

 थ,  तो  काफी  ग्रसे  तक वे  वजीर  अवारिजा

 भी  रहे  ।  उस  वक्‍त  से  रफीक।  की

 max  अरब  मुल्कों  की  खस  झ्रहमियत

 वजारत  खारिज  में  रही  है  ।  अफीकी

 रही  है।  अ्रफ्रीकी  BIT  अरब  देशों  में  जो

 हमारे  चुनिंदा  नुमाइंदे  भेज  जाते  थे  उनको

 बहुत  श्रहूमियंत  दी  जाती  थी  ।  मुझे

 थोड़ा  अफ़सोस  है,

 हालांकि.  में  अपने  नुमाइंदों  पर  कोई

 हमला  नह  करना  चाहता  ,कोई  आक्षेप  नहें

 करना  चाहता  लेकिन  यह  जरुर  कहना  चहता

 हूं  कि  जो  अहमियत  हमको  ग्राफ़िक।  कौर  ग्रीस

 मुल्कों  को  देनी  चाहिए  थी  वह  हम  नहीं

 दे  रहे  हू  ।  जितने  अक्के  नुमाइन्दे  हमें

 भ्र फ़ीकी  कौर  अरब  देशों  में  भेजन

 चाहिए  थे  वह  हम  नहीं  भेज  रहे  ह  ।

 इन  देशों  &  ताल्लुकात  बढ़ाने  में  पंडित

 जवाहरलाल  नेहरू  जी.  हमेशा...  जाती

 दिलचस्पी  लेते  रहते  थे  ।  हमें  भी  उन

 देशों  के  साथ  ताल्लुकात  बढ़ाने  में  दासी

 दिलचस्पी  लेनी  चाहर  हमें  नहीं  भूलना

 चाहिए  कि  पाकिस्तान  को  ग्रसित  HUSA

 करने  में  ग्र मरी का  का  निशाना  न  तो

 अफगानिस्तान  है  ओर  न  सोवियत  रूस  है,

 बल्कि  शारीरिक  का  निशाना  हिन्दुस्तान

 है  ।  वह  ईरान  भीर  ईराक  की  जंग  की

 तरह  हमारे  बाम्बे  होई  को  भी  तबाह

 करना  चाहता  है  ।
 राज

 जो  हम  तरक्की

 के  रास्ते  पर  आगे  बढ़  रहे  हू  कौर जो
 तेल
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 के  बोहतान  से  निकलने  की  कोशिश  कर

 रहे  हे  उसके  लिए  wader  की  नियत  है

 fe  हमारी  तरक्की.  की  रफ्तार  को

 ढीला  कर  दे  |  हमें  अमरीका  की  इस

 चाल  को  अ्र्च्छी  तरड़  से  समझ  लेता

 चाहिए  ।

 wave  जब  यौमे.  अफगानिस्तान

 मनाता  है  तो  उसको  जरा  भी.  हमदर्दी

 प्रफगानिस्तान  या  वहां  के  अवाम  से  नहीं

 रहती  है  ।  पिछने  21  AI  को  बड़े

 जोश  व  खरोश  से  यौमे  ग्रफगानिस्तान

 wala  को  तैयारी  की  गई  ।  सारी  दुनिया

 में  यौमे  प्रफानिस्तान  मनाने  को  तहरीक

 सब  से  पहने  अवरोधों  सीनेट  में  खूद

 सदर  रीगन  ने  पेश  की  जिसकी  हिमपात

 बरतानिया  के  दोनों  ऐवान  ale  यूरोनियम

 एक् ति सादी  बिरादरी  को  लेकिन  जिस

 इजरायल  ने  अमरीका  की  शह  पर  गोलाई

 पहाड़ियों  पर  एकतरफा  कब्जे  का  एलान

 सोना जोरी  से  कर  feat  तो.  इनमें  से

 किसी  ने  यौमे  गोलाई  मनाने  का  एलान

 नहीं  किया...  ।  कहां  गई  उन  को

 इस्लाम  कौंर  मुस्लिम  दीप,  से  हमदर्दी

 खुशी  को  वात  है  कि  wa  कट्टर  इस्लामी

 नज़रीयात  रखने  वाले  लोग  भी  अम  निकी

 चाल  से  वाकिफ  होने  लगे  हैं  ।  जमीयते-

 इस्लामी  का  हित-रोंज  “दावत”  भी

 ''पौमे-प्रफानिस्तान”  को  मगरिब  का

 नया  सियासी  स्टंट  मानने  लगा  है.  और

 यहां  तक  कहने  लगा  है--

 अमरीका  कौर  दूसरे  मुल्कों  के  इस

 मामूल  कौर  तरीके-कार  से  यह  अन्दाज़ा

 होता  है  कि  बहू  रूस  के  खिलाफ  झपती

 गहनों-प्रासाद  के  लिए  अफगानिस्तान  के

 मसले  को  fan  जिन्दा  रखने  से  ही

 दिलचस्पी  रखते  हूँ  ।  “--दावत  मौजूदा-

 हूकता |

 इस  बात  से  किसी  को  इन्कार  नहीं

 हगा  कि  जनता  दौरे-हुकूमत  में  पासपोर्ट
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 हासिल  करने  में  आसानियां  फ़राहम  को

 गई  थीं  कौर  राज  कल  इस  सिलसिले  में

 धीरे-घोर  कुछ  Tall  लाई  जा  रहो  है  ।

 कुछ  तो  यह  भी  बाते  है  कि.  पासपोर्ट

 को  दरख्वास्त  देने  वालों  को  तादाद  में

 भी  खाता.  इजाफा  gar  है.  ।  रीजनल

 पासपोर्ट  ater  को  wat  मोदी  स्टाफ

 की  जरूरत  हों  तो  उसे  फ़राहम  करना

 चाहिए  ।  हो  सकता  है  सरकार  की  पालिसी

 में  कुछ  तब्दीली  हुई  हों,  लेकिन  मेरा

 कहना  यह  है  कि  जो  लोग  सहो  रोके

 से  अ्रपने  मुल्क  से  बाहर  जाना  चाहते  हैं,

 चाहे  वहू  किलो  ख्वाहिश  से  जाना  चाहते

 हों,  उत  को  जाने  का  मोका  देना  चाहिये,

 उन  को  सहूलियत  देनी  चाहिएं  ।  पासपोर्ट

 हासिल  करने  के  रास्ते  मं  जो
 भी  मुश्किलात

 हों  हमें  उन्हें  दूर  करना  चाहिए  ।

 चेयरमैन  साहब,  अब  नें  एक.  wa

 मसले  को

 खारिज  की

 तरफ  BIA  लायक  नजारे-

 ख़ुसूसी  तवज्जह  दिलाना

 चाहुंगा  जिस  को  तरफ  इस  ब ट्  में

 शायद  करो  तज़किरा  भी  न  sat  हो  ।

 हज  मुसलमानों  के  लिए

 है.  कौर  हिन्दुस्तान

 मुसलमानों  को  तादाद  के  लिज  से  दूसरे

 नम्बर  पर  है  लेकिन  यहां  से  हुए  को

 जानें  वाले  मुसलमानों  को  तादाद  को  देखा

 जाये  तो  हिन्दुस्तान  से  जाने  वाले  हाजियों

 को  तादाद  gat  मुमालिक  से.  जाने

 वालों  के  मुकाबले  बहुत  कम  है  ।  मिसाल

 के  तौर  पर  इण्डो  शिया  &  69002,

 मलेशिया  से  22704.0  ate  पाकिस्तान  से

 एक  क्रम

 मजहबो  BUST

 ~
 हा  मुसलमानों  को  ग्राबादी  हम  से  कम की

 है  69343  हज्जाज.  1981.0  में  हज

 के  लिए  सऊदी  अरब  गये  जित  के  मुकाबले

 में  हमारे  यहां  से  21200  हाजियों  को
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 इजाजत-नामा  मिल.  सका  ।  इस  तादाद  में

 हवाई  जहाज  कौर  बहरो-जहाज  से  जाने

 वाले  सभो  हाथों  शामिल  हैं  ।  1979  में

 हिन्दुस्तान  से  बहरों  रास्ते  से

 हाथों  तशरीफ  ले  गय  थे  ।

 15005

 1981  में

 यह  तादाद  घट  कर  13245  हो.  गई

 malt  अब  1982  के  लिए  यह  तादाद

 9915  रह  गई  ।

 पहने  मुगल  लाइन्ज़  को  तरफ  से

 चार  बहरो-  जहाज  इस  काम  के  लिये

 लगाये  जाते  थे,  अब  ये  दो  कर  दिये

 गये  हैं।  यह  सच  है  कि  सऊदी  नरब  हक  मत

 की  तरफ  से  किबले-रमजान  हाजियों  की

 रवानगी  पर  पाबन्दी  लगा  दी  गई  थी,

 लेकिन  इस  पाबन्दी  से  पहले  भी  हर  साल

 हजारों  को  तादाद  में  दीनदार-मुसलमान

 अने  इस  मुक्त  मजहबी  फिरें  को

 ६: ह रह  करने  से  महरूम  रह  जाते थे  और

 इस  साल  तो  इस  तादाद  मे  करोड़  चार

 हजार  को  श्र  कमी  आ  गई  है  ।

 दुनिया  में  मुसलमानों  की  दूसरी  सब  से  बड़ी

 _आबादी  हिन्दुस्तान  में  रहता  है  और

 यहां  से  पाकिस्तान  के  और  इण्डोनेशिया/

 के  69000  Wt  मलेशिया  के  22000

 के  मुकाबले  21000  हाजियों  में  भी

 4000  मजीद  कम  कर  दिये  जायं,
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 मुसलमान  बराबर  के  शहरी  हैं झ्र  उन  को

 से  उन  के  मुकुल  मजहबी  करजै  की  अदायगी

 में.  हर  तरह  को  सहूलियत  पहुंचनन

 हुकूमत-हिन्द  की  जिम्मेदारी  है  ।  श्रगर

 हमारे  पास  अपने  बहरी-जहाज  की  कमी

 है  तो  इस  खास  काम  के  लिये  हमें  बहरी
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 SHRIMATI  JAYANTI  PATNAIK

 (Cuttack):  Mr.  Chairman,  Sir,  the  dis-
 cussion  on  Demands  for  Grants  relat-

 ing  to  the  Ministry  of  External  Affairs
 assumes  importance  in  the  background
 of  the  difficult  and  complicated  interna-
 tional  situation  prevailing  in  the  worid

 today.  Cold  ‘War  is  in  fever  pitch,
 thanks  to  the  continued  confrontation
 of  super  powers  and  the  intransigence
 of  the  United  States  of  America.  The
 oil  crisis  and  galloping  inflation  have
 become  serious  problems  affecting  inter-
 national  relationships.  Tension  moul-
 ‘ders  in  various  parts  of  the  world  in-®

 cluding  the  Middle-East.  Arms  build-

 up  by  developed  countries--even  many
 developing  countries—is  in  an  alarming
 Scale.  Many  smaller  nations  intend

 acquiring  nuclear  teeth.  Across  our

 own  border,  the  spectre  of  war  prepa-
 rations  is  evident.  Protectionism  in

 global  trade  and  commence  has  aitect-
 ed  economic  relationships  among  na-

 tions  to  a  great  extent.  In  the  prevail-
 ing  circumstances,  external  relation  is
 a  very  delicate  responsibility.  Diplo-

 ‘macy  is  important  for  a  nation’s  pre=
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 servation  and  economic  well-being  as
 it  was  never  before.  The  meaning  of

 diplomacy  is  shrewdness  definea  by

 Chanakya,  yet  it  takes  into  actount  the

 larger  perspective  and  far-sighted  vi-

 sion  and  national  interest.  India  has  to
 consider  its  position  on  the  map,  the

 countries  which  are  its  neighbours,  the

 policies  it  adopts  and  the  action  it

 takes.  These  are  the  things  that  the

 country  has  to  take  into  account  in  its

 foreign  policy.

 I  must  congratulate  the  Prime  Minis-

 ter  and  the  Ministér  for  External  Af-

 fairs  for  “being  alive  to  the  ¢ituation

 prevailing  today.  We  are  ecquiring

 many  new  friends  and  we  have  also

 stabilised  our  relationship  with  the  ex-

 isting  friends.  Our  relations  with  our

 old  friend,  the  Soviet  Union,  contrary
 to  the  opinion  of  many  new  Self-styled

 analysts,  are  corcial  as  before.  ।  hap-

 pens  so  even  in  the  event  of  the  fact

 that  India  had  made  known  its  views
 on  the  Soviet  presence  in  Afghanistan.
 In  spite  of  the  differences  in  their  po-
 litical  systems,  the  relationship  bet-.

 ween  these  countries  is  being  maintain-
 ed  on  very  friendly  terms.  The  re-

 cent  visit  of  General  Ustinove  reite-

 rates  this  relationship.  Our  political
 and  economic  relationship  with  the

 Unite@  Kingdom  and  France  is  better

 than  ever  before  and  we  have  been

 able  to  successfully  negotiate,  bilateral

 trade,  economic  and  industrial  ventures

 including  defence  ventures  in  these  two
 countries.  Our  success  in  negotiating

 the  I.M.F.  loan  in  spite  of  the  violent

 oppositian  by  the  U.S.A.  is  an  indica-
 tion  of  our  new  relationship  and  in-

 fluences  brought  about  through  subtle
 diplomatic  manoeuvres.

 Here,  the  question  with  regard  to  our
 relations  with  the  European  countries
 also  arises.  During  President  Reagan’s
 rule,  a  rapture  had  taken  place  in  Indo-
 American  relations  though  such  a  ihing
 never  happened  in  the  past  in  spite  of
 disagreements  between  the  two  coun-
 tries  in  many  fields.  It  is  noਂ  only
 India  but  other  countries  also,  who  did
 not  support  President  Reagan’s  policy,
 were  cold  shouldered.  Many  of  the
 third  world  countries  come  in  this  cate-
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 gory.  These  countries  are  told  by  the

 United  States  that  either  they  should

 support  President  Reagan’s  line  of

 thinking,  or  they  should  go  their  own

 way.

 One  might  say  that  India  needs  Ame-
 rican  market  and  technology.  It  is

 true,  but  it  is  not  vice  versa.  India

 cannot,  therefore,  afford  to  perpetuate
 the  Indo-American  estrangement  I

 might  also  say  that  India  cannot  wign
 itself  with  the  American  view,  as  it  is
 in  direct  conHict  with  India’s  regional
 interests.  One  might  say  that  bal-
 ance  should  be  maintained  Such  a
 balance  was  struck  all  these  years  with
 some  advantage  to  India,  but  witn  Rea-

 gan  Administration  deliberately  down-

 grading  India,  such  a  balance  has  be-
 come  irrelevant  to  America.  India  had

 endeavoured  to  establish  wetter  mu-

 tual  understanding.  The  meeting  bet-
 ween  our  Prime  Minister  and  the  U.S.
 President  at  Cancun  and  between  our

 Minister  of  External  Affairs  and  the

 U.S,  Secretary  of  State  contributed  to

 this  process.  But  America’s  supply  of

 arms  to  Pakistan  and  its  decision  to

 suspend  further  shipments  of  fel  for

 Tarapur  Atomic  Power  Station  have

 aroused  apprehension  and  disagree-
 ment,

 One  bright  spot  for  India  in  this  con-

 text  is  that  India’s  policy  on  a  number

 of  issues  is  increasingly  becoming  si-

 milar  to  the  policies  of  America’s  Eu-

 ropean  allies,  specially  after  th>  elec-

 tion  of  Mitterand  as  the  French  Presi-

 dent.  Europe’s  perceptions  on  detente,

 arms  spending,  positioning  of  nuclear

 missiles  in  Europe  and  the  neutron

 bomb  are  very  different  from  America’s.

 Besides,  Europeans  do  not  see  the

 North-South  issues  wholly  on  East-

 West  lines.

 In  view  of  this,  India  in  her  own  in-

 terest  may  have  closer  links  with  Eu-

 ropean  international  forums,  at  least

 for  countering  America’s  cutrent  deva-

 luation  of  India’s  strategic  role.

 In  the  wake  of  Soviet  intervention  in

 Afghanistan.  there  might  be  pressure
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 on  Pakistan  from  Soviet  side,  that  Pa-
 kistan  is  going  too  far  in  aiding  and

 abetting  the  U.S.—backed  insurgency  in

 Afghanistan.  Pakistan,  while  asserting.
 that  it  has  not  sold  ‘tself  to  America,
 might  try  to  be  nearer  America  to

 strengthen  its  army  to  fight  another
 war  with  India,  or  against  secessionist
 forces  like  the  Baluchis.  India  might
 not  have  expressed  its  distress  on  Sc-
 viet  intervention  loudly,  but  it  has  made
 that  distress  plain  in  more  direct  ways.
 This  has  not  been  eppreciate:  by  Ame-

 rica,  unlike  the  Euronean  nations

 India  maintains  that  friendship  with

 the  Soviets  is  not  incompatible  with
 amicable  ties  with  other  countries,  and
 it  would  indicate  to  America  that  India

 has  a  more  strategic  role  to  play;  and,

 therefore,  it  cannot  just  be  written  off.

 Coming  to  our  neighbours  unfortu-

 nately  the  military  regime  in  Pakistan

 has  created  a  problem  across  ‘he  bor-
 der.  Its  trying  to  arm  itself  with  so-
 vhisticated  wennons  and  acheéve  nu-

 clear  capability  with  the  help  of  Afe-

 rica  has  changed  the  whole  cancept  of

 stability  of  the  Indian  sub-continent,  If

 is  strange  that  Pakistan  pays  lip  ser-

 vice  to  No-war  Pact  with  India,  while

 building  up  sophisticateq  arms  supply
 and  unleashing  adverse  propaganda
 from  time  to  time.  Recent  occurrences

 in  the  Human  Rights  Conference  in

 Geneva  and  unfortunate  references  to

 Kashmir  where  the  people  and  the  lea-

 dership  have  cemented  their  relation-

 ship  permanently  with  Injia  is  an  ex-

 ample  of  Pakistan’s  intentions.  The

 Prime  Minister  has  rightly  recognized
 the  No-war  Pact  to  be  ruse  to  lull  us

 into  a  false  sense  of  security.

 However,  it  is  the  right  stand  for

 India  to  press  on  the  fact  that  both
 the  countries  are  to  settle  their  differ-

 ences  bilaterally,  and  through  peaceful
 means.  The  Minister  has  rightly  an-

 nounced  the  fact,  to  wait  before  we  go
 to  Pakistan  until  the  vitiated  atmos~

 phere  improves.

 India  has  pursued  the  policy  of  posi-
 tive  non-alignment  from  the  time  of
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 alignment  has  completed  more  than  30

 years  and  has  come  tu  a  stage  where
 it  has  attained  a  certain  maturity  on

 the  basis  of  which  we  can  go  ahead
 with  greater  confidence.  The  aligned
 ones  are  preparing  for  the  destruction
 of  the  world.  To  preserve  our  sover-

 eign  independence,  maintain  the  free-
 dom  of  judgment  ant  action,  to  pro-
 mote  internal  peace  und  stability  re-

 duce  world  tensions  and  proceed  to-

 wards  the  building  of  new  internatio-

 Nal  economic  order  is  the  essence  of

 non-alignment.  Non-alignment  is  of

 greater  relevance  today  eczause  the

 non-aligned  nations  can  exert  great  in-
 fluence  on  the  two  power  blocs  to  de-
 fuse  global  crisTS  both  in  the  political
 and  economic  fields.  Indig  must  ac-

 cept  the  leadership  of  non-aligned  third
 world  countries  as  the  choice  naturally
 falls  on  her.  We  admit  that  the  Prime
 Minister  and  the  Minister  of  External
 Affairs  have  taken  some  vositive  steps
 in  this  direction.  Earlier  in  Cancun

 and  recently  in  New  De'thi  we  have

 used  the  forums  to  oroject  our  view

 points  successfully.

 Projection  of  India’s  image  abroad  is

 one  of  the  most  important  objectives.
 I  believe  that  present  efforts  in  this

 direction  have  to  be  strengthened  and
 enhanced  specially  in  the  area  of  Latin
 American  countries,  Middle  East  and

 South-East  Asia.  Latin  America  is  an

 area  whére  India  has  to  be  known
 much  more.  Of  course,  the  relations
 between  India  and  Jatin  American

 countries  were  somewhat  formal  to  start

 with  but  had  undergone’  change  to

 reach  the  present  level  of  friendship,

 cordiality  and  mutual  respect  Shrima-
 ti  Indira  Gandhi,  during  her  stay  at

 Cancun  had  met  many  heads  of  the

 government  of  the  countries  of  this  re-

 fion.  The  Minister  of  External  Affairs

 participated  in  the  International  Con-

 ference  in  economic  cooperation  among
 the  developing  countries  held  at  Vene-

 zuela.  The  Minister  of  State  for

 Energy  also  attended  the  independence
 celebrations  of  the  British  colony  of

 Belize.  A  Parliamentary  Delegation
 led  by  the  Speaker  head  ais.  gone  to

 Cuba.  The  Minister  of  Commerce  had

 CHAITRA  9,  1904  (SAKA)  Min.  of  Ext.  Aff.  -

 gone  to  Argentina  to  preside  over  the
 Conference  of  the  Indian  commercial

 representatives  in  Latin  America  and

 the  Middle  East.  I  am  gaying  about
 these  things,  still,  India  has  to  be  much
 more  known  in  these  ccuntries,  bgcause
 these  nations  are  rapidly  emerging  and

 offering  vast  potential  for  trade  and
 commerce.  The  Middle  East  is  our
 market  for  petroleum  ané¢  a  possible
 focus  of  international  conflagration.
 For  strategic  and  some  other  reasons,
 we  should  also  not  like  South  East
 Asian  countries  to  be  a  close  preserve
 only  of  the  U.S.A.,  the  U.S.S.R.  and
 China.  ।  would  request  that  a  compre-
 hensive  strategy  be  worked  out  to  in-

 crease  our  involvement  in  these  areas.
 The  strategy  should  consist  of  streng-

 thening  our  Embassies  and  Consular

 offices,  effective  dissemination  of  infor-
 mation  about  our  policies,  programmes.
 culture  and  heritage,  strengthening  af
 trade  relationship  घात  visits

 17  brs.

 and  we  must  be  in  a  position  to  res-

 pond  to  the  developing  situation  in
 these  parts  taking  a  definite  view  at
 the  earliest  opportune  moment.  Such

 a  response  is  often  the  beginning  of
 an  enduring  relationship.  Our  Em-
 bassies  in  these  areas  should  be  fully

 geared  to  achieve  these  objectives.

 Another  point  I  would  like  to  empa-
 sise  is  the  strengthening  of  technical

 aid  to  aur  neighbouring  countries  and
 other  Afro-Asian  countries.  At  pre-
 sent  our  technical  and  economic  aid

 to  these  countries  is  not  very  appre-
 ciable,  While  due  to  obvious  resource

 constraints,  we  cannot  go  in  fsr  large
 economic  aid  programmes,  there  is

 no  reason  why  our  technical  aid  pro-

 grammes  should  not  be  intensified.  In

 various  scientific  and  technical  fields,

 India  has  already  achieved  high  de-

 grees of  excellence.  Our  Embassies

 and  Consular  offices  should  explore
 the  areas  of  technical  cooperation  and

 we  should  be  able  to  send  our  techni-

 cal  personnel  and  make  available  our

 expertise  to  these  countries.  I  would
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 request  that  a  conscious  policy  Le

 worked  out  in  this  direction.

 Before  1  conclude,  ।  would  like  to

 speak  a  few  words  about  our  role  in

 the  United  Nations.  A  time  has  come

 when  we  should  use  this  forum  more

 aggressively  to  win  friends  and  infiu.

 ence  nations.  Ambivalence  or  defen-
 sive  attitude  would  not  help.  A  stand

 has  to  be  taken  at  the  right  time  in

 keeping  with  our  onoiicty  of  pusitive

 non-alignment  on  various  bilateral

 and  global  issues.  I  am  happy  that

 during  the  last  two  year  under  the

 direction  of  our  Prime  Minister  and

 the  Minister  of  External  Affairs,  we

 have  been  making  effective  use  of  the

 forum  of  the  United  Nations.  We  are

 facing  challenges  today,  The  main

 object  of  cur  foreign  policy  is  to  pro-
 mote  our  ideals,  preserve  our  rational
 interests  in  the  prevailing  global  situa-

 tion  and  to  strengthen  our  non-align-

 ment  movement,  disarmament,  eli-

 roinati-n  of  colonialism  and  racialism

 and  march  towards  the  new  iInter-

 national  economic  order.

 With  these  words,  I]  support  ths  De
 mands  for  Grants  relating  to  the

 Ministry
 of  Eixternal  Affairs.

 17.05  brs.

 ANNOUNCEMENT  RE:  CANCELLA-
 TION  -OF  SITTING  ON

 2ND  APRIL,  1982

 PROF.  NARAIN  SCHAND  PARA-

 SHAR  (Hamirpur):  There  jis  a  im-

 portant.  thing  ‘that  we  want  to  request.
 Ramnavami  is  coming  and  the  House
 is  scheduled  to  meet  on  that  day.  We
 must  have  a  holiday.

 MR,  CHAIRMAN:  What  do  9e

 mean,  by  saying,  it  is  coming?

 PROF.  NARAIN  CHAND  PARA-
 SHAR:  It  is  on  2nd  April.

 नक  शद  SSE  ।  wi,  2 ee  STEEP,  Uf  ome  eee  VT

 MR,  CHAIRMAN:  ।  would  like  to

 know  from  the  hon.  Minister  for  Far-

 liamentary  Affairs,  because  time  has

 been  allotted  fer  discussion  cf  the

 Grants  of  the  varitus  Ministries,  And

 if  the  House  does  not  sit  for  cne  day,

 may  be,  there  will  be  certain  pro-

 blems.  In  this  connection  I  want  to

 know  whether  he  has  consulted  some

 Opposition  Leaders  on  this  issue  or

 if  the  Opposition  Members....(inter-

 ruptions).  ह

 att  अटल  बिहारी  बाजपेयी :  सभापति

 जी,  संसद-सदस्य के  नाते  हम  तो.  किसी

 भी  दिन  काम  करने  को  तैयार  हैं,  मगर

 संसद्  में  बहुत  &  कर्मचारी  भी

 जुड़े  हुए  हैं,
 रामनवमी

 की  weet
 न  हो,

 यह  मेरी  समझ  में  नहीं  जाता ।

 श्री  AIA  भाई  बारोट  (अहमदाबाद )  :

 यह  तो  हम  भी  जानते  हैं  ।

 श्री  श्लील  ब्रिहारो  बाजपेयी  :  श्राप

 मान  तो  रहे  हैं,  मगर  आपने  फैसल  कर

 दिया  कि  नहीं  होगी  ।

 श्री  नारायण  चन्द्र  पाराशर  मान

 रहे  हैं  हम
 1

 संसदीय  कार्य  तथा  निर्माण  atx

 श्रीवास  मंत्र!
 (भी  टिप्स  नारायण  सिंह: :

 यह  बात  सही ह  कि  सदन  इस  वक्त

 बजट  पर  विचार  कर  रहा  ह.  और

 डिफरेंट  मिनिस्ट्री  की  डिमांड  चल

 रही  हैं,  लेकिन  ऐसा  कभी  नहीं  दुभा  कि


