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 [Dr,  Sarojini  Mahishi]

 Minister  of  Tourism  and  Civil  Aviation  had
 stated  that  the  trainees  who  had  obtained
 their  Private  Pilot’s  Licence  and  had  done
 50  hours  of  flying  on  3lst  March,  970  had
 been  permitted  to  avail  of  subsidised  flying
 up  to  the  maximum  limit  of  250  hours
 subject  to  the  usual  conditions.  The  correct
 date,  however,  is  3!st  March,  I97!  and  not
 35  March  1970.  This  was  a  typographical
 error  and  is  very  much  regretted.

 13,03  hrs.

 STATEMENT  CORRECTING  ANSWER
 TO  SUPPLEMENTRY  ON  SQ.  No.

 534  RE  SETTING  UP  OF
 NEW  LARGE  SCALE

 PROJECTS  IN
 PUNJAB

 THE  MINISTER  OF  STATE  IN  THE
 MINISTRY  OF  INDUSTRIAL  NDEVELOP-
 MENT  (SHRI  GHANSHYAM  OZA):  While
 replying  to  a  Supplementary  Question  put
 by  Shri  8.  K.  Daschowdhury  on  Starred
 Question  No.  1534  for  3.8.97I  tabled  by
 Shri  Prabhudas  Patel  and  Shri  P.  Gangadeb
 for  answer  on  the  3rd  August,  1971,  I  regret
 to  say  that  I  inadvertently  mentioned  that
 9  applications  for  setting  up  of  new  under-
 takings  in  the  State  of  Punjab  were  received
 by  my  Ministry  in  the  year  970  and  40
 applications  for  the  same  purpose  were
 received  during  1971  (upto  30.6.I97I).  I
 would  like  to  correct  these  figures.  Accord-
 ing  to  the  information  available  to  me,  36
 applications  were  received  by  my  Ministry
 for  the  setting  up  of  new  undertakings  in
 Punjab  in  the  year  970  and  5  applications
 in  the  year  1971,  upto  the  30th  June.

 I  would  like  to  add  that  9  letters  of
 intent  and  one  licence  were  issucd  to  various
 parties  for  the  setting  up  of  new  undertak-
 ings  in  the  State  of  Punjab  during  the  year
 970  and  in  the  first  half  of  1971.

 I  would  be  grateful  if  Members  take
 note  of  this  change  of  information.
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 3.05  brs.

 MOTION  RE:  STATEMENT  OF  MINS-
 TER  OF  EXTERNAL  AFFAIRS

 ON  INDO-SOVIET  TREATY
 OF  PEACE,  FRIENDSHIP

 AND  COOPERATION

 THE  MINISTER  OF  EXTERNAL
 AFFAIRS  (SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH):  Sir,
 I  beg  to  move  :

 “That  the  Statement  made  by  the
 Minister  of  External  Affairs  in  the
 Lok  Sabha  on  the  9th  August,  97]
 regarding  the  Treaty  of  Peace,
 Friendship  and  Cooperation  bet-
 ween  the  Republic  of  India  and  the
 Union  of  Soviot  Socialist  Repub-
 lics,  be  taken  into  consideration.”

 J  have  no  intention  to  make  any  open-
 ing  speech  because  I  would  like  to  leave
 more  time  to  the  hon.  Members  to  make
 their  observations.  I  have  already  made  a
 statement  giving  the  salient  features  of  the
 Treaty  and  I  would  take  the  opportunity  of
 replying  to  any  points  that  might  be  raised
 in  the  course  of  the  discussion.

 MR,  SPEAKER:  Motion  moved  :

 “That  the  Statement  made  by  the
 Minister  of  External  Affairs  in  the
 Lok  Sabha  on  the  9th  August,
 I97!,  regarding  the  Treaty  of
 Peace,  Friendship  and  Cooperation
 between  the  Republic  of  India  and
 the  Union  of  Sovict  Socialist  Repu-
 blics,  be  taken  into  consideration,’’

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYEE
 (Gwalior)  :  Sir,  how  much  time  is  allotted
 for  the  discussion.

 MR.  SPEAKER:  We  could  not  meet  in
 any  Business  Advisory  Committee.  I  think
 we  should  not  place  any  hard  and  fast
 limit.

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYEE  :
 According  to  the  Order  Paper  discussion  on
 the  working  of  the  nationalised  banks  is  to
 be  taken  up  at  4  p.m.  It  should  be  shifted.

 MR.  SPEAKER  :  Youdo  not  want  to
 td@e  up  that  item  today.



 233  E.  A.  Minister’s
 Statement  on

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAIPAYEE  :
 Tomorrow,  Sir.

 MR.  SPEAKER  :  |  am  told  we  have
 already  approved  agenda  for  tomorrow.  It
 has  already  gone.  So,  I  cannot  commit
 for  tomorrow  because  [  have  already  fixed
 the  business  for  tomorrow.  We.  will  think
 Over  it  as  to  when  and  where  to  put  it.

 I  will  look  into  the  business  and  see  that
 it  is  fixed  somewhere  during  the  coming
 days.

 SHRI  A.  K.  GOPALAN  (Palghat)  :
 Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  we  welcome  this  treaty
 between  the  Soviet  Union  and  India.
 This  treaty  comes  in  the  background  of  the
 threat  of  aggression  by  Pakistan  which
 has  been  armed  to  the  teeth  by  American
 imperialism  with  the  latest  modern  weapons.
 Even  the  terrible  genocide  in  Bangla  Desh
 has  not  influenced  the  USA  to  discontinue
 the  supply  of  arms  to  Pakistan.

 We  attach  particular  importance  to
 articles  3,  6  and  9  of  the  treaty,  With
 Tegard  to  article  6,  it  provides  for  the  further
 development  of  trade  on  the  basis  of  the
 Most-favoured-nation  treatment.  We  hope
 that  this  will  enable  us  t0  change  the  present
 Pattern  of  our  primary  dependence  hitherto
 On  the  Western  powers.  It  is  this  dependece
 and  the  loans  and  aids  such  as  we  got
 from  them  that  hampered  our  indepedent
 8rowth  and  Jed  to  a  series  of  collaboration
 agreements  between  the  monopolists  of  our
 country  and  of  the  other  countries.  India
 Suffered  tremendously  by  reason  of  unequal
 trade  terms  as  well  as  by  the  attempts  of
 the  imperialists  to  pass  on  the  burdens
 Caused  by  the  inflationary  pressures  acting
 In  the  USA  and  various  European  countries
 On  to  our  shoulders  and  of  other  developing
 Countries.  We  hope  that  this  position  will
 DOW  improve  for  the  better  as  a  result  of
 our  taking  concrete  steps  in  faithful
 implementation  of  the  terms  of  article  6.

 Article  3  says  ;

 OO  the  High  Contracting
 Parties  condemn  colonialism  and
 racialism  in  all  froms  and  maifesta-
 tions  and  reaffirm  their  determia-
 tion  to  strive  for  their  final  and
 complete  elimination.”
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 It  continues  :  eg
 “The  High  Contracting  Parties
 shall  co-operate  with  other  States
 to  achieve  these  aims  and  to
 support  just  aspirations  of  the
 peoples  in  their  struggle  against
 colonialism  and  _  social  domina-
 tion.”

 This  is  the  essence  of  article  3.  It  is
 important.

 The  recent  publication  in  America  of
 the  Pentagon  papers  has  clearly  exposed
 the  designs  of  US  imperialism  to  impose
 its  aggression  not  only  on  Vietnam
 but  on  entire  Indo-China  comprising  Laos
 and  Cambodia  as  well.  US  imperialism
 has  prevented  the  unification  of  Korea.  Its
 neo-colonialist  ambitions  in  South-East
 Asia  are  well  known.  It  was  America  that
 broke  the  Geneva  agreement  regarding  Indo-
 China  in  bringing  about  which  our  country
 played  an  important  part.  It  was  due  to
 American  pressure  that  in  the  war  in
 Vietnam  we  claimed  to  have  a  neutral
 attitude  and  called  for  the  withdrawal  of
 all  foreign  troops  from  the  soil  of  Vietnam
 instead  of  making  the  forthright  demand
 that  US  troops  must  quit.  It  was  US
 inspired  Israeli  aggression  that  was
 responsible  for  menacing  peace,  security
 and  independence  of  the  Arab  States.

 We  hope  that  after  this  treaty,  no
 vacillations  or  wobblings  will  be  there  in
 our  foreign  policy.  We  hope  that  the
 India  Government  will  aid  this  process  of
 elimination  of  colonialism  by  the  immediate
 recognition  of  the  Peoples’  Revolutionary
 Government  of  South  Vietnam  and  the
 Sihanouk  Government  of  Cambodia.

 and  demand  that  all
 American  troops  must  completely  be
 withdrawn  from  Vietnam  and  leave  the
 people  of  Vietnam  to  settle  the  problems
 as  far  as  their  country  is  concerned,

 We  also  hope

 Although  we  played  an  imortant  role  in
 Korea,  we  have  acquiesced  in  the  occupation
 of  South  Korea  by  US  even  today.  US
 imperialists  are  preventing  the  unification
 of  Korea.  We  should  accord  full  diplomatic
 recognition  to  North  Korea  at  ambassadorial
 level  and  demand  also  the  withdrawal  of
 U.S.  troops  from  South  Korea.



 235  Re.  E.  A.  Minister's
 Statement  on

 [Shri  A.  K.  Gopatan]

 There  is  no  trade  with  Cuba  now.  I
 do  not  know  what  isthe  reason.  There
 also,  we  hope  that  after  this  treaty  we  will
 improve  relations  and  have  better  relations
 with  that  country  also,

 So,  after  a  long  delay,  the  Government
 of  India  have  taken  a  step  to  accord
 diplomatic  recognition  to  the  German
 Democratic  Republic  but  only  at  Consular
 level.  With  regard  to  the  Federal  Republic
 of  Germany  however,  we  have  diplomatic
 recognition  at  Ambassardorial  level.  There
 is  a  discrimination  between  the  two.  This
 discrimination  must  go.

 Coming  to  article  9,  there  is  clear
 declaration  that  the  USSR  will  abstain  from
 giving  armed  assistance  to  any  country  at
 war  with  us  and  that  is  welcome.  We  trust
 that  the  terms  of  this  article  will  act  as  a
 deterrent  to  the  sabre-rattling  of  Yahya
 Khan  talking  of  unleasing  a  war  on  India.
 This  in  our  opinion  removes  also  one  of  the
 biggest  hurdels  for  the  immediate  recognition
 of  the  Government  of  Bangla  Desh  by  the
 Government  of  India.  Legally,  we  are
 entitled  to  recognise  the  Bangla  Desh
 Government.  Ninty-nine  percent  of  the
 people  there,  by  supporting  the  Awami
 League,  have  already  expressed  their  desire
 and  aspirations  of  the  people.  Till  the
 West  Pakistani  Army  came  in  strength,  it
 was  Mujibur  Rahman’s  writ  that  ran  in
 Bangla  Desh  and  not  that  of  Yahya
 Khan,  Hence,  I  request  the  Government
 of  India  that  Bangla  Desh  be  immediately
 recognised  and  all  help  given  to  end  military
 rule  of  Yahya  Khan  in  Bangla  Desh.

 This  treaty  is  not  an  end  in  itself,  As
 one  of  the  parties,  we  are  also  a  big  Asian
 country.  In  the  spirit  of  this  treaty,
 our  relations  with  our  Asian  neighbours
 must  be  greatly  strenthened,  In  this
 connection,  I  want  to  point  out  what
 the  Foreign  Minister  said  recently  about
 improving  our  relations  with  China.  |
 quote  what  he  said  in  the  Rajya  Sabha  :

 “‘Whatever  may  be  present
 differences,  we  do  not  take  any  rigid
 view  in  this  respect,  and  depending
 upon  proper  response,  we  are
 even  prepared  to  create  conditions
 for  the  improvement  of  relations,

 SRAVANA  19,  893  (SAKA)  Indo-Soviet  Treaty  236

 This  is  our  general  attitude  and
 approach  and  we  will  continue  to
 adhere  to  that  policy.”

 This  is  what  he  said  and,  I  hope,
 specially,  afer  this  treaty,  the  Government
 will  see  that  they  adhere  to  this  policy  and
 do  something  in  that  matter.

 Lastly,  I  would  say  that  treaties  are  not
 enough  commendable  as  they  might  be.  Our
 country’s  strength  will  depend  ultimately
 on  the  building  of  independent  economy
 and  stregnthen  it,  We  have  seen  China
 grow  in  two  decades  into  a  powerful  country,
 We  too  can  pevelop  our  industrial  and
 defence  capacity,  This  can  be  done  only
 by  not  depending  on  imperialist  positions
 that  grip  our  economy  09  radical  land
 reforms,  by  curbing  monopoly  and  by  going
 in  for  industrialisation  in  a  big  way  and  by
 removing  the  poverty  of  our  people  and
 strengthening  our  cconomy.

 As  far  as  this  pact  is  concerned,
 welcoming  the  pact,  again,  I  wish  to  point
 out  to  the  Government  that  these  things
 must  be  remembered.  The  strength  of  our
 country  does  not  depend  only  on  _  pacts
 but  depends  on  our  own  economic  strength,

 SHRI  Ss.  D.  SHARMA  (Bhopal):  Mr.
 Speaker,  Sir,  I  rise  to  congratulate  the
 Government  for  achieving  this  land-mark
 in  our  foreign  policy,  It  is  an  important
 land-mark.  Of  course,  though  it  is  a  land-
 mark,  it  is  in  continuation  of  our  policy.
 It  in  no  way  changes  our  policy.

 J  have  heard  some  remarks  that  we
 have  abandoned  our  policy  of  non-alignment.
 Our  policy  of  non-alignment  was  at  no
 time  a  negative  policy.  it  has  always  been
 a  dynamic  policy  adjusting  itself  to  the
 circumstances  of  the  situation,  No  country
 having  its  own  interest  in  mind  can
 take  rigid  attitudes.  This  thing  has  been
 reilerated  by  our  Government  and,  before
 we  came  in  the  Government,  by  our  Party
 in  resolutions  af.er  resolutions,  While
 going  through  this  trea‘y  I  was  reminced
 of  the  resolution  passed  by  the  Indian
 National  Congrcss  at  Calcutta  in  1928.  In
 928  itself  we  made  it  clear  that  our  policy
 will  be  to  stand  for  the  people  who  are  cpp-
 ressed,  our  policy  will  be  to  see  that  peace
 is  strengthened  and  our  policy  will  be  that
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 we  do  not  get  entangled  or  we  do  not
 Subordinate  our  foreign  policy  to  any
 Power  bloc,  however  strong  it  may  be.

 Now,  so  far  as  this  question  of  non-
 alignment  is  concerned,  it  is  very  interesting
 that  we  find  that  those  who  were  criti-
 cising  us  for  abandoning  the  policy  of
 non-alignment  are  those  very  people  who

 _aré  making  fun  of  us  for  following  the
 Policy  of  non-alignment.  We  have  heard
 time  and  again  that  India  has  no  friends,
 India’s  policy  has  led  us  into  a  position
 where  we  are  friendless.  Of  course,  we
 Know  that  these  people  may  be  aggrieved
 because  we  have  not  gone  into  a_  policy
 Or  adopted  a  policy  where  we  would  sub-
 ordinate  our  interests  to  the  interests  of
 Captitalist  nations,  At  the  present  moment,
 I  know  that  they  dare  not  say  that  because
 the  whole  world  is  seeing  that  at  the  pre-
 sent_  moment,  the  United  States  of

 America  whose  voice  we  heard  here  at:
 time  through  our  own  representatives,  is
 écting  in  a  manner  which  is  condemned  by
 Indians  from  whatever  walk  of  life  they
 will  be  coming  from,  This  is,  |  am  speci-
 fically  speeking,  because  at  the  present
 Moment  even  the  big  capitalists  of  India
 dare  not  support  what  is  being  done  by  the
 United  States  of  America.  Of  course,
 We  know  that  their  ection  is  the  logical
 SOnclusien  of  the  policy  wlich  is  being
 followed  at  the  dictates  of  the  pentagon
 by  the  leaders  of  America  and  which  is
 followed  by  them  at  the  dictates  of  the
 Ormament  manufacturers.  Naturally,  a
 Country  which  depends  on  or  which
 SPecialises  in  arms  and  selling  of  arms  to
 Cther  nations  is  not  a  country  which  can  be
 Mterested  in  peace.  Secondly,  no  Indian
 has  been  taken  by  surprise  because  we
 have  “been  told  time  and  again  that  the
 United  States  of  America  stands  for  and
 has  stood  for  peace  and  has  stood  for  the
 Oppressed.  We  find  that  in  the  case  of
 the  Bangla  Desh  they  are  supplying  arms.

 f  course,  in  the  beginning  we  were  told  that
 no  arms  will  be  supplied  to  Pakistan.
 Then,  we  were  fold  that  arms  were  being
 Snpplied  because  these  agreements  have
 been  reached  earlicr  and  they  are  being
 fulfilled.  Now  they  have  even  stopped
 telling  that.  Under  these  conditions  and

 pacer
 these  circumstances,  our  country 8  taken  the  right  step.  We  have  entered

 into  an  agreement  with  a  neighouring
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 country  which  believes  in  ending  colynialism
 which  believes  in  socialism  and  which  has
 at  time  stood  for  the  oppressed  people  and
 with  whom  we  have  found  our  policy  being
 similar.

 Sometimes  when  our  critics  were  talking
 about  our  siding  with  Russia,  it  was
 replied  by  our  Prime  Minister,  Why  do
 you  talk  our  siding  with  Russia?  Why
 not  think  in  terms  that  Russia  has  sided
 with  us  oe  There  have  been  occasions  when
 we  and  Russia  have  voted  together  or  acted
 together...(Interruptions)

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA  (Contai)  :  Don’t
 you  know  the  Newton‘s  Law  of  Gravitation?

 MR.  SPEAKER  :  No  please.

 SHRI  S.  D.  SHARMA:  These  have
 been  the  cases  where  we  have  stood  by  the
 oppressed  people.  Now,  at  the  present
 moment  when  India  is  convinced  with  our
 policy  of  standing  together  with  the
 oppressed  people,  the  oppressed  people  of
 Bangla  Desh,  it  has  taken  an  approach  and
 has  taken  a  decision  to  support  the  oppressed
 people.  The  USA  and  certain  other  count-
 ries  started  trying  to  equate  these  two
 countries,  trying  to  show  that  this  is  con-
 flict  between  India  and  Pakistan.

 They  even  suggested  thit  there  should  be
 Observers  posted  on  the  borders  of  India  and
 of  Bangla  Desh,  their  objective  being  very
 clear,  namely,  they  have  been  thinking  to
 stop  the  Bangla  Desh  fighters  from  acting  on
 the  border.  It  is  natural.  I  think  that
 there  should  be  no  hesitation  of  our  assert-
 ing  that  this  whole  House  and  the  people  of
 India,  to  every  man,  stand  committed  to
 helping  the  people  of  Bangla  Desh  who  are
 fighting  their  battle  for  democracy,  for  secu-
 Jarism  and  for  socialism  and  for  better
 relations  between  the  neighbouring  countries
 of  India  and  Bangla  Desh,  We  will  support
 them  to  the  full.  In  that  context,  when
 this  question  came,  there  have  been  people
 talking  about  our  finding  it  difficult.  |  would
 say  that  in  this  Agreement  certain  things
 have  come  out  very  clearly.

 First  of  all,  |  would  like  to  state  that
 this  Agreement  supports  our  view  that  the
 oppressed  people  must  be  supported,  This
 Agreement  clearly  lays  down  India’s  policy
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 of  fighting  against  colonialism,  which  is  a
 right  policy.

 In  Bangla  Desh,  at  the  present  moment,
 what  is  sought  to  be  done  by  the  military
 junta  of  Pakistan  is  nothing  else  other  than

 “military  suppression  and  exploitation  of  the
 people  of  Bangla  Desh,  This  Agreement
 brings  this  out  clearly  and  I  think  this  is  an
 achievement  of  ours.  Sometimes  it  has  been
 said  by  some  that  it  is  a  military  pact.  It
 is  not  so.  It  is  not  a  military  pact.  As
 it  is  not  a  military  pact,  we  have  not  devia-
 ted  from  our  policy  even  a  bit.  In  the
 military  pact,  it  is  usual  to  add  clauses  to
 the  effect  that  in  the  case  of  agression
 against  one  ofthe  parties,  the  other  party
 will  automatically  enter  in  the  conflict.  This
 Agreement  does  not  provide  for  that.
 It  provides  that  in  the  case  of  aggression  or
 threat  of  aggression,  there  will  be  mutual
 consultation.  The  two  countries  will  con-
 sult  together  and  take  effective  steps,  which
 can  include  supply  of  arms  and  by  various
 other  ways.  But  there  is  not  that  kind  of
 automatic  acti  non  the  part  of  the  other
 party  which  is  a  pattern  of  the  military
 pacts,  There  is  also  no  question  of  a  com-
 mon  command.  So,  from  all  these  facts,
 it  becomes  very  clear  that  it  is  not  a  case  of
 any  military  pact.

 Mr.  A.  K.  Gopalan  has  rightly  pointed
 thatthe  emphasis  has  been  rightly  laid  on
 development  of  economic  relations.  Our
 economic  relations  with  Russia  and  the
 socialist  contries  have  becn  growing  conti-
 nuously  and  by  this  Treaty  they  will  grow
 further.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it.  The
 clause  relating  to  most-favoured  nations  is,
 I  think,  an  achievement  on  the  way  we  have
 been  developing  our  relations  so  fas  as
 Russia  is  concerned,  This  will  definitely
 improve  incoming  menths.  Our  cultural
 relations  should  also  improve,  That  has
 also  been  provided  in  this  Treaty.

 There  are  certain  people  who  talked  in
 terms  of  our  having  been  aligned  or  of
 departing  from  our  policy  of  non-alignment.
 There  is  no  such  thing  here.  We  must
 remember  what  has  been  repeated  time  and
 again  that  our  policy  of  non-alignment  has
 been  a  policy  whereby  we  will  not  subordi-
 nate  our  national  interest  to  the  interest  of
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 any  super-power,  whatever  it  may  be.  This
 is  the  policy  which  has  been  followed,  as  I
 said,  which  was  advozated  by  the  Indian
 National  Congress  before  Independence  and
 this  is  what  has  been  followed  also  ever
 since  our  Independence.  It  was  in  the  year
 1947,  on  4th  December,  in  this  very  House,
 in  the  Constituent  Assembly,  that  Pandit
 Nehru  made  it  clear  :

 “‘We  propose  to  look  after  India’s
 interests  in  the  context  of  world
 cooperation  and  world  peace.”

 This  sentence  is  very  significant.  We
 have  made  it  clear  that  we  will  look  to
 India’s  interests  and  we  will  look  to  world
 peace.  Both  are  important.  There  is  no
 question  of  subordinating  one,  namely
 India’s  interests  in  any  way  whatsoever.
 Pandit  Nehru  was  very  clear  in  his  speech
 in  the  Constituent  Assembly.  He  went  on
 to  say  how  India’s  interests  would  be  seen,
 and  he  said  :

 ‘“‘We  are  not  going  to  join  a  war
 if  we  can  help  it  and  we  are  going
 to  join  the  side  which  is  to  our
 interest  when  the  time  comes  to
 make  the  choice,  There,  the  matter
 ends.”

 Consequently,  we  must  remember  that  our
 policy  of  non-alignment  is  a  policy  which
 is  in  the  national  interests.  He  made  it
 clear  in  1948  again  that  we  had  adopted  the
 policy  of  non-alignment  not  only  on  the
 idealistic  plane  but  it  was  a_  practical  policy
 which  was  in  the  national  interests,

 So  far  as  this  treaty  is  concerned,  I
 would  like  to  say  that  this  is  a  treaty  in  the
 interests  of  our  country,  I  think  that  in  a
 way  here  the  matter  should  end.  We  have
 taken  this  decision  at  a  time  when  there
 was  sabre-rattling  going  on  by  the  military
 regime  of  Pakistan.  We  have  taken  this
 decision  when  India  was  bcing  threatened
 by  Yahya  Khan.  This  should  be  a  warning
 to  Yahya  Khan  and  this  should  be  a  warn-
 ing  to  those  who  are  instigating  Pakistan  in
 these  actions.  From  this  point  of  view,
 this  should  be  welcome.

 Of  course,  one  thing  more  is  there.  We
 have  made  it  clear  that  this  is  not  directed
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 against  any  country  whatever.  We  would  like
 to  enter  into  similar  agreements  with  other
 countries.  Consequently,  I  think  that  there
 could  be  no  two  opinions  about  the  basic
 facts,  The  first  is  that  this  treaty  is  in
 the  interests  of  India.  The  second  is  that
 this  treaty  has  come  at  the  right  time  when
 India  was  being  threatened  by  its  neighbour,
 and  the  third  is  that  this  treaty  is  in  accor-
 dance  with  the  basic  policies  which  were
 adopted  by  our  nation  even  before  Indepen-
 dence  when  we  were  fighting  for  Indepen-
 dence.  At  that  time,  we  said  that  we
 would  stand  for  the  oppressed  people,  and
 today  we  are  standing  for  the  oppressed
 People,  and  in  the  wake  of  it,  whatever
 difficulties  may  come,  we  are  going  to  face
 them,  and  in  faciig  them  here  isa  big
 Power  which  comes  to  our  help.  This  should
 be  welcome,  This  is  welcome.  We  do  not
 Want  to  sever  our  relations  with  any  country
 whatsoever.  There  is  no  qnestion  of  our
 relations  with  America  deteriorating.  They
 should  really  improve.  Really  speaking,  it
 should  be  known  to  Mr.  Nixon  and  Mr.
 Nixon  should  realise  that  the  people  of
 America  are  not  with  his  policy.  This  is
 very  clear  inasmuch  as  he  has  tried  to  curb
 the  statements  by  some  of  his  colleagues.
 My  personal  feeling  is  that  in  this  matter,
 Mr,  Nixon  is  isolated,  so  far  as  the  American
 Public  opinion  is  concerned.  I  hope  that
 this  treaty  or  agreement  will  have  a  sobering
 effect  and  as  a  result  of  this,  Mr.  Nixon,  the
 leader  of  the  USA  may  take  a  more  realistic
 approach  and  give  up  his  predilections  in
 favour  of  Pakistan,  which  had  been  know
 even  before  he  became  the  President  of
 the  USA,

 Consequently,  I  congratulate  the  Gov-
 ernment  on  this  decision,  and  |  hope  that
 as  a  result  of  this,  many  more  agreements
 will  follow  after  this  and  the  whole  thing
 will  serve  the  interests  of  peace  in  the  world,
 for  which  India  stands.

 SHRI  H.  N.  MUKERJEE  (Calcutta-
 North-East)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  the  Indo-
 Soviet  Treaty  of  Peace,  friendship  and  co-
 Operation  which  has  just  been  signed  is  a
 landmark  in  contemporary  history.  Speaking
 On  behalf  of  my  party,  I  consider  it  a
 Privilege  that  we  are  enabled  in  our  national
 forum  to  express  ovr  sense  of  happiness
 which  I  hive  no  doubt  is  shared  by  the
 Overwhelming  majority  of  our  people  that
 this  treaty  has  been  brought  about,
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 Our  mind  goes  back  the  days  before
 independence  when  radical  opinion  in  this
 country  had  hitched  its  wagon  to  the  red  star
 of  the  Soviet  Union.  Those  were  days
 when  Rabindranath  Tagore,  Prem  Chand
 and  Vallthal  at  one  end  and  Jawaharlal
 Nehru  at  the  other,  were  fricnds  of  the
 Soviet  Union,  When  our  country  was  in
 the  throes  of  a  freedom  struggle  which
 appeared  tu  some  people  to  be  not  quite  in
 conformity  with  the  international  policies  of
 the  Soviet  Union,  our  national  leadership
 never  hesitated  to  point  out  that  the  Soviets
 were  a  precious  asset  in  world  politics  which
 this  country  wanted  to  cherish  to  the  best
 possible  extent.

 I  remember  also—because  it  is  some-
 thing  which  cannot  be  forgotten—how  a
 short  while  before  our  independence,  in  late
 1945,  when  at  San  Francisco  there  was  a
 conference  to  inaugurate  the  United  Nations
 Organisation  India  was  represented  by  a
 few  nominees  of  the  British  Government
 who  had  gone,  to  speak,  ia  the  baggage  of
 the  British  Government,  but  on_  that
 occasion  the  Soviet  representative,
 M.  Molotov,  had  made  a  speech  in  which
 he  said  that  the  day  was  not  going  to  be
 distant  when  independeat  India  would  take
 her  place  in  the  UN.  I  remember  this
 because  it  was  related  to  me  by  Shrimati
 Vijaylakhmi  Pandit  who  was  present  on  that
 occasion  and  she  told  me  that  when  she
 heard  those  words,  she  could  not  resist  tears
 welling  into  her  eyes.  It  was  a  declaration
 by  a  power  which  was  the  victor  in  the
 ani-fascist  war  that  ils  sympathies,  as  ever,
 with  the  independence  aspirations  of  the
 Indian  people.

 We  know  also  how  afler  our  achieve-
 ment  of  independence,  when  we  discovered
 our  western.  patrons,  the  —big-monied
 countries,  were  interested  in  carrying  on
 their  policies  of  exploitations  in  a  different
 way,  when  we  discovered  that  they  wanted
 to  retain  us  in  a  state  of  planned  backward-
 ness  in  the  context  of  their  metropolitan
 economy,  it  was  the  Soviet  and  other
 socialist  countries  which  had  come  into  the
 picture,  largely  on  account  of  the  Soviets
 having  been  there  on  the  world  map,  and
 began  to  offer  us  the  kind  of  economic
 assistance  which  enabled  us  to  build  the
 basic  aspects  of  our  economic  structure,
 That  is  why  we  have  discovered  the  Soviet
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 Union  assisting  us.  It  was  her  interest  to
 see  an  India  always  free  and  growing  ;  it
 was  the  interest  of  the  Soviet  Union  to  see
 that  India  developed  in  such  a  fashion  that
 we  have  a  socialist  society  in  this  part  of  the
 world  ;  therefore,  it  was  natural  for  the
 Soviet  Union  to  assist  us  in  building  our
 econcmy.  So  we  found  that  in  the  depart-
 ment  of  iron  and  steel,  in  the  sphere  of  oil
 exploration  and  production,  in  the  field  of
 heavy  machinery  building,  in  the  aspect  of
 basic  chemicals,  in  agriculture  on  a  large
 scale,  as  in  the  Sura'garh  Farm,  and  in
 so  many  other  ways,  the  Soviets  came
 forward  to  assist  us  so  that  we  could
 develop  our  economy  and  make  it  so  power-
 ful  that  we  would  not  be  at  the  mercy  of
 those  elements  in  the  international  life  which
 tried  to  make  mincemeat  of  ihe  kind  of
 freedom  that  we  enjoycd.

 We  have  found,  therefore,  in  the  Soviet
 Union,  a  friend,  a  friend  in  need  which  has

 been  a  friend  indeed,  a  friend  who  helped  us
 over  Kashmir,  over  Goa  and  over  very  many
 other  aspects,  whenever  we  were  in  diffi-
 culty,  and  our  difficulty  was  caused  not
 because  we  were  wrong  but  because  we  were
 put  in  acorner  by  the  vested  interests  in
 big  money:  circles  in  international  affairs.
 It  was  the  Soviet  Union  which  came  forward
 to  assist  us.  That  is  the  background  which
 we  today  remember.

 We  may  have  had  our  differences  from
 time  {o  time  and  this  country  being
 an  independent  country,  whe.e  live  one  in
 every  five  cf  the  world's  porulation,  it  is  not
 always  easy  to  see  in  the  same  manner  as  a
 big  power.  like  the  Soviet  Union  or  the
 United  States.  That  is  a  different  matter.
 But  we  have  discovered  in  the  Soviet  Union
 a  friend  which
 and  in  foul,  and  that  is  why  today  there  is  a
 special,  added  significance  to  the  Indo-Soviet
 treaty  of  peace,  friendship  and  co-operation.

 It  is  also,  as  the  Minister  said  yesterday,
 a  treaty  of  non-cgercssion,  and  it  provides
 a  credilable  assurance  that  in  the  event  of
 an  attack  or  4  threat  of  an  attack,  the
 contracting  partics  shall  immediately  consult
 each  other  in  order  to  remove  such  a_  threat
 and  to  take  appropriate  effectice  measures
 to  ensure  peice  and  the  security  of  their

 stood  by  us  in  fair  weather’
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 countries.  We  know  how  this  country  has
 gone  through  searing  experience;  this  country
 has  seen  perfidy  of  an  order  which  perhaps
 to  many  of  us  was  not  quite  imaginable
 before.  This  country  has  seen  over  the
 issue  of  Bangla  Desh  where  unarmed  people
 were  being  put  to  the  sword,  tortured  and
 killed  in  a  manner  defies  every  canon  of
 humanity.  We  have  seen  how  over  the  issue
 of  Bangla  Desh,  there  has  come  about  the
 collusion,  a  calculated,  conscious  connivance
 between  the  United  States  and  Pakistan,
 joined  today  by  China  with  a  perverse  sense
 of  partnership  in  a  sort  of  international  guilt
 which  should  not  have  besmirched  the
 escutcheon  of  a  socialist  country.  But  we
 have  found  this  kind  of  thing  happening.

 We  have  found  particularly  in  the
 United  States,  imperialists  who  have  been
 the  international  gendarmes  of  reaction  and
 who  have  kept  their  bases  in  different  parts
 of  the  world  in  order  to  maintain  their
 supremacy  and  their  hegemony  all  over  our
 globe.  We  have  seen  the  United  States
 sipping  in  our  cup  and  dipping  in  our  dish
 and  intervening  in  our  affairs  in  every
 imaginable  manner  that  was  open  to  them.
 We  have  seen  the  United  States  also  rrofess-
 ing  to  be  friendly,  talking  to  the  Foreign
 Minister  in  a  manner  which  was  completely
 repudiated  by  their  action  when  they  gave
 Pakistan  a  sort  of  diabolic  assistance  to  be
 utilised  against  the  wonderful  freedom  urge
 of  the  people  of  Bangla  Desh  with  whom  we
 have  declared  in  this  Parliament  our
 solidarity  and  our  complete  sympathy.

 So,  we  had  gone  through  a  period  of
 spiritual  searing  of  the  soul.  We  have  seen
 these  imperialist  powers  in  action,  We
 have  seen  how  even  when  their  people  were
 roused  to  a  consciousness  of  the  enormity
 that  was  being  prepetrated  by  the  yahoos
 of  Yahya  Khan,  even  then,  the  great  powers
 like  the  United  States  and  the  United
 Kingdom  cou'd  not  do  single  thing  in
 order  10  assist  the  movement  in  Bangla
 Desh,  but  on  the  contrary,  could  assist
 those  barbarians  in  power  in  Islamabad,
 who  are  not  only  endangering  the  —  security
 of  our  country  but  who  are  besmirching
 the  entire  idea  of  civilisation,

 That  was  the  expericnce
 have  been  witness,  and  that
 discover  that  we  have  to  have  a

 to  which  we
 is  why  we

 friend  who



 245  E.  A.  Minister’s
 Statement  on

 would  come  to  our  need  and  we  knew  that
 in  the  Soviet  Union  we  had  a  friend  who
 is  ready  all  the  time  to  assist  us  to  the
 extent  that  was  possible,

 I  know  that  our  strength  has  ultimately
 to  be  our  own  strength.  We  can  never
 rely  on  others  whoever  it  might  be,  but
 of  course,  friendship  is  important;  if
 civilisation  has  any  meaning,  if  human
 intercourse  has  any  kind  of  qualitative
 aspect,  friendship  is  important.  We  rely  on
 Our  own  strength  ;  there  is  no  doubt  about
 it.  We  are  an  enormous  country  ;  we
 have  a  country  with  a  stupendous  civilisa-
 tion  to  make  ourselves  proud  of  our  past
 and  to  make  us  confident  about  the  kind  of
 future  that  we  shall  build,

 We  know  at  the  same  time  that  we
 Carry  too  heavy  a  load  because  we  are  an
 old  and  complicated  country.  Our  country
 is  old,  our  civilisation  is  old,  our  land  is
 tired  with  the  cultivation  of  four  to  five
 thousand  years.  We  know  that  in  cyery
 way  we  are  entired  country,  but  at  the  sam:
 time  we  are  a  country  which  has  a  tremend-
 Ous  future,  and  we  have  to  build  our  own
 future  on  the  basis  of  our  own.  strength,
 there  is  no  getting  away  from  it.  We  are
 Not  a  country  to  be  taken  for  granied  by  any
 country,  whichever  it  might  be.  We  are  a
 country  which  is  going  to  build  a  self-reliant
 €conomy  and  that  sort  of  thing,  but  that
 can  only  be  done  inthe  conditions  of  the
 modern  age,  amid  the  restless  technological
 engines  of  today,  by  a  process  of  friendly
 intercourse,  And  friendship  is  possible
 with  those  whom  we  can  trust.  And  as  far
 as  our  international  cxperience  is  concerned,
 we  can  trust  the  Soviet  Union.  They  have
 Stood  by  us  in  fair  whether  and  in  foul,
 and  they  are  ready  to  assist  us,  and  they
 have  shown  it  by  their  conduct.  They  have
 assisted  us,  they  have  helped  us  to  build
 Our  own  incependent  structure  of  economy
 even  in  so  far  as  our  military  strength  is
 Concerned.  No  oiher  country  has  come
 forward,  has  shown  the  least  little  inkling
 of  coming  forward,  to  help  us  build  our
 independent  economy,  independent  in
 military  production  as  well  as  in  every  other
 Sphere  of  economic  production.  They  have
 done  it,  and  that  is  why  we  loek  upon  them
 a8  friends  whom  we  can  trust,  and,  there-
 fore.  |  would  like  to  second  what  my  hon.
 friend  Shri  Gopalan  has  said.
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 Now  that  Government  has  entered  into
 this  treaty,  this  treaty  of  friendship,  of  co-
 operation,  of  non-aggression,  a  treaty  which
 is  in  entire  conformity  with  our  principle  of
 non-alignment,  a  treaty  which  does  not  make
 us  play  a  subordinate  role  to  anybody,  a
 treaty  which  has  nothing  in  it  of  the  nature
 of  a  subsidiary  alliance  which  is  a  feature
 of  even  the  P.  L,  430  Pact  which  we  signed
 with  the  United  States,  a  treaty  which  is
 beween  independent  partners  all  on  alevel
 of  equality,  now  that  we  have  got  this  treaty,
 and  now  that  the  headache  over  the
 Pakistani-engineered  crisis  in  regard  to  the
 Bangla  Desh  issue  has  to  some  extent  been
 mollified,  now  that  we  feel  that  we  are  not
 without  friends  even  when  there  is  a_  threat
 of  war  and  we  have  to  counter  it  entirely  on
 the  basis  of  our  own  strength  which  happens
 to  be  not  very  large,  now  that  we  have  got
 this  treaty,  let  us  shed  our  approach  of  cold
 feet  in  regard  to  many  matters,  We  have
 shown  this  cold  feet  mentality  for  far  too
 long.  Over  the  issue  of  the  reccgnition  of
 Bangla  Desh  we  have  shown  this  cold  feet
 mentality.  This  cold  feet  mentality  should
 be  discarded.  Over  the  issue  of  giving  full
 diplomatic  recognition  to  the  Democratic
 Republic  of  Viet  Nam  there  should  no
 longer  be  any  hesitation.  Over  the  issue  of
 giving  the  recognition  that  is  appropriate  to
 the  National  Liberation  Front  of  South  Viet
 Nam  there  should  be  no  further  delay.
 Over  the  issue  of  recognising  the  Demo-
 cratic  Peop'e’s  Republic  of  Korea  full
 diplomatic  recognition  and  ejevation  of  the
 present  Consular  status  to  Embassy
 exchenge,  there  should  be  no  further  hesita-
 ticn,  Gver  the  issue  of  the  reccgnition,

 full  diplomatic  recognition,  of  the  German
 Democratic  Republic  there  shou'd  not  be
 any  fur.  her  hesitation.

 I  do  not  say  that  it  all  happens  over-
 night.  Let  not  things  be  done  in  that  kind
 of  petty,  dramatic  fashion.  That  is  not  the
 point,  but  the  point  is  that  we  are  not
 without  friends,  We  never  should  have
 thought  that  we  were  without  friends.  I
 know  my  hon,  friend  the  Fore:gn  Minister
 did  assure  us  earlier  that  we  were  not
 without  friends.  Perhaps  he  could  do  ४0
 because  he  did  have  contacts  with  different
 Chanceries,  he  had  been  to  Moscow  and
 elsewhere,  and  he  knew  where  friendship
 could  be  expected,  he  knew  that  from  the
 socialist  countries  and  socialist  countries
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 alone  we  could  look  forward  to  the  kind  of
 sustained  assistance  which  is  India’s  due,
 and  that  is  only  natural  because  other
 countries  would  take  us  at  our  word.  We
 profess  socialism,  garibi  hatao  and  all  the
 rest  of  it  leading  to  socialism.  Since  we
 profess  socialism,  the  other  countries
 naturally  take  us  at  our  word  and  want  us
 to  advance  inthe  direction  of  socialism.
 That  is  the  wonderful  vested  interest  which
 the  Sovict  Union  has  in  this  country,  and
 very  rightly  to.  That  is  the  one  silken  thread
 which  nothing  can  break,  that  is  the  bond
 which  nothing  can  destroy.  That  is  why
 the  Soviet  Union,  knowing  that  India  is
 likely  and  likclicr  to  move  in  the  direction
 of  socialism,  in  spite  of  certain  gentlemen
 trying  to  put  spokes  in  the  wheel  of  progress,
 is  our  friend.  We  know  it  is  on  account  of
 that  the  socialist  countries  led  by  the  Soviet
 Union  would  be  our  friends,  our  consistent
 friends.  They  have  shown  already  by  their
 conduct,  political,  military,  economic,
 diplomatic  and  every  other  way,  in  inter-
 national  forums  and  elsewhere,  that  they
 are  our  friends,  That  is  a  feeling  which  has
 been  consolida'ed  and  codified  in  this  treaty
 of  peace,  friendship  and  cooperation.

 Ido  not  wish  to  prolong  my  _  speech,
 But  I  would  like  to  say  that  thit  is  a  treaty
 which  is  in  entire  conformity  with  our  policy
 of  non-alignment,  whith  again  is  fundame-
 tally  a  policy  of  peaceful  co-existence.  This
 treaty  enables  us  to  go  aheid,  not  too  fear-
 ful  of  .he  dangers  that  appear  to  be  in  the
 way  at  the  present  moment.  Thercfore,
 this  treaty  enables  us  to  shed  cold  feet
 mentajity  and  to  make  bold  steps  in  natio-
 nalas  wellas  in  international  affairs,  This
 is  a  tieaty  which  is,  therefore,  to  be  wel-
 comcd,  which  would  enable  India  to  refash-
 ion.  This  is  a  treaty  which  underlines  the
 great  fact  of  contemperary  history,  which  is
 that  the  forces  of  socialism  are  advancing,
 and  as  sure  as  the  sum  will  rise  tomorrow,
 as  suie  as  night  follows  day  or  day
 follows  night,  whichever  way  you  look  at
 it,  the  forces  of  socialism  are  going  to  over-
 power  a  world  wiich  is  now  in  decline  es
 far  as  big  wioncy  interests  in  this  cyuntry
 and  elsewhere  are  concerned,  That  is  why
 India  today  is  beginning  to  fall  into  line
 with  this  radical  march  of  the  people
 towards  ancw  kind  of  society,  a  society

 without  exploitation,  a  society  where  equality
 of  opportunity  would  enable  the  flowering
 of  civilization  in  a  manner  which’  has  so  far
 been  the  dream  of  Utopians  and  the  illusion
 of  philosophers.  But  that  is  the  kind  of
 society  which  has  got  ta  be  achieved  and
 which  can  be  won  only  by  the  kind  of  con-
 certed  effort  in  regard  to  which  we  are
 taking  certain  steps.  That  is  why  this  treaty
 is  to  be  welcomed.

 I  am  very  happy  that  we  are  all  enabled
 to  rejoice  over  something  which  at  long  last
 this  Government  has  done.  ldo_  hope  that
 they  do  something  to  follow  it  up,  so  that
 the  rejoicing  might  not  be  something  which
 is  a  temporary  phenomenun,  Let  it  be  part
 of  the  political  structure  of  the  world  today
 and  let  India  go  ahead  and  play  her  role  in
 that  world,

 MR.  SPEAKER  :  Shri  Hari  Kishore
 Singh.  (Interruptions).  Order,  order,  Mr,
 Samar  Guha,  you  have  no  licence  to  get  up
 every  time.  It  is  a  very  bad  habit.  (/nter-
 ruptions).  This  gentleman  is  unmanageable.
 Any  time  he  likes  he  gets  up,  After  all,
 we  have  to  seek  some  solution  for  it  and  I
 need  the  cooperation  of  the  House  for  that.
 He  does  not  look  towards  the  Chair  at  all;
 Shri  K.D.  Malaviya,

 3.47  brs.

 (Mr.  DepuTy-SPEAKER  in  the  Chair]

 SHRI  K.D.  MALAVIYA  (Domariaganj):
 Sir,  in  many  respects,  yesterday  was  a  great
 day.  It  was  90  of  August  and  it  is  well-
 known  to  all  members  of  the  House  why  it
 was  such  a  great  day.  It  was  the  day  on
 which  Government  introduced  the  Bill
 which  finally  settled  the  fate  of  a  class  of
 people  in  this  country  which  was  most
 issignificant  and  yet  wasa  dead  weight  on
 this  country.  It  was  also  a  day  when  a
 treaty  was  signed  between  the  two  great
 countries,  India  and  USSR,  which  only
 reminded  us  once  more  that  we  have  moved
 forward  in  a  big  way,  we  have  taken  once
 more  a  big  stride,  towards  the  realisation  of
 the  great  goal  tha:  was  put  before  us  by  our
 great  philosopher  and  visionary,  Pandit
 Jawaharlal  Nehr.:,  namely,  peace  and  soli-
 darity  with  all  developing  countries  of  the
 world  and  world  itself.  Therefore,
 this  is  a  great  occasion  when  we  should  all

 peace
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 congratulate  ourselves  that  the  two  great
 nations  have  entered  into  a  treaty  which  has
 far  greater  implications  for  the  future  peace
 of  the  world  and,  more  especially,  for  our
 Own  great  continent  of  Asia.

 It  is  going  to  compel  many  of  our

 Political  parties  of  India  to  tevise  their
 entire  concept  of  the  future.  It  is  going  to
 compel  many  of  aur  political  parties  to  give
 up  their  own  wrong  notions  about  what  is
 happening  round  the  world.  And  ultimately
 it  will  establish  faith  in  those  people  who
 were  isolated,  who  were  called  mad  people,
 but  who  were  dedicated  and  devoted  to  the
 Cause  of  wovld  peace  and  solidarity  of  deve-
 loping  nations  of  the  world.

 !

 Yesterday’s  great  act  of  the  treaty  be-
 tween  the  two  great  countries  will  also
 remind  us  that  there  is  a  country,  which  is  a
 great  country,  the  United  States  of  America,
 whose  leadership  mostly  acted  unwisely
 in  the  last  four  or  five  decades.  The  leader-
 ship,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  it  was  advised
 intelligently  and  honestly  by  people,  has
 always  taken  great  pride  in  its  policy  and
 Philosophy  resulting  in  the  spread  of  dis-
 Cord,  disunity  and  exploitation  of  the  poor
 world.  Therefore,  |  have  no  doubt  in  my
 Mind  that  those  isolated  parties,  which  are
 hesitatingly  supporting  the  great  treaty  that
 we  Signed  yesterday,  will  give  up  their  hesita-
 tion  and  will  whole-heartedly  support  it
 with  understanding.  I  do  not  agree  with  my
 friend,  Shri  Hiren  Mukerjee,  when  he  said

 pian
 Our  government  was  developing  cold

 eet  on  Bangla  Desh.  If  it  were  su,  yester-
 day  more  than  a  million  people  would  not
 have  come  out  in  the  streets  of  India  to  give
 their  verdict  in  favour  of  the  great  leader...
 +-Cinterruptions).

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  (Godhra)  :  I  want
 fo  know  why  more  people  did  not  turn  up. id  you  run  out  of  money  ?

 SHRI  K.D.  MALAVIYA  :  There  has  to
 bea  little  sense  of  proportion  ia  the  under-
 Standing  of  the  psychology  of  the  people,  so
 far  as  my  hon,  Friend,  Shri  Mody,  is  con-

 oly
 He  seems

 incapable  of  appreciating €  fact  why  and  how  million  people  gathered
 when  so  many  People  never  gathered.  He 'S  always  dazzled  by  the  tinkling  of  money.

 ace
 money  when  ‘  here  is  na  money;  he

 ia  where  there  is  no  sin,  I  have  all
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 my  pity  for  him  and  I  hope  he  will  get
 wiser  now.  Let  him  now  not  display  that
 political  foolishaoess  which  his  party  had
 been  showing  so  far.  I  still  hope  that  in
 future  he  will  very  seriously  think  as  to
 what  changes  are  taking  place  in  the  country,

 Great  changes  are  visible  in  this  country,
 But  Tam  not  going  to  deal  wiih  them  now,
 I  only  wish  to  empaasize  that  considered
 from  every  angle.  World  peace  is  very  funda-
 mental  for  our  country,  World  peice,  in
 my  opinion,  is  the  opposite  side  of  the  coin
 of  economic  development  program  nes  of
 all  recently  freed  countries,  The  tw)  are
 inseparable  phenomena.  ff  tiere  is  no  world
 peice,  our  economy  will  remain  ii  jeoirdy.
 Therefore,  in  the  interest  of  our  own
 country,  we  have  to  take  5०७5  which  will
 ensure  peace,  understanding  and  co-opera-
 tion  between  all  the  ccuntries.  This  document
 which  was  signed  yesterday  has  repeatelly,
 in  almest  every  page,  emphasisad  the  neces-
 sity  of  peace  and  cooperation  not  only
 between  our  two  countrics  but  peace  for  the
 whole  world.  This  documeat  is  a  re-dedica-
 tioa  to  the  cause  of  peace  a  cause  which
 wis  declared  necessary  by  our  great  leader.
 Therefore,  even  from  the  practical  point  of
 view,  and  not  only  from  =  the  idedlistic  point
 of  view,  even  from  the  point  of  view  of
 justifying  what  we  have  dene  in  the  case  of

 angla  Desh,  it  is  very  necessary  for  all
 political  partios  of  the  country  (0  sapport
 us  and  to  noe  that  the  Goverament  of
 India  has)  received  the  verdict  of  su  port
 from  millions  of  our  people.  This  was  once
 more  illustrated  yesterday.

 I  would  again  Jike  to  refer  to  the  think-
 ing  bankrupicy  of  the  leaders  of  U.S.  A.
 Wien  Mr.  Eisenhower  was  the  President  of
 his  mation  he  chose  his  younger  broiher,
 Milton  Eisenhower,  to  go  to  Latin  America
 to  see  why  the  dollars  that  wore  being
 showered  on  Laiin  America  were  not  bring-
 ing  back  friendship  from  that  coun  ry,  What
 Mitton  Hiséahower  had  to  report  to  his
 President  brother  wis  that  not  friendshio  but
 a  revolution  ia  Latin  America  was  coming,
 it  was  inevitable  and  the  country  winted  to
 be  free  from  the  imperialist:  influ  nee  of
 dollars  as  wellas  the  U.S.  A,  supported
 military  dictacorship  from)  that  country  and
 a  period  was  coming  when  America  would
 lose  all  its  influence  because  of  its  imperia-
 list  policies  and  the  evil  that  imporial:st
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 philosophy  always  brings  about  the  American
 people  themselves  gave  warnings  to  their
 President  whether  it  was  a  war  on  Negroes
 or  whecher  it  was  a  war  of  aggression  in
 Vietnam.  I  would  ask  my  friend,  Mr.  Piloo
 Mody,  to  specify  a  single  case  in  the  last
 १5  years  where  the  people  of  America  had
 not  challenged  their  leadership  on  poli:ical
 arrogance  and  stupidity  of  the  leadership  of
 that  country.  They  suffer  from  a  cancerous
 disease,  and  that  disease  we  call  the  disease
 of  Imperialism.  They  want  to  exploit  the
 poor  people,  They  want  to  invest  their
 money  in  order  to  enslave  the  people.  With
 all  their  good  aspirations,  those  people  who
 have  been  recently  freed,  they  want  to  for-
 get  that  they  are  a  free  people  now.  Now
 what  we  have  done  in  Bangla  Desh  has  only
 justifi.d  our  faith  in  freedom,  in  interna-
 tional  justice,  in  national  indep-ndece;  and
 the  atrocities  of  the  military  regime  will  be
 challenged  and  will  not  survive,

 4  hrs.
 Therefore  it  is  because  we  have  to  vindic-

 ate  all  those  values  for  which  we  have  stood
 in  last  decades  that  people  are  now  support-
 ing  our  Government  to  go  ahead  in  support
 of  the  Bangla  Desh  cause.  But  this  treaty
 is  much  more  than  that.  It  gives  a  warning
 to  countries  which  want  to  act  in  a  stealthy
 manner  against  the  interests  of  developing
 countries.  |  would  like  lo  ask  those  people
 who  have  any  doubt  about  it  as  to  why  Mr.
 Nixon  arranged  in  such  mysterious  fashion
 a  meeling  between  himself  and  the  leader  of
 of  China  at  distant  time  without  giving
 notice  to  those  ccuntries  which  were  really
 interested  in  knowing  about  it.  India  is
 the  next  door  neighbour  of  China  and,  as
 they  say,  if  the  American  Jeidership  is  in-
 terested  in  the  peace  of  the  world,  why  =  did
 they  not  inform  India  as  to  why  Mr.  Nixon
 was  going  to  mect  the  Jeader  of  China  ;
 what  was  the  motive  behind  it?  It  is  too
 mysterious  a  mission  be  called  a  journey
 for  search  for  peace.

 But  we  would  not  like  to  denounce  it.
 If  Mr.  Nixon  wants  to  go  and  see  Mr.  Mao
 Tse-tung,  itis  his  business.  If  he  wants
 peace.  we  welcome  it.  If  he  does  not  want
 peace,  we  are  ready  to  face  them  because
 we  have  the  satisfaction  that  we  are  with
 the  cause  of  the  exploited  pe2ple.

 Indo-Soviet  Ti  eaty  (Mosn.)  252

 This  treaty  only  opens  the  gate  for
 going  further  and  entering  into.  agreements
 with  those  countries  of  our  own  continent
 who  want  to  cooperate  for  the  common
 cause  which  has  been  described  in  it,  that  is
 of  peace,  cooperation,  understanding  and
 security  of  their  own  countries.

 I  am  in  full  agreement  with  the  two  hon.
 Members  of  the  two  differing  Communist
 Pariies  which  do  not  agree  among  them-
 selves,  I  agree  that  a  time  has  come  now
 when  we  shuld  have  a  new  look  at  the
 pace  of  the  movement  which  we  have  been
 building  to  enlist  friendship  and  increase
 cooperation  with  those  countries  which  have
 extended  their  friendship  to  us.  Friendship
 is  a  two-way  traffic  in  international  diplo-
 macy,  If  we  want  it,  we  must  respond  to
 friendly  gestures  of  others.

 If  the  world  movement  of  peace  is  going
 to  succeed,  it  will  have  contribution  from
 the  people  and  the  Government  of  India.  I
 have  no  doubt  that  the  Government  of  India.
 has  the  fullest  understanding  of  the  implica-
 tions  and  the  philosophy  of  the  world  peace
 movemcnt.  It  might  be  a  litle  different
 thing  when  a  certain  step  has  to  be  taken,
 That  is  a  point  where  there  could  be  a  shade
 of  difference  among  ourselves.  But  we  have
 got  to  leave  the  final  judgment  to  the
 Government  which  has  the  general  support
 of  the  people,  of  world  Opinion  and  of  all
 those  developing  countries  of  Africa,  Asia
 and  La'in  America.  There  can  be  no  doubt
 about  it  that  India  today  stands  as  one  of
 the  most  important  countries  towards  whom
 the  pcople  of  developing  countries  are
 looking.

 Agiinst  this  background  I  want  the
 political  parties  on  my  right  to  reassess
 their  understanding.  Let  them  not  get
 emotionally  disturbed  as  my  hon.  friend,
 Shri  Samar  Guha,  sometimes  does  get
 disturbed.  Let  him  not  be  disturbed  as  to
 what  happened  at  a  particular  point  of  time
 be'  ween  two  countries  or  what  the  USSR
 did  with  regard  to  Hungary.  Let  us  see
 what  has  happened  recently  and  what  we
 have  done,  We  are  now  rededicating  our-
 selves  for  those  values  which  we  have
 followed  and  for  which  we  have  becn  loudly
 committing  ourselves  publicly,  both  national-
 ly  aud  internationally,
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 As  I  said,  this  document  repeats  and
 emphasizes  the  fundamental  aspect  uf  peace
 and  cooperation  and  strengthening  of  our  two
 countries.  The  policy  of  non-alignment  has
 also  been  recognised  by  the  High  Contracting
 Parties.  l  would  like  to  quote  what  our
 great  leader  Nehru  said  about  ron-align-
 ment.  This  policy  of  non-alignment  cannot
 be  defined  in  any  specific  terminology.  It  is
 not  a  scientific  but  surely  a  popular  word  in
 diplomacy

 SHRI  ATAL  BUIARL  VAJPAYEE  :
 Neti,  neti.

 SHRI  K.  D.  MALAVIYA:  It  is  a
 question  of  understanding.  If  I  am  70
 wise,  I  will  not  understand  non-alignment....

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYEE  :
 He  has  the  monopoly  of  wisdom,

 SHRI  K.  D.  MALAVIYA:  Lam_  very
 keen  on  sharing  my  wisdom  with  him.  But
 he  is  refusing  to  share  wisdom.  What.  can
 I-do?  am  just  trying  to  explain  to  the
 House  what  Nehru  said  about  non  alignment.
 He  is  quite  clear  and,  I  hape  my  hon,  frie:.ds
 will  get  some  light.  He  says

 ‘As  a  malter  of  fac.,  we  go  as  far
 as  possible  to  try  and  win  them
 Over,  It  is  not  our  purpose  to
 enter  into  other  people’s  quarrels.
 Our  general  policy  has  been  to
 avoid  =  entering  into  anybod’y
 quarrels,  If  I  may  say  so,  I  have
 come  more  and  more  to  the  conclu-
 sion  that  the  less  we  interfere  in
 international  conflicts,  the  better,
 unless,  of  course,  our  own  interest
 is  involved......

 That  is  the  policy  of  non-alignment.  It  is  not
 neutrality,  According  to  our  respected  leader
 Mr.  Kunzru,  he  thought  that  the  policy
 of  newrality  was  more  dynam.c  than  the
 Policy  of  non-alignment,  Nothing  can  be
 More  wrong  than  that,  nothing  can  be  more
 Unfortunately  misundesstoud  than  —  that,
 Then,  he  says  :

 site  for  the  simple  reason  that  it
 is  not  in  consonance  with  our
 dignity  just  to  interfere  without
 producing  any  offeot........-
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 If  we  can  produce  any  effect  in  bringing
 about  peace  and  justice  to  developing
 countries,  then  we  have  to  interfere.  That
 is  also  a  dynamic  aspect  of  non-alignment.
 He  made  is  quite  clear..  It  is  for  us  to
 understand  now.  We  have  the  right  to
 interfere  where  we  feel  that  for  the  cause  of
 peace  and  international  justice  we  should
 interfere.  Therefore,  we  have  to  interfere
 and  we  will  interfere.

 Further,  he  says  :

 OS  We  should  either  be  strong
 enough  to  produce  some  effect  or
 we  should  not  in’erfere  at  all......

 No  hing  could  be  more  dynam‘c  and  more
 practical  than  what  he  said  within  the  sphere
 of  scientific  meaning  of  the  word  “noa-
 alignment”

 “lam  not  anxious  to  put  my  finger
 into  every  pie.  Unfortunately,
 sometimes,  one  cannot  help  it.
 One  is  dragged  into  it.  For
 instance,  thre  is  the  Korea
 Committee.  Well,  not  only  are  we
 in  that  Committee  but  ultimately
 Our  representative  becomes  the
 Chairman  of  that  Committee.

 Now,  even  when  had  expounded  the
 philosophy  and  theory  of  non-alignment,  he
 sent  a  representative  of  India  to  be  the
 Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Korea.  All
 that  only  shows  we  can  interfere  when  it  is
 our  own  interest  and  it  is  a  common  interest
 of  all  those  countries  which  are  exploited
 and  which  have  been  rccently  freed  after  the
 Second  World  War.  The  peoples  of  Asia,
 Africa  and  Latin  America  are  of  a  common
 brotherhood.  That  is  why  we  look  for
 peace  in  the  interest  of  our  own  economy
 and  in  the  interest  of  our  own  national
 solidarity.

 Here  is  a  Situation  where  freedom  is  in
 peril  in  our  neighbouring  country.  Bangla
 Desh  has  been  threatened  with  extinction.
 Therefore,  it  is  our  sacred  duty  to  see  that
 in  our  own  interest  as  well  as  in  the  interest
 of  freedom,  peace,  security  and  cooperation
 of  all  countries  which  are  cxploited  we  go
 with  them.

 ltake  this  opportunity  to  congratulate
 the  Government  on  signing  the  treaty  and,  4
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 hope,  this  treaty  is  going  to  be  the  first  step
 The  next  step  should  be  more  radical  show-
 ing  concretely  and  clearly  that  we  are  mov-
 ing  towards  socialism,  cconomic  indepen-
 dence  and  peace  in  the  world.

 SHRI  K.  MANOHARAN  (Madras
 North)  :  The  Indo-USSR  Treaty  has  been
 characterised  as  the  land-mark  in  the  con-
 temporary  history  of  the  world  and  has  been
 considered  one  of  the  greater  moments  of
 this  country  and  the  red  letter  day  in  the
 history  of  international  relations  of  this
 great  nation.

 Much  has  been  said  about  the  treaty.
 On  behalf  of  my  Party  I  think  I  must  also
 submit  something  for  the  consideration  of
 House,  The  treaty  that  has  been  entered
 into  and  signed  yesterday  reflects  the  mutual
 understandings  between  the  two  counir‘es
 of  the  world  and  it  reveals  the  mutual  trust
 that  we  have  reposed  in  ourselves  It  ex-
 plains  the  mutual  appreciation  of  the  in-
 ternational  situation  and  particularly,  the
 situation  which  obtains  in  this  part  of  the
 world  and  it  ushers  in  a  new  era  as  it  w.re
 and  future  consolidation  of  the  Indo-Soviet
 friendship  is  assured,

 This  treaty  is  not  intended  to  sound  the
 bellicosity,  on  the  contrary  it  is  designed  to
 find  out  areas  where  peace  is  assured  and
 it  is  designed  to  extend  the  horizon  of  peace
 nothing  but  peace.  So,  to  that  extent,  it
 is  the  partriotic  duty  of  each  and  every
 citizen  of  this  country  to  welcome  the  treaty
 that  has  been  signed  yesterday.

 lam  very  happy  to  note,  Sir,  that  with-
 out  any  single  solitary  exception,  all  the
 political  parties  supporied  this  treaty.  To-
 day  morning  only  I  came  to  know  sur-
 prisingly  enuugh,  but  pleasantly,  that  Mr.
 Vajpayee  also  has  supported  this  treaty.
 Mr,  Vajpayee  always  used  to  live  in  his  own
 isolation  not  only  with  regard  national
 matters  but  also  regarding  international
 matters,  Lasked  him  in  the  morning,
 ‘Like  a  bolt  from  the  blue  a  sudden  reaction
 from  your  side’.  He  said,  ‘I  wholc-hear-
 tedly  support  this  treaty,  but.........  *,  the >
 ‘put’  has  its  own  meaning  (Jnterruptions).

 In  general,  this  treaty  has  been  accepted
 by  all  the  political  parties  of  this  country.
 So,  [think  it  is  my  duty  to  congratulate
 Qd)  the  Prime  Minister  and  (2)  the  External
 Affairs  Minister,  Mr:  Swarao  Singh.  But,  I
 am  not  satisfied  with  two  because,  accord-
 ing  to  paper  reports,  attempts  have  been
 made  for  the  past  two  years  in  the  External
 Affairs  Ministy  for  this  particular  treaty.
 If  it  is  true,  the  real  credit  must  go  to  the
 former  Foreign  Minister,  my  good  friend,
 Mr.  Dinesh  Singh  who  was  the  architect  of
 this  treaty.

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARI  VAJPAYEE  :
 Now  we  are  not  clapping,

 AN  HON.  MEMBER  :  Are  they  against
 Mr.  Dinesh  Singh  ?

 ANOTHER  HON.  MEMBER  :  Might  be,

 SHRI  K.  MANOHARAN  :  Mr.  Deputy
 Speaker,  I  have  gone  through  the  treaty
 that  has  been  signed.  The  operative  part
 of  it  is  Art.  9  which  rightly  explains  the
 purpose  of  the  Treaty.  So,  we  can  have
 every  satisfaction  to  believe  that  this  is  not
 a  war  treaty  on  the  model  or  pattern  of
 what  my  friend,  Mr.  Piloo  Mody,  is  going
 to  say,  the  Warsaw  Pact,  (Inter:  uption)
 because  we  had  our  secret  confabulations.
 So,  this  is,  according  to  me,  a  non-aggression
 pact.  It  is  a  peace  pact,  I:  is  a  pact  ino-
 tended  for  peace,  nothing  else.  So,  unless
 we  believe  ourselves,  unless  we  believe  our
 friends,  |  doubt  very  much  whether  we  can
 be  anywhere  at  all.  The  cperative  part  says,
 ]  quote  :

 Each  High  Contracting  Party  under
 takes  to  abstain  from  providing
 any  assistance  to  any  third  party
 that  engages  in  armed  conflict  with
 the  other  Party.  In  the  event  of
 either  Party  being  subjected  to  an
 attack  or  a  threat  thereof,  the
 High  Contracting  Parties  shall
 immediately  enter  into  mutual
 consultation  in  order  to  remove
 such  threat  and  to  take  appro-
 priate  effective  measures  to  ensure
 peace  and  the  security  of  their
 countries,

 This  does  not  mean  immediate  declara-
 tion  of  war,  It  means  mutual  consideratien
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 and  consultation  in  order  to  remove  such
 threats.  It  is  not  against  any  countries, as  rightly  pointed  out  by  our  External
 Affairs  Minister.  It  it  not  at  all  against
 any  country,  whatsoever.

 Now,  let  me  quote  Article  de  This  is
 Something  which  we  cannot  think  of
 appreciating.  According  to  Article  }  I,  the
 duration  of  the  Treaty  will  be  20  years. It  says’:

 This  Treaty  is  concluded  for  the
 duration  of  twenty  years  and  will
 be  automatically  extended  for  each
 Successive  period  of  five  years
 unless  either  High  Centracting
 Party  declares  its  desire  to  termi-
 Nate  it  by  giving  notice  to  the
 Other  High  Contracting  Party
 twelve  months  prior  to  the  expira-
 ti.n  of  the  Treaty.

 I  think,  this  20  years’  duration,  though
 not  Criminal,  is  something  which  we  cannot
 think  of,  we  cannot  appreciate.  According to

 the  United  Arab  Republic  trea:y,  the
 Period  was  only  5  years.  Here,  the  period 88  20  years.  It  is  not  yet  ratified,  according
 (0  reports,  I  think  if  it  is  possible, this  might  be  reduced  to  five  years.

 don’t  say  that  once  this  duration
 Of  20  years  is  agreed  upon,  India
 Will  become  a  stooge  of  Russia  or  that
 Russia  will  become  a  stooge  of  India.  But
 then,  even  psychologically  speaking,  20  years
 duration  is  something  which  can  be  altered
 if  possible,  before  the  Treaty  is  ratified.

 Also,  there  is  enough  povssibility  of
 having  such  kinds  of  relations  and  contacts
 With  other  countries  cf  the  world,  That
 also  is  there,  including  United  States  of
 America,  This  Treaty  does  not  mean  that

 SA  is  written  off  for  ever,  Because,  L
 want  to  draw  a  line  in  between  the  hawkish
 Military  junta  of  Uniied  States  of  America
 And  the  dovish  people  of  the  United  S:ates
 Of  America.  80  to  ५0  per  cent  of  the
 People  of  USA  are  for  peace.  But  it  is
 the  so-called  nucleus  of  villainry  which  is
 functioning  in  the  Pentagon  which  is  against
 all  Sorts  of  treaties.  Lf  there  is  any  possi-
 bility  of  extending  or  accelerating  our
 diplomatic  functioning  in  such  a  way  us  to
 clude  the  United  States  of  America,  it  is
 all  the  more  good.

 ०  And,  utilising  this  opportunity,  |  want
 Suggest  one  thing.  So  far  us  South
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 East  Asian  countries  are  concerned,  there
 are  only  two  countries  which  could  be
 looked  upon  by  cther  countries  in  this
 region  as  natural  leaders  who  could  Jead.
 One  is  obviously  India  and  the  other  is
 Japan.  But  regarding  Japan,  |  am_  sure,
 all  such  countrics  have  already  burnt  their
 fingers  and  their  experience  with  Japan  was
 bad  and  bitter,  The  only  country  which
 could  be  taken  as  a  leader  in  the  entire
 South  East  Asicn  Region  is  India  herself.
 This  is  a  very  good  orpestenity  for  the
 Government  of  India  to  explore  the  possi-
 bility  of  establishing  such  contacts  with
 these  countrics  in  this  part  of  the  world.

 Iwill  not  take  much  of  time  of  the
 House.  Before  I  conclude,  ]  want  to  ask
 cur  External  Affairs  Minister  —  only
 one  question.  It  is  a  sort  of  clarification
 for  myself.  I  have  explained  my  position
 very  clearly.  We  welcome  this  is  abcut
 Articie  on  whch  I  weuld  like  to  have
 some  clarification,  This  Article  says  :—

 The  High  Contrscting  Parties
 sokmnly  declare  that  enduring
 peace  and  friendship  shall  prevail
 between  the  two  countries  and
 their  peoples,

 O.K.—

 Then,  what  dces  it  say  ?  It  says  :

 Fach  patty  shall  respect  the  in-
 dependence,  sovercignty  and  terri-
 torial  integrity  of  the  ether  Party
 and  refrain  from  intcrfering  in  the
 other’s  internal  affairs,

 My  simple  question  is  this.  3  presunie  that
 before  this  treaty  was  signed,  Soviet  Russian
 had  already  accepted  our  boundarics  and
 our  territorial  iniegrity  and  in  turn  we  had
 accepted  the  territorial  intcgrity  of  Soviet
 Russia.  I  want  to  knew  from  the  External
 Affairs  Minister  whe:hcr  the  USSR  has
 calegoricaily  assured  us  and  accepted  openly
 that  they  are  committed  te  cur  own.  terri-
 tories  and  Wheiher  on  that  basis  they  are
 prepared  to  charge  othe  maps  already
 published  there,  |  ७७  rot  mean  anything
 bad  of  the  Tiigh  Costacsitg  Parties,  but

 T  want  to  know  that.  Lf  the  answer  freny
 the  hen.  Minister  is  in  the  affirmative,
 namely  ‘Yes’;  800  he  says  ‘Yes,  we  have
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 got  those  clarifications,  and  the  USSR  has
 already  agreed’,  it  would  be  wonderful.  If
 in  his  anxiety  to  sign  the  treaty,  the
 External  Affairs  Minister  has  foregotten
 completely  to  get  this  clarifications,  from
 Moscow,  my  humble  submission  to  him
 would  be  this.  He  must  get  a  categorical
 assurance  from  the  Government  of  the
 USSR  that  this  means  that  and  we  need
 not  entertain  any  doubt.  According  to
 the  newspaper  reports,  Mr.  Gromyko  will
 be  here  in  India  for  four  days.-  Before
 he  leaves  this  country,  let  the  External
 Affairs  Minister  extract  from  him  such
 kind  of  assurance,  if  that  assurance  has
 not  been  given  so  far.  This  House  has
 got  every  right  to  be  informed  about  it.
 Before  the  Parliament  is  adjourned,  let  us
 be  informed  about  it.  The  hon.  Minister
 of  External  Affairs  may  just  have  his  own
 confabulations  with  the  Foreign  Affairs
 Minister  or  his  counterpart  from  the  other
 country,  and  tomorrow  or  the  day  after  let
 him  come  out  with  a  statement  before  us
 saying,  ‘yes,  I  have  already  got  the
 clarifications,  and  they  have  accerted  our
 boundaries  and  they  are  prepared  to  change
 and  remodel  the  maps  which  have  been
 already  published  there  and  they  are  pre-
 pared  to  correct  those  maps  in  time’,  I
 would  request  the  hon.  Minister  to  do
 this,

 In  conclusion,  [  would  say  that  I
 welcome  this  treaty.  As  I  have  said  already,
 it  is  a  red-letter  day  in  the  history  of  our
 country,  and  [  once  again  congratulate  the
 Ministers  responsible  for  this.

 SHRI  R.  K,  SINHA  (Faizabad)  :
 Yesterday  was  a  day  of  great  decision.  In
 the  foreign  policy  debates  in  this  House,
 mostly  our  rightist  friends  in  the  Opposition
 ran  down  our  foreign  policy.  They  inflicted
 us  with  their  bug  of  inferiority  complex.
 They  have  never  had  faith  in  the  policy  of
 non-alignment  and  the  future  of  this
 country.  The  only  tragedy  with  them  is  this
 that  they  do  not  realise  that  our  great  leader
 the  Prime  Minister  and  her  able  External
 Affairs  Minister  have  given  us  a  decision
 which  will  have  its  echo  and  reverbera  ions
 all  over  the  world.

 The  decison  to.  singh  this
 sents  the  will  of  the  people  of  India.

 treaty  repre-
 That

 is  why  even  reluctant  customers  like  Shri
 Atal  Bihari  Vajpayee  aie  also  forced  to
 welcome  this  treaty.  Even  though  they  are
 reluctant,  we  are  happy  that  8  sense  of  pat-
 riotism  has  also  permeated  them  to  welcome
 something  which  approximates  to  our
 national  interests.

 Let  us  examine  what  happened  on  the
 issue  of  Kashmir  and  on  the  issue  of  our
 confrontation  with  China,  and  who  stood
 with  us.  On  the  one  side  in  the  world  there
 is  an  opportunistic  Sino-American  collusion.
 America  is  not  going  to  go  communist.
 Taiwan  is  not  going  to  float  back  to  main-
 land  China,  and  North  Viet  Nam  shall  not
 be  happy.  They  share  many  problems
 between  the  USA  and  China.  Today,  there
 is  an  opportunistic  get-together  and  a  collu-
 sion  between  those  whose  worst  sins  are
 the  sins  of  Bangla  Desh.  Today,  when
 Bangla  Desh  is  dripping  with  blood,  our
 great  friends  like  Shri  Samar  Guha  would
 be  for  condemning  the  people  who  are
 perpetrating  the  atrocitieis  in  Bangla  Desh
 but  not  the  masters  of  Yahya  Khan  and  the
 yahoos  of  Pakistan,  those  who  sit  in  the
 Pentagon  and  those  who  manipulate  the
 operations  of  the  CLA.  There  are  moments
 in  history  when  history  has  to  be  recounted.
 There  was  a  day  when  standing  on  the  soil
 of  Kashmir,  the  Soviet  leader  said  :  ‘Across
 the  border,  we  stand;  when  India  is  threa-
 tened,  you  have  only  to  call  us  and  we  shall
 be  at  your  back  and  call’.  Then  let  us  not
 forget  that  it  was  the  Soviet  veto  which  gave
 us  the  time  factor  which  assured  the  people
 of  Kashmir  of  their  proper  place  in  the
 Indian  Union.  Let  us  not  forget  these  things
 when  some  of  our  mimicking  friends  in  the
 Opposition  try  to  equate  the  Soviet  Union
 and  USA  whenever  such  questions  are
 brought  before  this  House.

 Ihave  also  read  in  a  blessed  national
 daily  in  India  on  the  front  page  a  story  of
 Soviet  arms  to  Pakistan  whea  there  was  nonc
 and  then  a  parliamentary  peroration  in  this
 House  equating  Soviet  friendship  with  that
 of  the  USA,  when  the  only  conspiracy  afoot
 was  to  make  India  give  up  Indo-Sovict
 friendship,

 Se  today  when  we  assert  end  reassert
 Indo-Soviet  friendship,  we  are  asserting
 something  which  is  a  thing  which  has  grown
 with  time.  Let  us  not  forget  the  first  con-



 261  E.  A.  Minister's
 Statement  on

 ference  of  the  Friends  of  the  Soviet  Union
 Which  was  inauguratcd  by  our  great  leader,
 Jawaharlal  Nehru,  Let  us  also  not  be
 obvlivious  of  the  fact  that  all  over  the  world
 the  Soviet  Union  has  stood  up  to  fight
 against  colonialism.  Let  us  also  remember
 that  when  there  was  a  problem  with  China

 Interruption).

 मैं  आपको  भी  जवाब  दू'गा।  मैं  भी  आपकी
 ही  पार्टी  में  था,  सोशलिस्ट  पार्टी  में  था।
 My  jaundice  is  not  as  much  as  that  of  Shri
 Dandavate  and_  his  friends,  who  have  read
 only  ClA-published  books,  books  of  Arthur
 Koestler  and  Burnham  who  have  carried
 on

 their  anli-communist  campaign  sitting  in
 the  Citadels  of  America,  and  who  understand
 Just  one  set  of  ideology.

 I  want  to  talk  about  our  national  interest.
 On  the  issue  of  the  border  conflict  between
 India  and  China,  it  was  the  Soviet  Union
 which  warned  China  and  then  the  Chinese
 withdrew  their  troops.  It  was  because.  of
 the  Soviet  Union’s  support  to  India  that  the
 Sino-Soviet  conflict  started.  When  it  was
 a

 question  of  choosing  between  ‘Brother  and
 friend’,  when  the  Chinese  invoked  it,  the
 Soviet  Union  abandoned  China  for  India.
 ,  want  to  open  before  our  lukewarm  friends
 In  the  opposition  the  pages  of  history  to  show
 that  the  Soviet  Union  has  stood  with  India.
 Did  the  USA  support  us  in  this,  in  our

 Order  dispute  with  Chin:  ?  Is  it  nota

 so
 that  the  USA  supported  the  claim  of

 @lwan  on  the  Indian  issue  ?  Is  it  not  true
 that  the  USA  only  wanted  to  use  the  India-
 China  conflagration  for  getting  bases  in
 India,  gelting  American  armed  personnel

 he
 India  2  They  never  wanted  to  be

 lends  of  India,

 rng)
 Jet  us  not  forget  that  this  mongrel of  international  imperialism,  Pakistan

 he  manipulated
 and  masterminded  by  world

 b
 Perialism.  What  happend  ?  Who  has

 the,  eae
 into  the  net,  who  has  _been

 rie  0०४
 ing

 mother
 of  Pakistan,  if  it  has

 World  ten
 the  USA,

 the  great  leader  of

 it  9  Wiceentt  ?  Why  should  we  forget

 into  ow
 I

 med  Pakistan  to  shoot  its  bullets
 965  9  asia

 in  the  confrontation  of

 Samar  G  ee
 is

 what  I  want  to  ask  of  the

 Congrese
 u

 Se  s  my  Pied
 colleagues  of  the

 Pai
 octalist  Party,  the  Dandavates

 Others.  3  want  to  place  before  them
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 the  pages  of  history  that  today  it  ‘is  on  our  in-
 terests  and  what  is  happening  again—the  Sino-
 American  collusion,  The  greatest  sin.  of
 history  is  happening  in  Bangla  Desh.  And
 then  the  Americans  and  the  Chinese  are
 combined  together  and  if  we  had  kept  quiet,
 if  no  action  had  been  taken  by  the  Govern-
 ment  of  India,  these  men  would,  have  said,
 “Look  at  India;  India  is  friendless  ;  India  is
 isolated  ;  India  has  not  got  the  support  of
 the  peoples  of  the  world.’’  No,  Sir.  On  the
 bar  of  history  stands  Mao  Tse-tung  ;  all  his
 ptetensions  of  communism  and  international
 socialism  are  gone  and  were  gone  on  that
 day  when  he  broke  up  the  international
 socialist  camp.  Shri  ३0  Tse-tung,
 the  great  May»  Tse-tung  broke  up  the
 association  of  Afro-Asian  solidarity.  That
 is  why  when  the  bombs  fell  on  Sinai,  when
 the  isreali  aggression  came,  it  was  the  Arab
 armies  that  withdrew  because  of  the  division
 in  the  Afro-Asian  camp.  and  the  division
 in  the  international  socialist  camp.  The
 same  happened,  for,  every  bomb  that  fell
 on  Nor.h  Viet  Nam  the  Chinese  have  been
 responsible  for  it.  So  are  the  great  Chinese.
 Now,  these  Chinese,  the  great  heroes
 of  history  still  have  Napoleonic  dreams,
 because  once  Napoleon  said  that  there  is  a
 dragon  sleeping  and  if  the  dragon  gets  up,
 the  world  will  be  shaken  But  there  are  not
 only  the  Chinese  in  the  world  ;  there  are
 other  people  also  in  the  world,  and  that
 is  forgotten,

 The  great,  historical  quatation  of  Lenin
 is  forgotten,  Tle  had  =  said  that  the  Soviet
 Union  shall  begin  it,  China  shall  carry  is
 forward  but  India  shall  complete  it,  In
 that,  it  was  never  said  that  any  country  will
 have  the  particular  ‘ype  of  monolithic
 system,  It  was  only  said  that  victory  of
 the  poor  people  ia  the  world  shall  be  possible
 if  the  Soviet  Union,  the  land  mass  of  the
 Soviet  Union,  if  the  people  of  India  and  the
 people  of  China  stand  together  for  the
 ideals  of  peace,  anti-colonia'ism  and  for
 progressive  ideals  and  owlook  in  the  world,
 Who  broke  it  bai  th:  Chinese  inimerialists  ?
 They  are  the  Ciinese  imperialists  who  can
 shake  hands  with  rulers  of  Hindu  kingdoms,
 who  can  shake  hands  with  the
 monstrous  Yahya  Khia  who  is  worse
 than  Hider,  Stala  talked  of  communism,
 but  that  great  Chinese  leader  who  goes
 trading  in  Hong  Kong  talks  of  colonialism  !
 What  is  happening  in  Macao  where  the
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 worst  stinking  corruption  takes  place  ?  That
 is  the  idealism  of  what  they  say  and  what
 they  do.

 I  think  this  growth  of  Indo-Soviet
 friendship  is  a  growth  from  our  pre-freedom
 days.  It  is  a  growth  which  is  possible
 because  of  the  fact  of  Soviet  support  to  us  in
 Kashmir,  {it  has  tecn  possible  to  us  because
 of  Soviet  support  to  us  on  the  issue  of  our
 borders  with  China,  It  is  a  growth  which
 is  possible  because  in  the  public  sector
 growth  in  India,  the  Soviet  Union  has  come
 out  with  massive  aid,

 May  I  ask  these  friends,  whenever  it
 has  been  a  question  of  India  bcing  armed,
 we  could  not  get  arms  because  of  our
 policy  of  non-alignment,  We  could  not  pay
 hard  currency.  It  was  the  Soviet  Union  wish
 came  out  and  gave  us  not  the  type  of  know-
 how  by  which  you  have  got  to  go  back  to
 the  master  again  and  again,  but  the  type  of
 knowhow  where  factories  will  be  installed
 in  India,  aircraft  fac  ories  and  other  factories
 to  make  India  self-reliant  in  the  matter  of
 defence.  Why  should  we  not  be  happy  and
 be  proud  of  the  fact  that  it  was  yesterday,
 the  great  day  of  the  August  revolution,  that
 the  treaty  was  signed  between  us  and  the
 Soviet  Union,  by  which  we  have  told  the
 world,  ‘Look  here  ;  do  not  think  India  is
 isulated,””>  On  the  issue  of  Bangla  Desh,
 the  peoples  of  the  world  have  supported  us,
 More  than  200  Members  of  Parliament  in
 Great  Britain  supported  us.  The  Amerizan
 Senate  went  on  record  in  support  of  us  ;
 and  President  Nixon  continues  to  go  on
 sending  arms  aid,  clandestintely  and  openly,
 and  every  time  we  have  been  told  it  is  not
 so,  That  is  why  there  is  no  credence
 possible  of  American  credibility.

 Why  is  it  that  yesterday  when  this
 announcement  was  made,  everybody  was
 happy  with  it?  Because,  as  a  great  theore-
 tican  said,  foreign  policy  is  an  expression
 of  the  inner  urge  to  progress.  What  is  our
 national  policy  today  2  it  is  garibi  hatao,
 the  national  policy  of  strength  which  was
 demonstrated  by  two  million  people  who
 were  marching  on  the  streets  of  Delhi  yester-
 day,  a  grcat  duy  wh:ch  has  given  us  strength.

 I  wish  to  say  further  that  our  foreign
 policy,  so  ably  piloted  by  our  Foreign

 Minister,  has  brought  India  and  USSR
 closer  together,  and  it  does  not  threaten
 anybody’s  boundaries,  it  is  with  in  the  limits
 of  non-alignment,  it  is  a  treaty  of  peace,
 it  is  for  the  growth  of  peace  in  the  world.

 I  would  like,  however,  to  suggest  some
 minor  changes  in  our  foreign  policy.  One
 is  recognition  of  the  German  Democratic
 Republic.  I  consider  the  recognition
 of  the  German  Democratic  Republic
 symbol  of  the  progress  of  the  country
 itself.  Tine  more  reactionary  a  country,  the
 more  away  it  is  from  recognition  of  GDR,
 The  more  a  country  moves  towards  socialism,
 the  nearer  it  gets  to  recognition  of  GDR.
 We  should  uot  be  influenced  by  Dollar
 imperialism  or  Western  imperialism  which
 tries  indirectly  to  influence  our  foreign
 policy,  Today  India  has  stood  up  as
 never  before.  Yesterday  on  the  streets  of
 Delhi  people  from  the  whole  of  the  country
 have  given  a  warning  to  the  yahoos  of
 Pakistan  that  the  Indian  border  shall
 not  be  touched,  that  Bangla  Desh  shall  be
 sovereign  and  free.  We  siall  achieve  this
 purpose  which  his  always  been  before  us,
 The  people  of  India  will  win.

 श्री  अटल  बिहारी  वाजपेयी  (ग्वालियर)  :

 उपाध्यक्ष  महोदय,  भारत  सरकार  और  सोवियत

 रूस  के  बीच  में  शान्ति,  मित्रता  और  सहयोग
 की  जो  सन्धि  हुई  है,  मैं  उस  का  स्वागत  करने

 के  लिए  खड़ा  हुआ  हूं

 मैं  सन्धि  का  स्वागत  करता  हूं  क्‍योंकि

 यह  सन्धि  हमें  एक  मित्र  प्रदान  करती  है--ऐसा
 मित्र,  जिस  पर  विश्वास  क्रिया  जा  सकता  है,

 ऐसा  मित्र,  जो  श्राप  वक़्त  में  हम.रे  काम  आ

 सकता  है

 हमारी  विदेश  नीति  के  अकुशल  संचालन  ने

 भारत  को  मित्र-बदीन  बनाने  में  कोई  कसर  नहीं

 छोड़ी  है  |  जब  जब  भारत  के  भाग्याकाश  पर

 बाहरी  संकट  की  काली  घटायें  घिरी  हैं,  जब  जब

 हमें  आपका  का  सामना  करना  पड़ा  है,
 जब  जब  हमारा  सीमाये  संकटापन्न  हुई  हैं,  हम

 ने  अपने  को  एक की  पाया  है,  हम  ने  अपने  को

 अकेला  पाया  है  ।
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 9624  जब  चीन  ने  हमारी  प्रभुसत्ता
 को  चुनौती  दी,  हमें  बाशिगटन  के  दरवाजा  पर
 दस्तक  देनी  पड़ी  ।  965  में  हमें  सोवियत  रूस
 की  ओर  समर्थन  के  लिए  देखना  पड़ा।  दोनों

 महाशक्तियों  ने  हमारी  कठिनाई  का  लाभ  उठाने
 का  प्रयत्न  किया ।  अमरीका  ने  कश्मीर  के  सवाल
 पर  हम  पर  अनुचित  दबाव  डालने  की  कोशिश
 की  ।  सोवियत  रूस  ने  965  की  लड़ाई  के
 बाद  हमें  ताशकंद  का  समझौता  करने  के  लिए
 विवश  किया।  लड़ाई  के  मैदान  भें  हमने  जो

 विजय  पाई,  वह  ताशकंद  की  टेबल  पर  बैठ  कर

 हार  गये  ।  हम  युद्ध  में  जीत  गये,  लेकिन  शान्ति
 में  पराजित  हो  गये  t

 हमें  मित्रों  की  आवश्यकता  है,  संकट  के
 समय  काम  आने  वाले  सहयोगियों  की

 आवश्यकता  है  1  हम  स्वावलम्बी  नहीं  हैं।

 स्वाधीनता  के  तेईस  वर्ष  बाद  भी  हम  भारत

 को  अपने  पैरों  पर  खड़ां  नहीं  कर  सके  हैं।
 ओर  केवल  हमें  क्‍यों,  आज  रूस  को  नौ  मित्रों  की

 आवश्यकता  है।  आज  अमेरिका  को  भी  सह-
 योगियों  की  ग्रावश्यक्रता  है।  यह  संधि  अगर

 हमें  एक  सच्चा  मित्र  प्रदान  करती  है  तो  उस
 की  स्वागत  किया  जाना  चाहिए।

 मैं  इस  संधि  का  इसलिए  भी  स्वागत  करता

 हूँ  क्यों  कि  यह  सूची  पाकिस्तान  के  आक्रामक
 इरादों  को  पस्त  करती  है।  अनेक  दिनों  से  हम

 याहू या  खां  की  धमकियां  सुन  रहे  हैं।  धमकियां
 उनसे  सुनते  हमारे  कान  पक  गए  1  हस  से  यह
 भी

 पा
 जाता  रहा  है  कि  पाकिस्तान  अकेला

 नहीं  है।  बंगला  देव  को  बहाना  बना  कर  हमारी

 सीमाओं  को  हमले  का  निशाना  बनाया  जा  रहा
 यह  संधि  पाकिस्तान  के  आक्रामक  इरादों

 कि
 फेरने  में  कामयाब

 .  हो
 सकती  है  t

 बाद  का  सुनार  00  चोटे  करता  रहा

 7

 1  इस
 सधी

 के  रूप  में  नई  दिल्ली  के  लोहार
 ऐक  चोट  मारी  |  सचमुच  यह  नहले  पर  दहला
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 है।  अगर  ठीक  कहना  चाहें  तो  यह  इस्लामाबाद

 के  गुलाम  पर  नई  दिल्‍ली  को  बेगम  है

 उपाध्यक्ष  महोदय,  इस  संधि  का  मैं  इसलिए

 भी  स्व,गत  करता  हूं  क्‍योंकि  संधि  भारत

 और  पा क्रिस्तान  के  किसी  भी  संभावित  झगड़े
 में  चीन  के  हस्तक्षेप  और  शरारत  को  रोकने  में,
 उस  पर  अंकुश  लगाने  में,  कारगर  हो
 सकती  है।

 जब  कभी  भारत  और  पाकिस्तान  में

 तनातनी  होती  है  चीन  मौके  का  फायदा  उठाना

 चाहता  है,  पाकिस्तान  की  पीठ  थपथपा  कर

 हमारे  लिए  कठिनाइयां  पैदा  करना  चाहता  है  1

 965  मैं  चीन  ने  ऐसा  ही  किया  |  इस  समय

 भो  जब  बंगला  देश  में  इस्लामाबाद  का  सैनिक

 शासन  नर-संहार  कर  रहा  है,  मानवों  के  रक्त

 की  होली  खेल  रहा  है,  अत्याचार  और  प्र न्याय

 की  पराकाष्ठा  कर  रहा  है,  पैकिंग  केवल

 इस्लामाबाद  के  साथ प्र  म॒  की  पींगें  बढ़ा  रहा  है,

 बल्कि  उस  को  अत्याचार  करने  के  लिए  प्रोत्साहन

 भी  दे  रहा  है।  यह  संधि  चीन  के  लिए  भी  इस

 बात  का  संकेत  है  कि  भारत  और  पाकिस्तान  के

 झगड़े  का  लाभ  उठाने  का  उस  का  प्रयत्न  अब

 पूरी  तरह  सफल  नहीं  होने  दिया  जायगा।

 मैं  इस  संधि  का  इसलिए  भी  स्वागत  करता

 हूं  क्योंकि  इस  सं  घ  के  पहले  अनुच्छेद  में  कहा

 गया  है  मैं  उद्धव  त  करना  चाहता  हूं---“  प्रत्येक  पक्ष

 दूसरे  पक्ष  की  स्वतंत्रता  प्रभु मत्त।  और  क्षेत्रीय

 रखता  का  सम्मान  करेगा  तथा  दूसरे  के

 आंतरिक  मामलों  में  हस्तक्षेप  नही  करेगा  rad

 यह  बात  अभी  तक  मौखिक  रूप  से  कही

 जाती  रही  है।  लेकिन  इस  के  बाबजूद  सोवियत

 रूस  द्वारा  भारत  के  आंतरिक  मामलों  में  दखल

 देने  की  घटनाएं  होती  रही  हैं  3  अभी  डी.  एम.

 के.  के  हमारे  मित्र  श्री  मनोहर  ने  सोवियत  रूस

 में  प्रकाशित  उन  नक्शों  का  उल्लेख  किया  जिन
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 [श्री  अटल  विहारी  वाजपेयी |

 में  हमारा  भू-भाग  चीन  का  भू-भाग  दिखलाया

 गया  है  -  कई  वार  नई  दिल्‍ली  द्वार  याद  दिलाने

 के  बाद  भी  वह  नक्शे  न  तो  बदले  गए  न  वापस

 लिए  गए  यद्यपि  यह  आश्वासन  हमें  मिला  है
 कि  उन  नक्शों  पर  विचार  किया  जायगा।  मुझे
 विश्वास  है  कि  अपने  को  इस  लिखित  संधि  में

 बांधने  के  वाद  सोवियत  रूस  इस  तरह  के  नक्शे

 प्रकाश्ति  नहीं  करेगा  और  जो  नक्शे  प्रकाशित

 किए  हैं  उन्हें  वापस  लेगा  ।

 मैं  यह  भी  आशा  करता  हू  फि  मास्को

 रेडियो  और  रेडियो  पीस  ए  ना  प्रोग्रेस  स  भविष्य  में

 भारत  के  अंदरूनी  मामलों  में  किसी  तरह  का

 दखल  नहीं  देगें  -  रूम  में  रेडियो  सरकार  का

 उपकरण  हैं  ।  रेडियो  जो  कुछ  बोलता  है  वह
 सरकार  की  नीति  को  प्रतिबिम्बित  करता  है

 हमारे  देश  भें  लोक  तंत्र  है  in  लोक  तंत्र  में  मतभेद

 स्वाभाविक  है  1  रूप  को  इस  बात  की  इजाजत

 नहीं  दी  जा  सकती  कि  किसी  को  प्रतिक्रियावादी

 कहे,  किसी  को  प्रगतिशीलता  के  शिखर  पर

 पहुंचाए  गद्दारों  का  अभिनन्दन  करे  और

 देशभक्तों  की  निन्दा  करे  ।

 मैं  च!हता  हुं  कि यह  वात  सोवियत  विदेश

 मंत्री  स ेसाफ  होती  चाहिए  कि  मास्को  रेडियो

 और  रेडियो  पीस  एन्ड  प्रोग्राम  द्वारा  भारत  के

 अंदरूनी  मामलों  में  दखल  नेता  बन्द  किया

 जायेगा  ।

 हमें  बुरा  भला  कहने  के  लिए  घान  मंत्री

 ही  कफी  हैं।  उस  के  लिए  मास्को  की  सहायता

 की  आवश्यकता  नही  है।  हमारे  विरुद्ध  जो  कुछ

 कहा  जाता  है  और  सारे  देश  में  फैलाने  के  लिए

 आल  इंडिया  रेडियो  पर्याप्त  है।  उस  के  लिए

 मास्को  रेडियो  था  रेडियो  पीस  ऐंड  प्रो  स  की

 मदद  की  जरूरत  नहीं  है  1

 कल  प्रधान  मंत्री  ने  कांग्रेस  पार्टी  द्वारा

 आयोजित  एक  रैली  में  भाषण  दिया।  वह
 रैली  कोई  सरकारी  रैली  नहीं  थी  ।  राज्य  द्वारा

 आयोजित  कोई  रैली  नहीं  थी  |  लेकिन  उसके

 बाद  भी  आल  इडिया  रेडियो  ने  उनके  भाषण

 को  रेडियो  पर  दुहराया,  टेलीविजन  पर

 दिखलाया  1  मैं  जानना  चाहता  हूं  क्या  यह

 अवसर  विरोधी  दलों  के  नेताओं  को  भी  दिया

 जायगा  ?  सरकार  और  सत्तारूढ़  दल  के  बीच

 में  कोई  लक्ष्ण  रेखा  है  या  नहीं  Poss

 (व्यवधान )  '  "कोई  रेखा  नहीं  है।  कल  उस

 लक्ष्मण  रेखा  का  उल्लंघन  कर  दिया  गया ।

 DR.  HENRY  AUSTIN  (Ernakulim):  In
 a  democracy  all  the  policiss  are  enunciated
 at  the  party  meetings.  That  is  the  demo-
 cratic  way  of  functioning.

 श्री  अटल  बिहारी  वाजपेयी  :  उपाध्यक्ष

 महोदय,  मैं  आशा  करता  हूं  कि  सोवियत  रूस

 हमारे  अंदरूनी  मामलों  में  दखल  नहीं  देगा
 उसके  अंदरूनी  मामलों  में  हम  दखल  देंगे  इसका
 तो  सवाल  पैदा  ही  नहीं  होता  ।

 इस  संधि  में  एक  बात  यह  भी  कही  गई  है
 कि  जिन  देशों  के  बीच  में  यह  संधि  की  जा  रही

 है  वह  अन्य  देशों  के  साथ  ऐसा  कोई  समझौता

 नहीं  करेंगे  जो  एक  दूसरे  के  दिनों  को  हानि

 पहुंचाने  वाला  हो  >  इसके  साथ  ही  एक  बात

 और  कही  गई  डे मैं  उद्धत  करना  चाहता  हैं--

 “प्रत्येक  महान  संविदाकारी  पक्ष  वचनबद्ध

 है  कि  वह  किसी  तीसरे  पक्ष  को,  जो  महान
 संविदाकारी  पक्ष  के  दूसरे  पक्ष  के  ष्स्द्ध  सशस्त्र
 संघर्ष  में  लगा  हो,  किसी  प्रकार  की  सहायता  नहीं
 देगा  1

 मैं  जानना  चाहता  हूं  इस  संधि  की  व्य  या
 के  अनुसार  आज  भारत  और  पाकिस्तान  के
 बीच  में  सशस्त्र  संघर्ष  की  स्थिति  है  यः  नहीं  ?

 बीच  में  सोवियत  रूस  ने  पाकिस्तान  को  हथियार
 दिये  थे  :  यह  जानते  हुए  हथियार  दिए  थे  कि
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 पाकिस्तान  उन  हथियारों  का  प्रयोग  भारत  के

 विरुद्ध  करेगा  ।  आज  भी  हमारे  और  पाकिस्तान
 के  बीच  में  सशस्त्र  संघर्ष  की  स्थिति  है।
 काश्मीर  का  एक  भाग  पाकिस्तान  के  कब्ज  में

 है  t  पाकिस्तान  आक्रमण  पर  आमादा  है।  क्‍या

 सोवियत  रूस  को  यह  स्थिति  मान्य  है  ?  क्‍या

 हम  यह  सम  लें  कि  भविष्य  में  सोवियत  रूस

 द्वारा  पाकिस्तान  को  शस्त्र  नहीं  दिए  जाएगे  ?
 मैं  तो  संधि  का  यही  अर्थ  समझता  हूं  लेकिन  मैं
 विदेश  मंत्री  के  मुख  से  सुनना  चाहता  हूँ

 उपाध्यक्ष  महोदय,  इस  विवाद  में  कल  से  चर्चा
 चल  रही  है  कि  यह  संधि  नान-एलीमेंट  के
 चौखटे  में  आती  है  या  नहीं  जाती  है।  क्‍या

 नान-एलाइनमेंट  कोई  पूजा  को  वस्तु  है  ?  क्‍या

 नान-एलाइनमैंट  कमी--कांड  है?  क्या  नान-

 एलाइनमैंट  कोई  नया  मजह ब  है  ?  अगर  देश  के

 हित  में  नान-एलाइनमेंट  को  होती  नहीं  है  तो
 उस  में  परिवर्तन  करने  में  संकोच  नहीं  होना

 चाहिए  अगर  नान-एलाइनमैंट  मरता  है  तो
 मुझे  खुशी  नहीं  होगी  और  अगर  जीवित  रहता
 है  तो  में  मातम  नहीं  बनाऊंगा।
 (व्यवधान  )

 उपाध्यक्ष  महोदय,  समय  की  कोई  सीमा

 नहीं  है  ।  मैं  दल  का  दृष्टिकोण  रख  रहा  हूं  |

 सररे  आप  सोच  में  घंटी  बजाएंगे  तो  कैसे  काम
 चलेगा.  ?

 cone
 DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  It  is  not

 Fis,  ‘
 'o  say  that  there  is  no  time  limit.

 murs  have  been  allotted  and  out  of
 your  party  gets  AL  minutes.

 SHRI  ATAL  BIHARL  VAJPAYEE:  How ca  a an  |
 Speak  on  such  an  important  subject ‘L  minutes  ?

 lo  MR.  DEPUTY--SPEAKER:  So,  |  want

 ce.
 helpful  and  accommodating.  i  know

 ue
 MVE  a  point.  So,  I  will  give  you  five Te  minutes.
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 श्री  श्रवन  विहारी  वाजपेयी  :  उपाध्यक्ष  जी,

 आपने  बड़े  बेमौके  घन्टी  बजाई  ॥

 ऐसा  लगता  है  कि  हमारा  नान-एलाईन-

 मेरठ  ब्रिटेन  की  मोहानी  की  तरह  से  है  जिस

 क्षण  ब्रिटेन  का  राजा  या  रानी  मरते  हैं,  उसी

 क्षण  नया  राजा  या  रानी  जीवित  हो  जाते  हैं  --

 किंग  इज  डेड,  लौंग  लिव  दी  किंग  इस  संधि

 के  वाद  मैं  कहना  चहता  हूं  ना नए लाइन-
 मेंन्स  इज  डेड,  लौंग  लिव  नान-एलाईनमैन्ट  !

 विदेश  मंत्री  ने  भाना  है  कि  नान-एलाइस-
 कमेन्ट  की  नीति  के  अन्तर्गत  बदलती  हुई  दुनियां
 की  परिस्थितियों  के  अनुसार  परिवर्तन  हो  सकते

 हैं।  ऐसा  लगता  है  हमारा  नान-एलाइनमप्रेन्ट

 स्पीसीस  पक्षी  की  तरह  से  है  जो  अपनी  चिता

 में  से  फिर  जिन्दा  हो  कर  खड़ा  हो  जाता है ।

 मैंने  कहा  है।  सरकार  नान-एलाइनमेन्ट  की  बात

 करे,  मुझे  आपत्ति  नहीं  है,  लेकिन  नान-एलाइस-

 कमेन्ट  एक  नीति  है,  सिद्धान्त  नहीं  है।  नान-

 एलाइनमेन्ट  एक  साधन  है,  साध्य  नहीं  है,  एक

 मार्ग  है,  मन्ज़िल  नहीं  है  नान-एलाइनमेन्ट  देश

 के  लिये  है,  देश  नान-एलाइनमेन्ट  के  लिये  नहीं

 है  I

 उपाध्यक्ष  जी,  दुनिया  की  स्थिति  तेजी  से

 बदल  रही  wa  विचारधाराओं  के  आधार

 पर  विदेश  नीति  का  निधरिण  नहीं  होता,  अब

 नंगे  स्वार्थों  के  आधार  पर  मित्रसम्बन्धों  का

 निश्चय  हो  रहा है

 श्री  क.  ना.  तिवारी  (चेतिया)  :  मैने  अख़बार

 में  पढ़ा  है  कि  आप  ने  तो  इस  का  स्वागत  क्या

 है  1

 श्री  अटल  बिहारी  बाजपेयी:  मुश्किल  यह

 है  कि  तिवारी  जी  आधा  अखबार  पढ़ते  हैं,  आघा

 छोड़  देते  हैं  ।

 उपाध्यक्ष  जी,  चीन  कम्युनिज्म  को  मानने

 वाला  है,  अमरीका  लोकतस्त्रबादी  है--दिनों
 निकट  आ  इन्हीं



 27  EA.  Minister’s  Statement  on  AUGUST  10,  1971  Indo-Soviet  Treaty  (Mosn.)  272

 श्री  श्रुति  नाहाठा  (वाइ मेर)  :  दोनों  ही

 गलत  हैं।  न  वह  ॒कम्युनिस्ट  हैं,  न  वहू  लोक-

 ताओवादी  है  1

 श्री  अटल  बिहारी  वाजपेयी  :  मुझे  लगता

 है  कि  दुनिया  में  ना हा ठटा  जी  के  अलावा  कोई

 कम्यूनिस्ट  और  लोकततन्‍्त्रवादी  बचा  नहीं  है  |

 श्री  स्वर्ण  सिह :  और  वाजपेयी  जी  के

 अलावा  कोई  समाजवादी  नहीं  है  1

 श्री  अटल  बिहारी  वाजपेयी  :  मैंने  समाज-

 वाद  का  नाम  भी  नहीं  लिया  है  1

 उपाध्यक्ष  जी,  इस  परिस्थिति  में  विचार-

 धारायें  गौण  हो  गई  हैं  और  ग्रसने  अपने  देश  के

 हितों  का  संरक्षण  और  संवर्धन  हो  प्रमुख  हो
 गया  है  -  चीन  और  अमरीका  निकट  श्र  रहे  हैं,

 दूसरी  ओर  रूस  को  भी  मित्रों  की  आवश्यकता

 है।  विदेश  नी.  यर  जो  चर्चा  हुई  थी  उसमें

 मैंने  कहा  था  कि  पिण्ड,  पीकिंग  और  वाशिंगटन

 के  बीच  में  जो  त्रिकोण  बन  रहा  है  इसका  एक

 कोर  मास्को  की  तरफ  है  और  दूसरा  कोण

 भारत  की  तर  है  यह  नितान्त  स्वाभाविक  है
 कि  हम  और  रूस  निकट  आयें  लेकिन  हमें  इस

 बात  को  सोच  कर  निकट  कराने  का  प्रयत्न  करना

 चाहिये  कि  केवल  हमें  ही  रूस  की  आवश्यकता

 नहीं  है,  अब  रूस  को  भी  हमारी  आवश्यकता

 है  |  यह  अ्रनुभूति  होगी  तभी  हम  बराबरी  के

 आधार  पर  भिनकता  के  सम्बन्धों  का  निर्धारण

 कर  सकेंगे  ।  हमें  प्रित्रता  चाहिए,  पिछलग्गू पन
 नहीं  ।  हम  किसी  देश  के  उपग्रह  के  रूप  में

 जीवित  रहें  यह  हम  रे  भवितव्य  में  नहीं  है  1

 काश्मीर  से  लेबर  कन्याकुमारी  तक  फैला  हुआ
 विशाल  भूखण्ड,  55  करोड़  जनता,  प्राकृतिक

 साधनों  से  भरपुर  धरती,  एकम  हान  इतिहास--
 भारत  विश्व  में  एक  महाशक्ति  के  रूप  में  उदित

 होने  के  लिए  पैदा  हुआ  है  कौर  दुनिया  के  किसी

 भी  देश  से  हम  दोस्त।  का  हाथ  मिलायें,  उसका

 आधार  बराबरी  होना  चाहिये,  उनका  आधार

 पिछलग्गू पन  नहीं  हो  सकता  |

 मैं  कुछ  प्रश्न  पूछ  कर  समाप्त  करूंगा  |

 इस  संधि  के  वाद  कुछ  प्रश्न  उठते  हैं  और  मैं

 चाहूंगा  कि  विदेश  मंत्री  बड़ी  सफाई  के  साथ  इन

 का  उत्तर  दें  ।  क्या  यह  संधि  बंगला  देश  के.

 मामले  में  हमें  कोई  एक-तरफा  फैसला  करने  से

 रोकती  है  ?  एक  तरफा  शब्द  मेरा  नहीं  है--

 विदेश  मंत्री  महोदय  ने  कांग्रेस  पालियमिन्द्री
 पार्टी  की  बैठक  में  विदेश  यात्रा  से  लौटने  के

 बाद  कहा  था--अगर  दुनिया  के  देश  हमारा

 साथ  नहीं  देंगे  तो  हमें  कोई  यूनीलेट्रल  कार्यवाही

 करनी  पड़ेगी  ।  क्या  इस  संधि  के  बाद  वह
 स्थिति  कायम  हैं  ?  क्‍या  इस  संधि  के  बाद  भी

 बंगला  देश  को  मान्यता  देने  के  सवाल  पर  हम

 आगे  बढ  सकते  हैं  ?  क्‍या  सोवियत  रूस  इसमें

 बाधक  बनेगा  ?  अगर  बाधक  नहीं  हितो  मैं

 चाहूंगा  कि  सरकार  बंगला  देश  को  मान्यता

 देकर  दिखाये  कि  इस  संधि  के  कारण  उस  पर

 कोई  ऐस।  बन्धन  नहीं  लगा  हूँ  जो  हमारी  प्रभु-
 सत्ता  को  सीमित  करता  है  |

 उपाध्यक्ष  जी,  मुझे  ताज्जुब  हुआ,  सोवियत

 रूस  के  विदेश  मंत्री  अभी  भी  बंगला  देश  की

 समस्या  के  राजनीतिक  रामाधीन  की  बात  कर

 रहे  हैं।  कैसा  राजनीतिक  समाधान  ?  याहया
 खां  ने  सारे  राजनीतिक  समाधानों  के  लिये

 दावा  बन्द  कर  लिये  हैं।  अवामी  लीग  के  79

 पार्लियामेन्ट  के  मेम्बरों  को  अयोग्य  घोषित  कर

 दिया  गया  है  ।  अवामी  लीग  गैर  कानूनी  है,

 शेख  मुजीबुर्रहमान  पर  मुकदमा  चलने  वाला

 है,  उनकी  जान  खतरे  में  है।  इस  संधि  पर  चर्चा

 का  जब  विदेश  मंत्री  जवाब  दें  तो  हम  चाहेंगे

 कि  सोवियत  रूस  के  दिमाग  में  बंगला  देश  की

 समस्या  का  जो  पोलिटिकल  सॉल्यूशन  है,  उसका

 स्वरूप  श्रेया  है,  वह  राजनीतिक  हल  वहां  कसे  लागू
 किया  जायगा  कौर  अगर  याह या  खां  राजनीतिक
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 हल  नहीं  मानते  तो  उन  पर  दवाव  डालने  के

 लिये  भारत  क्‍या  करेगा  और  भारत  की  मदद  के

 लिये  सोवियत  रूस  क्या  करेगा--इस  पर  भी
 प्रकाश  डालें

 दूसरा  सवाल--क्या  यह  संधि  सारत  को
 एटम-बम  के  निर्माण  करने  का  फैसला  करने  से

 रोकती  है  ?  हम  बनायें  या  न  बनायें,  यह  फैसला

 हमारा  होगा,  लेकिन  क्या  यह  संधि  हमें  ऐसा
 करने  से  रोकती  है  ?  देश  के  हित  और  शान्ति
 की  रक्षा  का  तकाजा  है  कि  भारत  को  अरा
 अस्त्रों  का  निर्माण  करना  चाहिये  |  क्‍या  इसके
 लिये  हमें  मास्को  कैथरीन  सिगनल  बी  जरूरत

 होगी  ?  जो  निर्णय  नई  दिल्‍ली  में  होना  चाहिये,
 क्या  वह  मास्को  में  लिये  जायेंगे  ?

 तीसरा  प्रशन--इस  संधि  के  आर्टीकल  7  में

 कहा  गया  है--महान  संविदा कारी  पक्ष  विज्ञान,

 कला,  साहित्य  शिक्षा,  जन-स्वास्थ्य,  प्रैस,

 रेडियो,  टेलीविजन,  सिनेमा,  पर्यटन  और  खेल

 के  क्षेत्रों  में  आपसी  सम्बन्ध  एवं  सम्पर्क  को  और

 अधिक  विकसित  करेंगे।”'

 क्या  इसका  अर्थ  यह  है  कि  इन  सभी  क्षेत्रों
 में  सोवियत  रूस  को  छा  जाने  की  पूरी  छूट  दी

 जायगी  ?  क्‍या  इसका  अर्थ  यह  है  कि  इन  सभी

 क्षेत्रों  में  सोवियत  रूस  के  सलाहकार  करायेंगे

 श्री  स्वर्ण  सह  :  आप  यू.  एस.  एस.  आर.

 भेजना  चाहें  तो  भेज  सकते  हैं  ।

 श्री  अटल  बिहारी  वाजपेयी:  यहां  बड़ी

 बड़ी  बातें  कहने  से  क्रोध  फायदा  नहीं  है।  मैं
 आप

 से  प्रदान  पूछ  रहा  हुं  और  चहता  हूं  कि

 आप  गंभीरता  से  उत्तर  दें  ।  जिन  देशों  के  साथ

 सोवियत  रूस  ने  इस  तरह  की  संधि  की  है,  वहां
 रश्यिन  एडवाइज्टड  की  फौज  की  फौज  जाती  हैं,
 क्या  अन्य  देशों  के  अनुभवों  से हम  कोई  लाभ

 नहीं  उठा  सकते  |  मैं  जानना  चाहता  हूं  कि  यह
 जो  घारा  रखी  गई  है,  इसका  क्‍या  अर्थ  है  ?
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 कोई  इस  बात  से  इन्कार  नहीं  कर  सकता

 कि  यह  सन्धि  हमें  सहारा  देती  हैँ,  मगर  सहारा

 हमारा  स्वभाव  नहीं  बनना  चाहिये।  बैसाखी

 कभी  कभी  मदद  के  लिये  ठीक  है,  लेकिन

 बैसाखी  पांव  की  जगह  नहीं  ले  सकती  |  आज

 हम  अकेले  हैं,  संकटग्रस्त  हैं,  आज  हम  पर

 आक्रमण  का  खतरा  हूँ,  इस  लिये  हमें  मित्रों  की

 आवश्यकता  है,  लेकिन  इस  मित्रता  और  सन्धि

 का  परिणाम  यदि  यह  होता  है  कि  हम  अभाव-

 धान  हो  जायें,  भारत  को  स्वावलम्बी  बनाने  का

 अपना  संकल्प  छोड़  दें,  अपने  पेरों  पर  खड़े  होने
 के  लिये  कुछ  न  करें,  तो  यह  संधि  हमारे  लिये

 संकट  का  कारण  बनेगी  यह  तात्कालिक  दृष्टि
 से  ठीक  है,  मगर  इसका  लाभ  उठा  कर  हमें
 प्रयत्न  करना  चाहिये  कि  एक  स्वावलम्बी,
 स्वाभिमानी  ,  सर्व प्रभुता  सम्पन्न  भारत  की  रचना

 करें।  यदि  हम  ऐसे  भारत  की  रचना  कर  सके

 मौर  उसके  लिये  ऐसे  भारत  की  रचना  का

 संकल्प  अपने  मन  में  जगा  सके  तो  यह  संधि

 हमारे  लिये  सहायक  हो  सकती  है,  अन्यथा  यह
 घातक  भी  हो  सकती  है।

 hrs.

 SHRI  KRISHNA  MENON  (Trivandrum):
 Mr,  Deputy-Speaker,  Sir,  the  House  has
 before  it  the  text  of  the  Trealy  concluded
 between  the  Governmen'  of  India  and  the
 Government  of  the  Union  of  Soviei  Socialist
 Republics.  There  is  also  a  siatement  from
 our  distinguished  Foreign  Minister  the  pur-
 pose  of  which  is  to  inform  Parliament  and,
 I  presume,  to  inform  public  opinion  also.

 If  |  may  say  so  by  way  of  introduction,
 if  euphoria  and  statesmanship  do  not  go
 together,  it  is  vitally  important  that  we  do
 not  mix  this  up  with  the  so-called  historic
 visit  of  Mr.  Kissinger  to  Peking  nor  should
 we  have  followed  up  Mr.  Kissinger  with  our
 own  Kissingers.  If  you  introduce  melo-
 drama  in  this,  we  cannot  match  the  melo-
 drama  of  people  who  play  with  people's  lives.

 5  hrs.

 [SHri  K.  N.  Tiwari  in  the  Chair]

 lwant  0  tell  the  Foreign  Minister
 seriously  one  thing.  He  must  have  been
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 (Shri  Krishna  Menon]

 perturbed  as  l  was  when  we  read  the  head-
 lines  in  newspapers  this  morning.  This
 treaty  is  a  Treaty  of  Peace,  Friendship  and
 Cooperation.  Practically,  everyone  of  our
 national  newspapers—they  would  not  like
 inspiration  from  this  Ministry  of  External
 Affairs—  comes  out  wiih  5-column  headlines
 On  the  security  pact  between  India  and
 Soviet  Union.  No  ore  would  regret  it  more
 than  the  Sovict  Union  and  the  Government
 of  India,  But  the  fact  is  that  even  at  this
 stage  the  public  education  on  this  matter
 has  become  inadequate  in  the  sense  that  our
 national  newspapers  should  come  out  and
 say  that  there  is  a  security  pact  between
 ourselves  and  the  Soviet  Union,  We  would
 then  justify  the  SEATO,  the  NATO  and  _  all
 that  and  abandon  the  very  basis  of  the
 existence  of  our  fcereign  policy,

 The  Foreign  Minister  has,  rightly,  said
 and  also  others  have  said  that  this  is  a
 land-mark  in  the  growth  of  India’s  foreign
 policy  or  history  of  India,  whatever  you
 may  call  it.  Buta  land-mark  means  the
 course  that  is  being  followed.  A  Jand-
 mark  is  not  something  that  descends  like
 a  man  from  heaven.  A  land-mark  mears
 apoint  that  is  reached  in  the  course  of  a
 journey  undertaken  over  a  period  of
 20-30  years,  even  the  pre-fndependence
 period.

 India  through  their
 who  then  sepresented

 the  people  of  India  as  a  whole  welconied
 Soviet  Resolution  ard  welcomed  the
 the  break-down  of  the  Czar  empire  and
 the  action,  at  that  time,  of  renouncing
 imperialism  and  the  proclamation  of
 equality  of  races  and  =  cquality  of  nations,
 From  that  time  onwards,  the  national
 mevenicnt  as  a  whole  has  not  owed  its
 ablicyiance  to  the  Sovict  Union,  as  is  some-
 times  suevested,  but  respected  and  under-
 stood  what  has  been  happening,

 The  pecple  of
 national  movement

 In  the  Congress  session  at  Lucknow,
 the  then  President  of  the  Congress,  Pandit
 Jawaharlal  Nehru,  devoted  8  considerable
 amount  of  the  tine  to  the  role  of  the  Soviet
 Union  and  the  impact  it  had  by  its  very
 existence  on  the  hicory  of  the  world,  Why
 Tsay  all  this  is  not  to  trush  up  my  know.
 ledge  of  history.  But  (o  say  and  look  upon

 it  as  though  something  new  happened
 yesterday  as  a  departure  from  our  policy
 and  raise  the  question  whether  non-
 alignment  is  or  is  not,  only  shows  perhaps
 an  inadequate  understanding  of  the  situa-
 tion,

 My  submission  is  that  every  attempt
 should  be  made  to  understand  this.  I  have
 no  doubt  that  if  the  Foreign  Minister  reads
 the  text  of  the  Treaty  itself,  it  will  be
 possible  for  his  official  machinery  and
 others  to  educate  the  public  property  on  this
 question,

 This  Treaty  is  a  Treaty  of  Peace,  Friend-
 ship  and  Cvoperation.  Friendship  isa
 bilateral  affair,  In  that  sense,  this  Treaty
 has  a  bilateral  aspect.  Peace  isa  world
 affairs  and  it  refers  to  international  relations,
 I,  therefore,  regret  to  see  in  the  first  two
 paragraphs  of  his  speech  of  yesterday  the
 reference  to  regions,  to  our  region,  and
 this  has  an  effect  of  creating  a  situation
 that  we  are  trying  to  find  some  antidote  to
 the  SEATO  complex:  that  is  (0  say,
 following  so  closely  upon  the  mysterious
 visit  of  Mr.  Kissinger,  we  take  an  extra-
 ordinary,  unusual,  step  of  sending  our  new
 Ambassador  to  that  country  to  negotiate  our
 relations.  Now  ihat  may  be  necessary.  But
 to  create  an  atmosphere  of  drama  about
 this  is  not  to  subserve  the  purposes  of  this
 treaty.  Although  I  can  say  that  that  does
 nol  in  the  slightest  degree  detract  from  my
 egard  for  the  achievement  that  it  represents

 also  |  want  !o  say  that  it  did  not  come
 about  just  yesterday.  This  was  being
 negotiated  fer  the  last  two  years  and  no
 one  knows  it  more  than  the  Foreign
 Minister  ;  and  what  is  more  is  that  this
 relation  between  the  Soviet  Union  and
 India  has  becn  made  possible  by  our
 attitude  during  the  pre-Independence  period
 also.  during  the  Post-Independence  period
 and  by  the  role  the  Government  of  India
 has  played  in  its  contribution  towards
 peace  in  the  world  whether  it  be  in  Korea
 or  in  Indo-China  or  in  Cyprus  ia  the  middle
 East  or  anywhere  cise,  where  it  has  demons-
 trated  to  the  world,  Soviet  Union  included,
 that  she  hus  a  considerably  effcciive  part
 to  play  in  the  world.  And  I  bear  witness
 to  the  fict  ihat  during  all  this  greater  part
 of  this  period  ७४९  had  the  highest  degree
 of  co  operanen  from  the  Sovict  Union,  not
 in  the  sense  of  our  saying  १०४  to  what
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 they  say  or  their  saying  ‘Yes’  to  what  we
 Say.  These  was  always  an  approach  _  which
 was  one  of  equality.  We  had  never  been
 a.client  State  of  the  Soviet  Union  in  inter-
 national  relations.  We  have  never  been
 told  how  to  vote  or  what  to  vote  for  and
 in  the  debate  on  the  Korean  affairs  and
 In  the  debate  on  the  Korean  rosolution, at  that  time  the  then  Soviet  representative
 more  or  less  said,  ‘We  better  mind  our
 Peace  and  views’  and  we  did.  We  voted
 Just  as  we  liked.  That  is  to  say  that  there
 has  been  no  attempt  to  interfere  and  cer-
 tainly  an  attempt  to  influence  just  as  we
 Make  to  influence  them.  There  is  no  dip-
 lomacy  unless  we  are  prapared  to  be
 influenced  by  somebody  else  also  because
 if  we  prevent  ideas  coming  into  our  mind
 and  by  shutting  the  doors  of  our  mind,  it
 IS  possible  for  us  to  escape  from  _  ourselves
 and  to  convey  our  feelings  to  other  people. It  is  essential,  therefore,  that  as  per  the
 law  of  diplomatic  relations  we  should
 acc3pt  the  fact  that  the  oiher  fellow  might
 have  something  to  say.

 I  need  hardly  say  that  I  welcome  this
 development  and  it  has  come  at  a  time
 when,  while  it  may  be  clogged  with  the
 Kissinger  Visit  and  the  unfortunate  testimony
 Of  the  importance  of  Nixon's  visit.  that  was
 expressed  in  this  Parliament  and  modified
 Soon  afterwards,  that  should  not  cloud  the
 Main  issue.  Nor  should  it  be  clouded  with
 the  issue  which  my  friend,  Mr.  R.  K,  Sinha,
 referred  to  as  2  million  or  5  million,  UC  do
 Not  know  how  you  count  the  people,
 According  to  him,  it  is.  Mr.  Vajpayee
 Says  it  is  about  10,000  peuple  there.
 Mr.  RK.  Sinha  will  say  that  there  were
 three  million  people.  Ll  would  say,  ‘‘I  don’t
 Know  because  I  was  not  there,  And  so  on.
 “ay  T  say  with  great  respect  without  being 'n  the  slightest  way  cynical,  that  there  have

 bore
 Occasions  in  history  when  there  had

 ieee  demonstra!
 ions  which  were

 f  whe
 ९

 by  events  which  al‘ogether  were  not

 them  cred  of  the  people  who  promoted

 demonstr  hiang  Kai-shek
 —Tremendous

 ion  just  before  his  departure  to

 the  wos  a
 million  people.  Same  was

 ime  renee
 of  the  Czar  of  Russia  at  the

 I9}5
 c

 ne
 3905  to  the  disasters  of  I94-

 in  sGhpont  hoe  recorded
 record  votes

 it  wae  por  ~  re
 Czar's  G.verament  and

 ching  :  Vit  the  people  at  that  time  weie them.  They  were  ceriainly  behind
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 They  remained  there  behind  them
 long  afterwards.  Therefore  it  is  very  un-
 fortunate  Members  of  the  Foreign
 Minister’s  Party  have  a  grca'er  degree  of
 responsibility  than  some  of  us  who  are  back-
 benchers,  because  they  represent  power,  and
 making  statements  of  this  kind  that  because
 there  is  a  tremendous  support,  therefore  this
 trer-v  is  effective  in  that  way,  would  take
 awty  from  its  importance.  It  is  far  too
 important  a  matter  to  be  talked  about  in  this
 way  or  to  troad  on  the  borns  of  party
 politics  in  this  way.

 them,

 Sir,  foreiga  policy  canaot  stand  ia  a
 Parliamentary  system  if  there  is  no.  a
 general  agreement,  —general  agreement  as
 represen’ed  by  our  professional  dissenter,  Mr,
 Vajpave:,  today.  There  must  be  this  degree
 of  agreement  in  regard  to  forcign  policy,
 —not  in  regard  to  ihe  various  items  of  the
 various  approaches.

 Now,  I  come  to  the  question  of  the
 Foreign  Minister,  I  may  request  the  House
 also  to  remember  that  this  is  not  the  first
 Treaty  we  have  signed  with  the  Soviet  Union.
 We:  have  signed  so  many  of  them,  whether
 they  are  culled  Treaties  or  otherwise.  But,
 taking  the  latest  one  for  example,  the  one  in
 1970,  in  respect  of  economic  relationship,
 what  has  happened  to  it?  Bec.iuse,  we  have
 got  the  machinery  of  bureaucracy  on  one
 side  and  a  degree  of  public  opinion
 represented  through  vested  interests,  who
 have......(Inferruption)

 SHIRL  PILOO  MODY  :  What  are  you
 saying  ?

 SHRL  SWARAN  SINGH  :  [am  saying,
 the  record  will  not  sho  v  that  you  are  naming
 him,

 SHRI  KRISHNA  MENON:  Mr.  Piloo
 Mody  is  not  ‘interested’  ;  he  is  not  ‘vested’,

 Anyway,  there  is  considerable  agreement
 for  a  considerable  volume  of  foreign  trade
 and  econdinic  development  ;  there  has  been
 growth  in  it,  but  it  has  dragged  its  fect  and
 has  noi  shown  the  progress  it  should,  be-
 cause  dynamism  has  not  gone  into  it,

 Now,  with  regard  to  aligament  and  non-
 aligninsnt,  Lam  not  going  to  be  drawn  iato



 279  E.A.  Minister's}  Statement  on  AUGUST  10,  97l  Indo-Soviet  Treaty  (Mosn.)  280

 {Shri  Krishna  Menon]

 discussion  of  definitions,  Somethings  cannot
 be  defined.  The  Foreign  Minister  is  a  very
 able  person,  and  outside  the  context  of  the
 House,  if  you  ask  him  to  define  a  horse,
 I  am  sure  he  cannot  define  it.

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  :  Not  even  a
 mule.

 SHRI  KRISHNA  MENON:  If  You
 defined  it  I  could  find  reasons  why  the
 definition  is  inaccurate.  If  he  is  asked  to
 define  an  elephant,  he  would  not  be  able
 to  define  it,  Yet,  one  does  not  say  that  he
 does  not  know  the  difference  between  an
 elephant  and  a  horse.  Therefore,  definitions
 are  not  necessary  for  this  purpose.  Every-
 body  knows  what  non-alignment  is,  not
 bring  pre-empted  to  war,  not  being  pre-
 empted  to  military  alliance,  and  what  is
 more,  the  independence  of  our  foreign
 policy,  a  factor  from  which  there  is  very
 considerable  departure  when  we  refuse,
 when  we  decline  the  GDR  and  _  so  on,  be-
 cause  of  other  foreign  influences.  And  there-
 fore  this  is  no  depariure  from  non-align-
 ment.  Now  at  least  we  have  found  a  friend,
 This  is  not  like  the  Americans  why  say,
 you  must  stand  up  and  be  counted  ;  »>ther-
 wise  you  are  not  with  us,  you  have  no
 affection  for  us.  Why  shoulu  we  take
 affection  in  this  way  ?

 Now,  there  has  been  no  evidence  in  the
 past  that  on  account  of  the  so-called  policy
 of  non-alignment  we  have  no_  understanding
 or  friendship  in  the  world.  Oo  the  contrary,
 we  have  been  able  to  contribute  a  great  deal
 to  the  development  of  peace  movement  as
 such,

 And  that  takes  me  on  to  the  paragraph
 here  which  deals  with  these  matters.  It  is
 not  merely  just  an  affirmation  of  friendship
 and  cooperation  when  it  says  ‘Both
 countries  commit  themselves  to  the  develop-
 ment  of  disarmament,  arms  control’  and  so
 on.  And,  Ithink,  to  the  extent  India  has
 signed  this  treaty,  it  is  perhaps  an  indication
 that  it  has  goi  out  of  the  trough  of  what
 muy  be  more  or  less  called  ‘isolation.’  That
 is  to  say,  during  the  last  6  or  7  years,  we
 have  made  very  little  contribution,  effective
 contribution,  towards  the  progress  of  dis-
 atmament  discussions,  It  is  also  perhaps  au

 indication  that  in  respect  of  _  scientific
 development,  particularly  in  the  field  of
 electronics  communications,  we  are  not
 likely  to  be  bound  down  by  any  particular
 part  of  the  world.  I  do  not  want  to  develop
 any  further  on  this.  It  is  very  important
 that  in  that  particular  context  of  space
 developments  communications  in  that  way,
 the  paragraph  here  dealing  with  cooperation
 and  technolegical  development  receives
 some  substance.  We  are  also  told  that  the
 assistance  given  to  athird  party  who  is
 inimical  to  us  would  be  3  hostile  act.
 Well,  how  this  works  out,  one  cannot  say  ;
 there  are  {00  many  countries  who  are  inimi-
 cal  at  any  one  time.  But,  it  is  a  commit-
 ment  on  the  part  of  each  of  us  to  resist
 any  country  that  threatens  war  against  us,
 the  recognition  for  the  first  time,  ina
 document  where  an  agreement  is  not  about
 war,  but  about  threat  of  war.

 The  United  Nations  has  been  trying  for
 the  last  5  years  to  define  aggression  ;  they
 have  not  been  able  to  do  so  ;  but,  at  the
 same  time,  everybody  knows  what  aggres-
 sion  is,  when  one  gets  it.  But  here,  we
 have  made  an  advance  in  saying,  not  only
 aggression,  but  a  threat  of  aggression.
 Doubtas  have  been  raised  by  Shri  K.
 Manoharan  and  Shri  Atal  Bihari  Vajpayee—
 it  is  not  my  business  to  answer  them,
 Government  will  answer  them  whether  the
 respect  for  the  territorial  integrity  of  India
 does  not  require  some  clarification.  Time
 and  again,  the  Soviet  Union  has  said  not
 only  in  Moscow  but  in  international  forums
 that  she  respects  the  frontiers  of  India.  So
 far  as  they  are  concerned,  there  is  no
 question  to  whom  Kashmir  belongs.  That
 is  to  say,  they  have  taken  the  view  that  it
 is  a  settled  question  and  they  co  not  want
 to  enter  into  it.  Unfortunately,  whatever
 miy  be  the  reasons,  half  of  our  territory  is
 occupied,  and  we  have  not  been  able  to
 get  its  evacuation.  That  is  another  matter.
 Therefore,  this  inust  be  put  on  one  side  in
 that  way.

 Then,  [  would  like  the  Minister  of
 External  Affairs  to  look  at  the  various  arti-
 cles  that  we  have  here  and  see  that  these
 articles  do  not  suffer  the  same  fate  as  some
 of  the  provisions  of  the  economic  and  cul-
 tural  treaties  and  that  greater  dynamism  is
 imparted  into  discussions  and  participa-
 tions  in  the  development  of  disarmament
 policies,  in  the  cooperation  in  regard  to
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 Speace  research  in  a  way  that  it  does  not
 get  diveried  into  other  channels,  I  am  not
 amused  by  the  fact  that  I  have  been  told
 that  the  UN  project  is  coming  and  so  on,  It
 I8  one  part  of  the  world  where  considerable
 development  has  taken  place,  and  we  should
 Participate  in  that.

 It  also  takes  us  to  the  question  of  some
 Courageous  revision  in  regard  to  the  non-
 Proliferation  treaty.  It  is  not  sufficient  for us  to  be  logical  about  this  non-proliferation
 treaty,  Ido  not  carry  the  House  with  me in  this  when  |  say  that  the  non-proliferation
 (realty  even  if  it  is  signed  is  an  advance
 towards  disarmament,  That  is  to  say,  if  the
 nuclear  weapons  were  spread  around  and
 everybody  had  them  including  every  gangster in  the  world,  then  the  world  would  be  ina
 very  difficult  situation.  So,  that  by  itself
 would  be  a  very  great  advance,  But  it  is
 Not  being  shaped  in  the  way  we  would  like

 Sint  eicloved.
 The  fault  is  largely  ours
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 deflect  from  the  freedom  that  we  have  or  the
 rights  that  we  have  to  establish  relations
 with  the  United  States,  China  or  with  Britain
 or  any  other  country.  In  fact,  as  the  Prime
 Minister  has  said,  this  perhaphs  would  assist
 us  in  a  way  to  develop  relations  of  this  kind
 hereafter  with  other  countries.

 It  has  also  been  said  that  the  timing  of
 this  perhaps  is  not  right.  With  great  respect,
 I  beg  to  disagree.  It  could  not  have  been
 delayed  any  longer,  because  there  are  trou-
 bles  on  our  frontiers  and  -if  anyone  has  any
 doubts  that  perhaps  this  is  a  measure  where
 very  astute  Soviet  diplomacy  is  trying  to
 exercise  restraint  upon  them  in  their  own
 interest.  [  think  really  that  it  is  an  unwar-
 ranted  belief.

 This  agrecment  cannot  in  any  way  inhibit
 our  sovereignty,  The  right  to  recognise  Bangla
 Desh  or  not  [0  recognise  it,  the  right  to
 recognise  the  GDR  and  so  on,  these  are
 sovereign  rights.  It  would  be  as  wrong  for
 the  Soviet  Union  to  tell  us,  ‘You  cannot
 recognise  these  people,  if  you  do,  then  you
 will  break  this  treaty’,  as  for  the  Germans
 to  say  ‘We  have  got  the  Hallstcin  doctrine’.
 The  right  of  recognition  is  a  sovereign  right,
 and  we  exercise  our  sovereignty  in  our  inte-
 rest,  and  if  we  make  a  mistake,  we  take  the
 consequences,  That  is  how  it  is,

 Therefore,  the  view  that  is  expressed
 which  is  a  natural  one,  but  not  a  legitamate
 one,  that  we  should  think  now  that  we  have
 got  together  almost  int»  an  alliance—news-
 papers  called  this  a  security  pact;  one  of  my
 friends  told  me  this  morning  that  at  least
 we  have  one  friend  in  the  world—must  have
 arisen  from  a  great  state  of  despondency

 SHRI  FRANK  ANTHONY  (Nominated
 Anglo-Indians)  :  I  wiil  reply  to
 that.

 SHRI  KRISHNA  MENON  :  I  think  the
 purpose  is  not  to  depend  upon  friends  but
 to  enable  us  to  develop  our  self-reliance  by
 the  knowledge  that  there  are  no  hastile
 factors  in  places  where  they  do  not  exist.
 Therefore,  any  suggestion  that  this  is  a
 factor  that  would  inhibit  our  ability  to  reco-
 gniss  Bangla  Desh  or  GDR  or  North  Viet-
 nam,  is  unfounded  and  nol  legitimate,
 because  recognition  is  a  sovereign  right:  and
 a  sovereign  function  which  must  be  exercised
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 by  us,  Equally  the  idea  that  we  could  not
 ask  the  Soviet  Union  not  to  do  this  or  that
 also  would  be  wrong  because  they  are  a
 sovereign  country  too.

 Iremember  the  days  When  th:  Com-
 monwealth  countries  used  to  bully  the
 British  Government  a  great  deal  and  then
 their  Foreign  Secretary  retorted  :  ‘We  are
 also  a_  self-governing  Dominion’.  So  the
 other  partners  to  the  alliance  have  also  rights
 and  |  think  it  would  be  very  wrong,  a  sign
 of  political  immaturity,  to  think  that  because
 they  have  signed  83  treaty  with  us,  their
 action  should  be  judged  in  Delhi  and  not  in
 Moscow.  This  isa  treaty,  an  agreement,
 between  two  equal  partners  based  on  mutual
 self-respect  and  self-interest.

 So  far  as  non-alignment  is  concerned,
 there  was  atime  when  the  western  world
 first  scoffed  at  it,  opposed  it  and,  what  is
 more,  spoke  about  it  as  a  proclamation  of
 weakness,  a  proclamation  of  lack  of  alls-
 giance  to  the  Charter  of  the  UN  and  so  on,
 From  there  one  moved  on  to  the  situation
 wh:n  the  US  took  a  rather  cynical  attitude
 towards  it,  until  we  come  tothe  more
 modern  period  when  they  say  they  accept  it.
 But  the  Sovict  Union  has  at  all  time  recog-
 nised  it  and  taken  no  umbrage  against  it,
 that  we  are  a  non-aligned  nation  in  the  sense
 that  we  have  got  a  position  of  our  own  and
 what  is  more,  a  positive  contribution  to
 make  to  world  development,  taking  up  the
 cause  of  each  colonial  country  to  assert  its
 independence,  and  contributing  to  opposition
 to  imperialism.

 Finally,  |  hope  that  this  treaty  we  have
 signed  will  be  a  factor  which  will  stimulate
 and  invigorate  the  forces  of  anti-imperialism
 not  only  in  the  governments  but  in  all
 countries  because  so  long  as  imperialism
 lives,  there  is  no  scope  for  national  liberty
 either  in  India  or  in  any  other  part  of  the
 world.  Imperialism  is  the  breeding  ground
 of  war  and  it  is  our  business  to  be  not
 merely  against  it  in)  phreseology  and  reso!u-
 tion  or  by  way  of  membership  of  the  anti-
 colonies  commitiee  but  go  the  whole  hog  in
 total  indentification  with  those  who  resist
 imperialism,  That  is  the  only  way  we  shall
 prevent  the  designs  of  imperialist  countries
 when  they  jump  from  one  arena,  from  the
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 South  Pacific  gallery,  and  move  on  to  ano-
 ther,  Bangla  Desh,  to  set  up  thousands  of
 bases  in  foreign  countries  against  liberty,
 threatening  the  liberty  of  mankind;  that  is
 the  only  way  to  liquidate  these  designs.

 For  all  these  reasons,  the  present  step
 that  has  been  taken  is  a  substantial  contri-
 bution,  with  the  modification  L  have  menti-
 oned,  that  it  is  not  a  sudden  adventitious
 growth  in  that  way.  The  deveiopment  of
 our  policy  has  been  anormal,  natural  and
 healthy  one,  It  has  been  speed:d  up,  and
 T  hope  that  the  dynamism  that  it  represents
 will  now  transfer  itself  both  in  terms  of  this
 treaty  and  the  actions  that  come  hereafter.

 SHRI  8.  R.  BHAGAT  (Shahabad)  :
 Yesterday  was  a  day  of  achievement  for  our
 nation.  As  has  been  evident  from  speeches
 made  by  hon  Members,  there  is  almost  a
 unanimity  of  national  will  behind  this  agree-
 ment,  and  on  this  the  Government  should
 be  congratulated.

 Sir,  many  consideratsons  have  come  in
 the  minds  of  the  hon.  Members  when  they
 have  analysed  this  important  document,
 Some  have  gone  by  the  momentary  consi-
 derations  of  the  situation  and  realism
 prevalent  along  our  borders  and  in_  those
 regions,  but  [  think  it  would  be  better  to
 view  this  treaty  in  the  long-term  perspective
 and  the  historic  evolution  of  our  national
 foreign  policy,

 It  has  been  said  by  some  hon,  Members
 that  even  before  Independence,  rightly,  and
 surely  after  Independence,  we  followed  a
 policy  of  peace  and  friendship  with  all
 countries.  For  more  than  a  decade,  this
 expression  of  the  policy  of  peace  and  friend-
 ship  and  co-operation  with  oiher  countries
 found  a  most  concrete  and  fruitful  evidence
 in  the  growth  of  our  relationship  with  the
 Soviet  Union.  Many  facets  of  the  relation-
 ship  that  grew  over  a  period  of  years,  since
 the  days  of  Pandit  Jawaharlal  Nehru  and
 Mr.  Khrushchev,  when  they  formulated  this
 policy  of  peace  between  the  two  countries,
 have  grown  steadily  Whether  in  the  eco-
 nomic  field  or  in  the  scientific  field  or  in  the
 commercial  field  or  in  the  various  issues,  the
 various  crises  that  came  during  this  period,
 in  the  world,  there  has  been  8  certain
 identity  of  purpose  and  identity  of  approach
 between  the  two  countries,  Therefore,  this
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 has  been  the  most  fruitful  and  satisfactory
 relation  so  far  as  the  growth  of  relationship
 between  these  two  countries  is  concerned.

 Viewed  in  this  respect,  it  is  but  natural
 that  a  treaty  of  this  kind  should  have  been
 signed  with  the  Soviet  Union,  It  is  true
 that  certain  urgent  relevance  has  been
 attached  to  it  because  of  the  timing  of  it  ;
 the  situation  in  Bangla  Desh  on  our  border
 and  the  continuing  threats,  verbal  or  other-
 wise,  of  the  President  of  Pakistan,  and  then
 recently  the  famous,  emerging  detente  or

 altempt  to  create  a  dialogue  between  the
 United  States  and  China,  These  have
 provided  certain  urgent  relevance  to  this,
 and  certainly  they  cannot  be  ignored.  But
 the  basic  fact  is  that  here  are  two  countries
 which  have  developed  relations  on  the  basis
 of  mutual  respect,  on  the  basis  of  peaceful
 co-operation,  friendship  and  equality.  This
 is  a  very  important  aspect.

 If  you  see  this  record  against  the  growth
 of  another  super  power,  the  United  States
 of  America,  in  their  foreign  policy  in  rela-
 tions  with  Asiaor  Africa  or  the  Latin
 American  ccun  ries,  or  against  some  other

 countries,  for  example,  the  Chinese  attitude,
 alihough  it  is  entirely  a  different  system,  as
 against  the  hegemonistic  approach  or  as
 against  the  approach  of  having  a  balance  of
 Power  in  certain  areas,  trying  to  parcel  out
 the  world  in  certain  spheres  of  influence,
 here  is  an  example  of  the  relation  between
 these  two  countries  which,—I  think  the
 Minister  of  External  Affairs  was  right  when
 he  said  can  be  a  model  for  other  countries
 to  foilow.

 What  is  this  model  ?  The  model  is,
 here  are  two  countries  which  have  the  right
 Or  the  freedom  to  decide  about  their  own
 destiny,  have  a  peaceful  approach  to  the

 World  problems  or  have  been  trying  to
 maintain  peace  and  stability  in  the  world
 and  following  a  policy  of  co-operation.
 There  is  no  example  on  record  in  which
 €ither  the  Soviet  Union  or  India  has  tried
 to.  approach  the  world  problems  in  any
 Tespeet  other  than  that  of  peaceful  develop-

 ra
 and  co  operation,  Therefore,  this  is

 complete  contrast  to  the  approach  of

 Ta  ay  alliances  or
 of  parcelling  out  the  world

 ing  the
 ०0  spheres  of

 influence
 or  of  reat

 Bless  Countries  of  Asia  as  puwns  in  the
 game  of  national  interests  of  global
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 powers,  And  that  is  the  reason  why  war
 has  flowed  out  of  these  basically  erroneous

 policies.

 The  United  States  has  a  democratic

 system.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  United
 States  has  an  authoritative  system,  but  there
 are  authoritative  tendcncies  there,  there  are
 certain  pockets,  For  instance,  the  monopoly
 capital  or  the  multi-national  companies  have

 power  more  than  any  nai  ional  Government,
 they  have  international  powcr.  The  Pentagon
 has  got  great  military  power  concentrated  in
 it.  There  may  be  certain  authoritative
 tendencies,  but  America  remains  a

 democratic  country,  and  that  is  why  that

 society  is  divided  over  basic  issues,  Whether
 it  is  Bangla  Desh  or  Viet  Nam  or  any  other
 basic  issue,  the  American  society  is  divided.
 If  there  is  any  case  of  the  failure  of  a

 foreign  policy  of  a  Govenment,  it  is  the  case
 of  the  United  States  so  far  as  Asia  or  the
 Middle  East  is  concerned.  It  is  the  right
 of  the  Government  of  every  country  to

 provide  stability  to  itself  and  to  develop
 relations  with  its  neighbours,  and  not  to  be
 dictated  by  a  super  power  in  its  own
 national  interests,  The  United  States  has
 been  viewing  Asia  aS  an  extension  of  the
 national  interests  of  the  United  States  which
 is  a  global  Power,  which  is  a  super  Power.
 And  that  was  the  reason  why,  although  it

 professed  that  it  was  gcing  to  create  stability,
 it  could  not  create  stability  in  Korea,  it

 blundered  in  Viet  Nam  and  it  is  finding  it

 very  difficult  to  get  out  of  the  situation.

 Perhaps  President  Nixon  is  going  to  the

 Durbar  of  the  Imperial  Court  of  Mao

 Tse-tung  to  achieved  that  object  of  getting
 America  out  of  the  difficult  situation,

 Similarly  in  Bangla  Desh  they  have

 folluwed  the  same  wrong  policy  because

 they  are  guided  not  by  the  merits  of  the

 issue.  They  do  mot  sec  it  as  a  situation

 in  which  the  democratic  rights,  expressed
 in  an  unprecedented  manner  unanimeusly

 by  the  peeple,  are  being  supressed  by  a

 militarist  junta,  but  they  are  guided  by  the

 consideration  of  the  role  that  Pindi  has  to

 play  in  their  global  strategy,  and  that  is

 why  they  have  blundered  in  Bangla  Desh
 too.

 Therefore,  this  is  a  contarast,  This

 treaty  is  a  contrast  to  the  sppreach  ihat
 is  being  followed  in  the  present-day  We  rld
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 by  certain  Powers  which  has  resulted  basi-
 cally  in  many  of  the  world  crises.  Wars,
 whether  local  or  bigger  ones,  have  «risen
 from  that  erroneous  folicy.  Therefore,  I
 think  the  Government  has  to  congratulate
 itself,  and  the  House  also  I  think  is
 unanimous  on  this  point  that  this  is  a  correct
 step  that  we  have  taken  and  that  it  has  far-
 reaching  implications.  That  is  the  correct
 view  to  take  about  this  matier.

 Despite  all  the  eloquence  of  Mr.
 Vajpayee  in  supporting  this,  it  appeared
 that  he  could  not  but  welcome  this  seeing
 the  general  approval  in  the  country  of  this
 Step  and  the  success  of  the  policy  that  the
 Government  has  been  following  for  over
 two  decades.  He  said  that  non-alignment
 was  not  a  religion.  Who  is  saying  that  it
 is  a  religion  ?  The  non-alignment  that  we
 have  been  following  is  a  cardinal  principle
 of  our  foreign  policy,  and  the  basic  factor
 of  our  non-alignment,  as  Mr.  Krishna
 Menon  said,  is  freedom  to  decide.  But
 freedom  {o  cecide  what  ?—not  to  enter
 into  military  alliances  or  military  pacts  or
 to  wage  war,  but  the  freedom  to  decide
 about  basic  questions  of  war  and  peace,
 through  peaceful  cooperation,  the  right  not
 to  interfere  in  anybody’s  internal  affairs,
 settling  issues  through  peaceful  means  and
 equality  of  nations.  Can  there  by  any
 other  basis  in  the  present  day  world,  which
 isa  most  complicated  and  troubled  world
 than  this  ?

 When  we  go  through  this  treaty  article
 by  article,  we  find  that  the  cardinal
 principles  of  our  forcign  policy  are  enshrined
 in  it  ;  Article  |—equality  of  nations  and
 mutual  benefit  ;  Articie  If—complete  dis.
 armament,  We  are  the  one  country  saying
 thar  if  the  world  is  to  be  rid  of  war,  there
 should  be  complete  disarmament,  both
 nuclear  and  conventional.  Another  cardinal
 principle  of  our  foreign  policy  has  been
 that  we  are  opposed  to  any  form  of  coloni-
 alism,  including  neo-cclonialism  or  any  form
 of  racialism,  This  has  found  place  in
 Article  Jil,  Friendshij  and  peaceful  co-
 operation  and  setiling  issues  through  peace-
 ful  nesotiations--—the-e  are  the  cardinal
 policies  crouciated  by  Shri  Jawaharlal  Nehru
 and  we  have  been  them  for  20
 years,  These  are  things  =  which

 following
 the  very
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 have  been  enshrined  in  this  treaty.  What
 can  be  a  better  vindication  of  the  corrcct-
 ness,  the  effectiveness  and  relevance  of  our
 foreign  policy  in  the  present  day  world  than
 this  ?  You  compare  it  with  the  disaster  of
 the  American  foreign  policy  in  Asia  and  the
 discomfiture  of  the  President  of  the  Uniied
 States  today  in  seeking  the  help  and  co-
 operation  of  China.  Therefere,  to  say  that
 we  were  friendless  and  now  we  have  got
 one  friend,  that  we  have  been  nonaligned
 so  far  and  now  we  have  become  aligned  and
 therefere  it  is  to  be  welcomed,  etc,,  is  to
 miss  the  basic  point  cf  our  foreign  policy.

 It  has  been  said  that  the  Soviet  Union
 has  been  entering  into  treaties  like  this  with
 all  countries  and  therefore,  it  is  not  a  new
 thing.  They  might  have  entered  into
 treaties  with  oiher  countries,  but  those
 treaties  are  different.  We  have  also  entered
 into  similar  treaties  with  many  other  count-
 ries.  It  is  not  a  new  thing  for  us.  For
 example,  the  India-Burma  Friendship  Treaty
 of  July  7,  1951,  India~Eygpt  Friendship
 Treaty,  April  6,  1955,  India-Indonesia
 Friendship  Treaty,  March  3,  !95l  3  India-
 Iraq  Friendship  Treaty,  November  l0,  952  ;
 India-Nepal  Friendship  Treaty,  July  3t,
 i960  ;  India-Switzerland  Friendship  Treaty,
 August  14,  1948,  India-Syria  Friendship
 Treaty,  February  25,  1952  and  India-Muscat
 Treaty  of  Friendship,  Commerce  and
 Navigatian,  March  I5,  1953.  So,  it  is  not
 as  if  this  is  the  first  time  we  are  signing  a
 treaty  with  any  country.  But  the  relevance
 and  historic  importance  of  this  treaty  has  a
 special  signfficance,  if  you  see  it  from  the
 long-term  objective  of  our  foreign  policy.
 We  want  Asia  to  be  an  area  of  peace,  as
 Our  country  is  situated  in  Asia.  We  believe
 that  this  peace  can  be  ensured  firstly  by
 strengthening  the  independence  of  the
 countries  of  the  region.  many  of  whom  are
 facing  very  difficult  problems.  Their  indep-
 endence  has  been  threatened  by  outside
 countries.  We  want  that  threat  to  be
 removed,  Each  country  on  the  basis  of  its
 national  independence,  on  the  basis  of  the
 Strength  of  its  cconomy,  on  the  basis  of
 following  an  independent  economic  policy,
 has  the  right  to  decide  what  arrangement
 to  forge  so  that  while  its  identity  can  be
 preserved  it  can  influence  the  other  countries,
 As  Shri  Kcrishn.a  Menon  has  said,  diplomacy
 essentially  does  not  mean  being  a  camp
 follower  but  to  influence,  and  be  influenced
 by,  other  countries,
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 We  do  not  seck  any  sphere  of  influence.
 We  do  not  seek  any  concept  of  super  powers
 and  their  satellites.  What  we  do  seek  is
 that  when  the  prcblems  of  Asia  in  particular
 come  up—I  am  not  speaking  in  the  world
 context,  even  though  there  the  position  is
 not  different—  every  country  should  have
 independence  and  freedom  to  develop  as  it
 wanis  without  outside  interference  and  that
 is  the  only  way  in  which  the  peace  and
 Stability  in  Asiacin  be  maintained,

 It  has  been  said  in  some  papers  today
 that  this  treaty  is  the  same  as  the  treaty
 with  UAR.  There  is  a  basic  qualitative
 difference  between  our  treaty  ard  the  treaty
 that  UAR  has  entered  into.  What  UAR  has
 done  might  have  been  in  their  own  national
 Intercst.  Our  treaty  stands  ona_  different
 Position.  So,  to  say  that  we  placed  ourselves
 in  the  same  position  is  not  correct,  For
 example,  article  8  of  the  treaty  with  UAR
 says:

 ‘In  reinforcing  the  defensive  strength  of
 the  UAR,  the  two  high  contracting
 Parties  will  continue  to  promote  co-
 Operation  in  the  military  sphere  on  the
 basis  of  the  suitable  agreements  between
 them,  This  cooperation  will  particularly
 include  aid  in  training  the  personal  of
 the  UAR  armed  forces,  and  in  their
 assimilation  of  arms  and  epuipment
 supplied  to  the  UAR  for  strengthening
 its  capability  to  remove  the  traces  of
 the  aggression...”

 But  Article  IX  of  our  treaty  says  ;
 “Each  High  Contracting  Party  under-
 takes  ta  abstain  from  providing  any
 assistance  to  any  third  party  that  engages
 in  armed  conflict  with  the  other  Party,
 In  the  event  of  either  Pariy  being
 subjected  to  an  attack  or  8  threat
 thereof,  the  High  Contracting  Parties
 sha't  immediately  enter  it  into  mutual
 consultations  in  crder  0  remove  meas-
 ures  [0  ensure  peace  and  the  security
 of  their  countries,”

 So,  you  can  5८९  the
 between  the  two  treaties.  Therefore,  I  say
 this  is  nota  mutual  security  pact  and  it  is
 Hot  a  military  alliance  3  nor  does  this  treaty
 Mean  the  giving  up  of  non-aligment,

 SUR  PLLOO  MODY  :  Then  what  is  it  ?
 It  is  norhing.

 qualitative  difference
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 SHRI  B.R.  BHAGAT:  The  treaty,  aS
 I  said,  is  the  extension  of  the  principles  of
 non-alignment.  We  are  now  having  a
 dynamic  situation,  In  the  seventies  the
 Situation  is  different.  When  many  things
 are  happening  in  this  part  of  the  world  I
 think  this  treaty,  which  is  a  treaty  of  peace
 between  India  and  Soviet  Union,  will  bea
 great  deterrent,  so  fas  as  Asia  is  concerned,
 against  any  threat,  be  it  from  Pakistan  or
 any  other  country.  It  is  a  deterrent  against
 aggression  or  intervention  by  any  power  in
 our  affairs.  Therefore,  this  treaty  should  be
 hailed  as  a  great  historical  achievement  ia
 fevour  of  peace.

 SHRI  SHYAMNANDAN-  MISHRA
 (Begusarai)  :  Mr.  Chairman,  Sir,  in  all
 conscience  the  government  was  facing  a
 difficult  situation  and  also  a  moment  of
 decision  in  a  rather  reasonably  good  way.
 Therefore,  my  party  supports  it,

 It  was  significant  that  this  treaty  was
 signed  on  the  momentous  day  of  August  9,
 The  implication  could  not  therefore,  be  that
 while  on  the  9th  of  August  1942,  we  asked
 the  British  imperialism  to  get  out,  today  we
 are  going  to  ask  the  Russians  to  come  ia,

 Mr,  Chairman,  we  have  got  differences
 with  the  Government,  but  we  do  not  distrust
 the  Government  to  the  extent  that  they
 would  have  in  an  indirect  way  thrown  the
 red  carpet  for  this  Red  Super-Power  to  come
 to  our  country.  And  why  also  distrust  the
 people  ?  The  Government  would  not  be
 allowed  to  do  it.  People  would  not  allow  it
 to  do  it.  We  have  confidence  in  ourselves.

 Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  obvious  that
 this  is  a  Treaty  not  in  the  normal  circums-
 tances,  The  crisis  which  the  country  was
 facing  had  indeed  many  dimensions,  and  all
 of  them  might  not  be  known  to  us,  but  per-
 haps  they  could  be  ignored  only  at  grave
 peril  to  onr  naticnal  interest.  It  would  have
 been  better  if  the  Government  had  taken  the
 country  into  confidence  about  some  of  the
 hidden  dimensions  of  this  threat  that  the
 country  was  facing,  but  if  they  have  chosen
 not  to  (  १  so  we  do  not  make  any  complaint
 or  grievance  about  it  On  this  occasion.  But
 one  thing,  Mr,  Chairman,  which  cannot  fail
 to  hit  the  eye  is  that  the  Gvernmen’  has  been
 driven  to  taking  this  step  in  the  situation
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 created  by  Pakistan  actively  aided  and  abet-
 ted  by  the  U.S.A.  and  China.  Now  some-
 times,  Mr,  Chairman,  in  conditions  of  grave
 crisis  in  the  country  one  is  compelled  to  take
 steps  which  one  would  ordinarily  avoid,  tak-
 ing  steps  which  might  be  disagreeable  and
 unwholesome  in  the  normal  circumstances.

 Icando  no  better  than  recall  to  this
 hon’  ble  House  what  Winston  Churchill  said
 when  Russia  entered  war  during  the  Second
 World  War...probably  in  1941,  On  Sunday
 June  22,  while  the  Prime  Minister  was  at
 Chequers,  he  was  informed  that  Russia  had.
 entered  the  war.

 SHRI  INDRAJIT  GUPTA  (Alipore)  :
 Russia  was  invaded  on  June  22,

 SHRI  SHYAMNANDAN  MISHRA  :  All
 tight.  The  Prime  Minister  came  to  the
 Radio  and  broadcast  to  the  nation.  What
 did  Winston  Churchill  say  :

 “No  one  has  been  a  more  consistent
 opponent  of  communism  than  I  have
 been  for  the  last  25  years.  9  will  unsay
 no  word  that  I  have  spoken  about  it.
 But  all  this  fades  away  before  the  spec-
 tacle  which  is  now  unfolding,  Any  man
 or  state  who  fights  on  against  Nazidom
 will  huve  our  aid.  Any  man  or  state
 who  marches  with  Hitler  is  our  foe,”

 That  was  how  Winston  Churchill  reacted  to
 the  assncintion  of  Russia  with  the  Second
 World  War,

 Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  would  like  to
 bulicve  and  there  have  been  assurances
 prolific  that  this  does  not  affect  our  policy
 of  non-alignment.  But  it  does  not  mean
 that  we  can  do  anything  with  non-alignment
 and  yet  call  it  now-alignment.  If  it  were
 so  we  would  in  effect  be  saying  something
 like  this  :  Just  as  any  fashion  queen,  say  for
 example,  Mala  Sinha  whatever  she  wears  is
 fashion,  and  whatever  India  does  is  non-
 alignment.  (Inierruption)......then  [  have
 been  wrongly  informed  by  persons  who
 ought  to  know.  I  am  prepared  to  accept
 any  other  replacement.

 It  is  India  which  had  pioncered  the
 policy  of  non-alignment  two  decades  ago  and
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 it  is  this  policy  which  has  given  substance
 to  our  independence.  It  is  this  policy  again
 to  which  more  than  half  the  number  of
 members  of  the  United  Nations  are  wedded
 and  devoted.  We  have  not  compromised
 this  policy  in  the  darkest  hours  of  our  history
 in  the  past  and  we  would  like  to  believe  that
 the  Government  would  passionately  uphold
 it  even  in  the  times  to  come.

 It  is  good  to  remind  ourselves  in  this
 connection  of  what  the  progenitor  of  non-
 alignment,  Pandit  Jawaharlal  Nehru,  had
 said  after  the  Chinese  aggression  in  1962.
 He  wrote  in  the  Foreign  Affairs,  the
 American  quarterly,  about  democratic  plan-
 ning  inside  and  non-alignment  abroad,  This
 is  what  Pandit  Jawaharlal  Nehru  said  :

 “(They)  are  not  the  product  of  any
 inspiration  or  arbitrary  choice,  but  have
 their  roots  in  our  past  history  and  ways
 of  thinking  95  well  as  the  fundamental
 national  ex'gencies.”’

 Again,  he  has  said  :

 “By  aligning  ourselves  with  any  one
 power;  you  surrender  your  opinion,  give
 up  the  policy  you  would  normally
 pursue,  because  somebody  else  wants
 you  to  pursue  another  policy......lf  we
 align  ourselves,  we  would  only  fall  bet-
 ween  two  stools,””

 This  is  what  the  great  Prime  Minister,
 Pandit  Jawaharlal  Nehru,  said  even  after  the
 great  shock  we  had  received  in  the  ycar  1962.
 as  a  result  of  the  Chinese  aggression.

 But  all  the  same  Pandit  Jawaharlal
 Nehru  also  emphasized  the  fact  that  any
 country  pursuing  non-alignment  cannot
 remain  non-aligned  with  its  own  national
 interest,  Non-alignment  does  not  mean  lack
 of  alignment  with  the  national  interest;  in
 fact,  it  is  the  first  requisite  of  non-alignment
 that  we  must  remain  aligned  to  our  national
 interest,  Therefore  the  Ajigerian  Prime
 Minister,  Ben  Bella,  once  said,  ‘‘we  are
 aligned  with  nobody;  we  are  not  even  aligned
 with  non-aligament,”’

 That  is  the  spirit  in  which  we  have
 chosen  to  pursue  this  policy  which  gives  us
 the  utmost  flexibility,  and  independence  and
 manocuvability,
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 The  country  will  naturally  judge  this
 treaty  by  certain  tests.  The  first  test  will
 be

 what  amount  of  goods  does  it  deliver  to
 India.  If  it  keeps  us  where  we  were  and
 Only  provides  us  a  sense  of  security  about
 Temaining  where  we  were:  it  will  turn  out
 to  be  another  damp  squib.

 This  can,  indeed  be,  an  instrument  for
 the  Promotion  of  our  national  interest.  The
 immediate  test,  as  has  been  emphasized  by
 many  hon.  Members,  is  whether  it  helps us  resolve  the  problem  of  Bangla  Desh  in  a
 Satisfactory  manner  and  within  a  reasonable
 Space  of  time.  That  would  be  the  real  test.
 There  has  been  a  national  demand  about
 the  recognition  of  Bangla  Desh.  I  think,  if
 the  Government  does  not  want  to  take  any
 precipitate  step-—there  is  probably  no  hawk
 In  this  House  who  would  like  the  Govern-
 ment  to  be  forced  into  taking  that  step
 without  due  consideration—that  seems  to
 be  the  only  way  of  preventing  it  and  posing
 it  to  the  international  community  so  that
 they  sit  up  and  think,  That  is  the  only
 Wway—the  recognition  of  Bangla  Desh.

 Sir,  the  long-term  test  to  my  mind
 would  be  as  to  whether  it  helps  or  hinders
 India’s  emergence  as  an  independent  centre
 of  power  or  a  power  in  itself,  Here,  I
 would  like  to  stress  that  this  is  what  many
 People  are  now  thinking  whether  we  would
 have  a  sense  of  umbrella.  |  must  say  that
 Some  of  the  hon.  Members  on  the  other
 Side  of  the  House  have  not  done  justice  to
 this  Treaty  when  they  called  it  as  a  kind  of
 reaction  from  a  fosition  of  weakness.  It
 Cces  not  come  by  way  of  reaction  from  a
 crisis  which  could  we  have  considered
 manageable  on  our  own,  We  cou'd  trust
 the  Government  to  look  after  the  crisis
 effectively  if  the  confrontation  was  meant
 to  be  only  between  India  and  Pakistan  or
 ७  en  if  it  was  meant  to  be  one  b-tween
 India  and  China.  This  is  indeed  a  reaction
 from  the  understanding  of  a  diabolical
 Situation  that  was  emerging.  Therefore,  it
 will  not  be  correct  to  say,  aS  some  hon.
 Members  have  tried  to  say,  in  effect  that  we
 have  got  a  saviour  now.  Saviour  is  no  one
 but  India  itself.  We  do  not  believe  in  an
 umbrella  theory.  So,  such  an  approval
 will  be  doing  a  great  injustice  to  the  soul
 of  the  Treaty,  That  is  a  point  which  must
 be  emphasized.
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 Now,  there  is  another  side  to  it.  How
 does  it  affect  the  power  balance  in  Asia  ?
 We  have  been  trying  to  avoid  .any  kind  of
 conflict  between  the  two  powers  in  Asia  so
 that  Asia  is  not  converted  into  a  cockpit  of
 conflict.  This,  indeed,  means  that  this
 will  have  a  long-term  impact  on  the  balance
 of  power  in  Asia.  One  balance  that  was
 emerging  was  that  of  China  and  the  United
 States  on  the  one  side  and  on  the  other  side,
 the  balancing  of  power  was  lacking.  Pro-
 bably,  this  might  redress  the  balance  of
 power  to  some  extent.  I  may  say  that
 India’s  role  has  always  been  one  of  prevent-
 ing  Asia  becoming  the  playgrouud  of  super
 powers.  Therefore,  we  will  have  to  watch
 this  very  carefully.

 Finally,  I  will  have  to  say  a  few  words
 about  the  body  of  the  Treaty  itself.  I  am
 rather  sorry  to  find  that  there  is  no  reference
 to  the  defence  of  Liberty.  In  this  Treaty,
 while  there  are  all  kinds  of  laudable  re-
 ferences  to  anti-colonialism  and  things  of
 that  kind,  there  is  no  reference  to  the
 defence  of  Liberty,  Similarly,  what  is  very
 much  fresh  in  our  minds  is  the  act  of
 genocide  in  Bangla  Desh  ;  but  there  is  no
 reference  at  all  to  the  need  of  preventing
 genocide  anywhere  in  the  Treaty.  In  fact,
 that  is  a  categorical  must  for  any  country
 subscribing  to  the  Charter  of  the  United
 Nations,  because  every  member  of  the  United
 Nations  is  expected  to  subscribe  to  the  Con-
 vention  on  Human  Rights  and  Genocide.

 Then,  there  is  a  reference  to  disarma-
 ment  in  the  Treaty.  May  I  ask  the  hon,
 Minister  as  to  whe:her  this  disarmament
 will  really  relate  to  India  only  ?  ॥  it
 means  that  India  will  now  be  forced  to  sign
 the  Treaty  of  Non-prolifera:ion,  then,  I
 should  think,  it  is  not  for  the  strength  of
 India  but  for  its  weakness,

 One  more  thing  |  would  like  to  ask
 whether  this  would  mean  automatic  rescission
 of  the  Sino-Russian  Treaty  which  has  been
 in  existence,

 Before  I  conclude,  I  like  to  say  that  this
 Treaty  which  we  welcome  and  =  support
 should  not  lull  us  into  any  sense  of  com-
 placency  and  that  we  will  have  to  build  =  our
 own  strength  in  order  to  give  India  a  place
 which  is  very  legitimately  due  to  it,
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 SHRI  P.  VENKATASUBBAIAH
 (Nandyal)  :  Mr.  Chairman,  Sir,  while  whole-
 heartedly  welcoming  the  Treaty  of  Peace,
 Friendship  and  Cooperation  signed  by  the
 two  nations  of  the  world,  I  would  like  to
 make  certain  points  emerging  out  of  the
 observations  made  by  the  Members  of  the
 Opposition.

 I6  hrs.

 It  is  really  heartening  to  see  that  this
 Treaty  has  evoked  a  large  measure  of
 support  from  the  Opposition  parties  also,
 Barring  a  few  Opposition  parties,  the
 Opposition  parties’  spokesmen  that  have
 participated  in  this  debate  have  had  their
 own  mental  reservations  about  the  efficacy
 of  this  treaty.  It  reminds  me  of  a  story  of
 five  blind  men  and  an  elephant.  Mr.
 Vajpayee  sees  in  this  treaty  a  dominant
 interference  in  our  internal  affairs  and  he  has
 at  the  same  time  hailed  this  treaty.  But,
 on  the  other  hand,  he  says  that  it  may  lead
 us  to  a_  pesition  of  a  satellite  of  the  Soviet
 Union.  Earlier  Shri  Shyamnandan  Mishra,
 while  welcoming  the  treaty  as  a  whole,  has
 had  his  own  mental  reservations  and  he  does
 not  want  to  give  the  full  credit  to  the
 Government.  This  is  a  historical  occasion
 as  has  been  pointed  out  by  several  of  our
 friends,

 Many  years  back,  on  the  historic
 occasion  of  the  Quit  India  Movement  in
 3942  the  Congress  gave  a  clarion  call  to  the
 people  of  this  country.

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY:  What  is  that
 call  ?

 SHRI  P.  VENKATASUBBAIAH  :
 Pehaps  Mr.  Modi  is  not  aware  of  such  a
 thing.  As  bas  been  rightly  poi.  ted  out  by
 the  Forcign  Minister,  this  is  another  land-
 mark  in  the  history  of  our  country.  The
 clarion  call  given  by  the  Prime  Minister
 yesterday  addressing  a  mammoth  rally  here,
 has  rightly  caulioned  the  nation,

 About  the  twist  or  distruct
 scught  to  be  given  to  this  treaty,  many
 interpretations  are  being  sought  to  be  put.
 But  ono  factor  which  we  should  not  forget
 is  the  circumsiances  under  which  this  treaty
 has  been  effected.  We  should  not  lose  sight
 of  the  fact  that  it  is  not  a  treaty  between

 that  is

 unequal]  partners.  It  is  a  treaty  for  mutual
 security.  Ido  not  agree  with  Mr.  Menon
 when  he  says  that  it  has  a  misleading
 heading  that  has  been  given  by  the  national
 papers  that  it  is  a  treaty  for  security,  a  secu-
 rity  pact.  I  would  rather  say  that  it  is  a
 treaty  not  only  for  peace,  friendship  and
 co-operation  but  also  for  mutual  security,
 When  we  see  the  world  events,  we  will  be
 really  surprised  to  know  how  events  are
 taking  place.  Asa  matter  of  fact  events
 are  threatening  to  overwhelm  us  and  over-
 take  us.  Should  we  caught  in  these  over-
 whelming  events.  Should  we  still  think  in
 terms  of  ideological  differences  and  ideologi-
 cal  warfare  ?  The  security,  sovereignty  and  the
 territorial  integrity  for  a  country  is  supreme.
 Our  national  forces,  our  national  policies
 do  not  get  isolated  by  our  foreign  policy.
 Boih  have  to  be  combined  and  co-ordinated.
 The  foreign  policy  of  a  nation  reflects
 upon  the  strength  it  possesses,  upon  the
 manner  it  manages  its  home  affairs.  We
 never  acted  in  a  manner,  in  a  clandestine
 manner  as  the  Americans  have  done  in
 gcing  yia  Pindi  to  Peking  and  entering  into
 treaty  with  China.  That  clearly  shows  that
 they  are  guilty-consc‘ous.  That  is  how  we
 could  say.  But  here,  Sir,  the  forma!  friend-
 ship  and  the  informai  friendship  that  existed
 between  our  two  countries  have  been  put  on
 a  formal  fooling  and  this  has  to  986  streng-
 thened  and  in  no  way  it  can  be  construed
 that  it  is  friendship  between  two  unequal
 partners,

 While  going  through  ithe  several  Articles
 of  the  Treaty,  one  should  understand  the
 cardinal  principle  in  this  Treaty  as  has  been
 stated  by  the  Foreign  Minis‘er  in  his  Preface
 to  the  Agreement  that  ‘this  Treaty,  will,  we
 are  convinced,  provide  a  stabilising  factor  in
 favour  of  peace,  security  and  development
 not  ooly  of  our  two  countries  but  the  region
 as  a  whole.”  I  would  say  ‘world  as  a
 whole’,  We  should  not  forget  the  fact  that
 Russia  is  not  only  one  of  the  biggest  powers
 but  it  is  also  a  most  important  Asian
 country.  This  is  an  Asian  country  is  some-
 thing  that  we  should  keep  in  mind  when  we
 deal  with  this  matter  of  friendship  with
 Soviet  Russia,

 It  is  also  stipulated  in  the  Agreement
 that  whatever  steps  we  take  with  regard  to
 mutual  cooperation  and  heip  will  be  within
 the  framework  or  the  guidelines  provided
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 by  the  U.N.  Charter,  and  also  it  will  be  in
 consonance  with  our  territorial  integrity  and
 sovereignty  and  in  furthering  the  peace  of
 the  world.  What  are  we  seeing  in  the  inter-
 national  arena  today  ?  Even  in  respect  of
 such  an  inhuman  act  that  is  going  on  in
 Bangla  Desh,  we  are  not  able  to  rouse  the
 Conscience  of  the  world  Governments,  It  is
 a  Critical  juncture  and_  this  Bangla  Desh
 Issue  is  not  of  our  making,  we  never
 engineered  it.  Some  80  lakhs  of  people  have
 been  chased  out  of  that  country.  We  are
 faced  with  this  stupendous  problem.  Still
 all  these  countries  never  cared  to  view  this
 Matter  not  only  as  a  matter  of  human
 Problem  but  also  as  a  matter  of  military
 junta’s  barbaric  acts,  Some  countries  un-
 fortunately  have  adopted  a  sort  of  delibe-
 Tate  and  calculated  silence.  Some  countries
 have  adopted  certain  indifferent  attitude. Some  countries  have  come  forward  actually
 supporting  the  military  juata  in  Pakistan,
 This  is  the  type  of  balance  of  power  they
 Seek  to  create.  Every  such  country  is  only
 Suided  by  its  own  enlightened  self  interest.
 We  find  certain  countries,  whose  cause  we
 championed  so  much,  keeping  themselves
 deliberately  out  of  this  Strvggle-—they  have
 Not  expressed  a  word  of  sympathy  of  what
 a  calamity  has  befallen  on  the  geople  of
 Bangla  Desh.

 Shri  Krishna  Menon,  our  former  Defence
 Minister  had  strayed  into  matters  which
 Perhaps  were  not  relevant  to  this  particular
 discussion.  He  madea  very  casual  remark
 about  the  demonstration  and  rally  that  had
 been  taken  out  in  Delhi.  Docs  he  forget that  when  he  faced  the  eleciions,  he  also  had
 to  contend  with  all  these  things  and  pcople’s
 views  were  being  given  expression  to  in
 these:  forms  I  am  sure  he  knows.  this
 from  Personal  experience.  He  was  the
 Defence  Minister  of  our  country  for  some
 time,  and  he  was  also  our  representative  at
 te,  UN.  He  championed  our  cause  many 4  time  in  the  international  forums,  80,  I
 do  not  know  why  he  should  indulge  in  such
 sort

 of  casual  remarks  about  the  forcign
 Policy  that  is  being  pursued  by  our
 Government,

 The  most  salient  factor  about  this  treaty
 hat  it  has  created  a  tremendous  morale-

 boost  in  the  country,  Not  only  the  large
 Millions  of  our  Population  but  the  jawans

 ghting  on  the  front,—in  fact  everyone,

 is  tl

 SRAVANA  I9,  893  (SAKA)  Indo-Soviet  Treaty  (Mosn.)  298

 are  electrified  by  this  tremendous  and
 historic  event  that  has  taken  place.

 The  articles  that  are  being  scrutinised  by
 our  friends  can  only  be  scrutinised  at  the
 appropriate  time,  not  now.  The  urgent  need
 of  the  day  is  ta  see  to  what  extent  we  shall
 be  able  to  strengthen  our  bonds  of  friend-
 ship  with  the  USSR  =  and  other  like-minded
 countries.  Tiis  treaty  will  not  preclude  us
 from  entering  into  treaties  with  other
 countries  also.  This  will  not  interfere  with
 our  territovial  in‘cgrity  or  sovereignty.  But
 at  the  same  time,  it  will  provide  8  stabili-
 sing  factor  in  world  events,  and  as  the
 Foreign  Minister  has  rightly  pointed  out,
 it  will  also  act  asa  deterrent  to  further
 aggression  or  colonialism  or  imperial
 expansion,

 So,  I  whole  heartedly  welcome  this  pact,
 and  I  would  say  that  the  nation  owes  a  deep
 sense  of  gratitude  to  the  Prime  Minister  for
 having  effected  this  treaty  and  also  for
 having  enhanced  the  prestige  of  our  country.
 once  again  in  the  comity  of  nations.

 SHRI  FRANK  ANTHONY  (Nominated-
 Anglo-Indians)  Quite  frankly,  I  am
 extremely  happy  at  the  signing  of  this  treaty.
 Shorn  of  verbiage,  and,  even  more,  shorn  of
 hypocrisy,  it  is  a  simple  mutual  security  or
 mutual  defence  pact.  I  am_  particularly
 happy  to  read  article  9.  It  spells  out  in
 plain,  ordinary  simple  English  the  fact  that
 not  only  in  the  case  of  attack  but  even  in
 the  case  of  threat  of  an  attack,  there  will  be
 concerned  action  (0  remove  it,

 For  many  years,  |  used  to  plead  in  this
 House  for  some  sense  of  realism  in  our
 foreign  policy.  Over  and  over  again,  |  had
 pleaded  to  the  great  Jawaharlal  Nehru,  ‘If
 your  non-alignment  makes  you  allergic  to
 regional  pacts,  then,  for  God's  sake,  have
 bilateral  pacts.’  |  was  regarded  as  a
 renegade,  |  was  abused  and  1  was  criticised,
 That  is  what  Government  have  done  today.
 And  thank  God  for  it.

 I  am  glad  that  my  reading  of  this  treaty
 is  the  same  as  the  reading  of  my  hon.
 friend  Shri  Swaran  Singh.  He  has  said  in
 terms  that  articl:  9  gives  notice  to  any
 potential  uggressor  ;  it  is  a  deterrent.  It  is
 a  mutual  security  pact;  it  is  a  mutual
 defence  pact  essentially,  And  Lam  extre-
 mely  happy,
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 [Shri  Frank  Anthony]

 Even  Jawaharlal  Nehru  used  to  be  angry
 with  my  hon.  friends  on  the  other  side  who
 did  not  know  anything  about  this  3  during
 the  last  few  years  of  his  Prime  Ministership,
 I  used  to  say  with  much  respect  that  at  a
 certain  period,  non-alignment  had  _  validity,
 when  the  super  powers  were  jockeying  for
 position,  but  several  years  before  even
 Jawaharlal  Nehru  passed  on,  non-alignment
 had  not  only  lost  its  validity  but  it  had
 become  a  dangerous  inhibition,  because  as
 soon  as  the  power  pattern  changed  from
 jockeying  for  position,  and  changed  first  to
 detente,  and  as  we  see  today,  more  and
 more  to  entente  between  the  super  powers,
 it  had  become  a  dangerous  inhibiting  factor.
 I  know  that  Jawaharlal  Nehru  used  to  get
 angry  with  me,  But  in  that  new  context,
 non-alignment  was  not  only  a  symbol  of
 negativism,  but  it  was  a  barren  sterile  con-
 cept  ;  it  became  synonymous  with  neutralism.
 That  is  why  io  a  crisis  no  one  could  depend
 upon  us  except  to  get  a  little  mealy  mouthed
 socalled  moral  support;  they  could  not
 depend  upon  us  when  it  came  to  the  crunch,
 and  so,  quite  rightly,  because  in  inter-
 national  affairs  and  in  human  affairs,  there
 must  be  quid  pro  quo,  we  could  not  depend
 upon  anyone  when  it  came  to  the  crunch,
 We  were  no  one’s  ally,  and  no  one  was  our
 ally.  Thank  God  today  that  we  have  got  at
 least  one  ally.  That  is  the  change  that  has
 been  written  into  our  policy.  What  were
 we  before  this  ?  Before  this,  we  were  a
 giant  country,  a  giant  occupying  3  key
 geopolitical  position,  But  we  were  a  flabby
 flaccid  giant  sitting  on  this  fence  of
 neutralism  till  the  rusted  iron  of  neutralism
 had  entered  our  nonviolent  souls.  Today,
 thank  God  thit  this  treaty  has  come  about.
 As  I  said,  Shri  Krishna  Menon  may  have
 been  quite  happy  with  non-aligament  ;  a
 few  crumbs  of  friendliness  were  thrown  to
 us  by  the  Western  democracy  because  we
 also  subscribe  to  democracy.  When  we
 made  frantic  appeals  in  992  after  the  NEFA
 debacle  and  during  the  NEFA  debacle,  the
 Western  democracies  gave  us  some  aid.  But
 I  was  among  those  who  pointed  out  that
 the  aid  was  conditional  some  of  us  met
 Duncan  Sandys.  Jawaharlal  Nehru  was  arm

 t  wisied  and  he  was  practically  told  in  terms
 ‘We  will  give  you  aid  provided  you  make  a
 concession  on  Kashmir’,  Remember  this
 also  that  at  a  later  day,  or  in  a  later  period,
 we  wanted  desperately  certain  sophisticated

 planes  from  America  ;  they  would  not  give
 them  to  us.  When  we  wanted  desperately
 certain  submarines,  the  British  and  Ameri-
 cans  cocked  snooks  at  us,  The  only  result
 of  our  non-alignment  policy  was  this  that
 we  were  inhibited  in  a  crisis  ;  nobody  could
 depend  upon  us  to  go  to  their  aid,  and  ina
 crisis  we  were  completely  isolated,  wo
 were  utterly  friendless,

 That  is  why  I  welcome  this  treaty.  The
 immediate  motives  are  identifiable.  I  am
 in  a  sense  grateful  and  also  pleased,  I  say
 that  in  a  sense  we  ought  to  be  greateful  to
 the  Nixon  Government  for  having  supplied
 the  immediate  motivation  for  this  treaty.
 It  was  not  only  their  stupidity,  not  only
 their  amorality  but  sheer  immorality  on  the
 part  of  the  Nixon  administration  that  has
 immediately  precipitated  our  signinz  this
 treaty,  I  am  grateful  to  them  for  this
 because  it  has  taken  us  out  of  this  barren,
 sterile  non-alignment  policy  (Interruptions).
 Yes,  l  had  said  it.  Jawaharlal  Nehru  used
 to  get  angry  with  me.  Non-alignment
 continued  to  be  a  sacred  cow,  but  unfortu-
 nately  for  India  it  was  a  barren  cow.  We
 still  pay  lip-service  to  this  sacred  barren
 cow.

 Here  was  the  Nixon  Government,
 brazenly  abetting  genocide  in  Bangla  Desh,
 unashamedly  and  brazenly  abetting  aggres-
 sion  against  India.  What  is  this  if  it  is  not
 aggression  simpliciter,  driving  out  millions
 upon  millions  of  people  in  order  to  cripple
 not  Our  economy  but  to  cripple  our  whole
 way  of  life?  As  I  see  it,  the  Nixon  Ad-
 ministration  have  themselves  to  thank  for
 this,  and  I  thank  them  because  it  has  given
 a  positive  orientation  to  India  foreiga  policy
 at  long  last.

 The  Nixon  administration  had  their  own
 policy.  They  were  not  concerned  with
 butchery  in  Bangla  Desh  ;  they  were  not
 concerned  with  democra‘ic  values;  they  were
 not  concerned  with  human  values;  indeed
 they  were  not  even  concerned  with  human
 decencies.  AsI  saw  it,  the  Nixon  admi-
 nistration  had  decided,  quite  rightly  to  them
 that  Pakistan  which  was  within  their  defen-
 sive  perimeter,  was  an  accommodating  client
 State,  that  at  some  further  time  in  case  of  a
 confrontation  between  the  super  powers,
 there  would  be  a  client  state  which  would
 give  them  bases.  Therefore,  they  had  deci-
 ded  that  whatever  the  butchery.  whatever  the
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 destruction  of  democratic  and  human  values,
 they  should  bail  Pakistan  out,  Every  step
 they  took  was  a  calculated  step  to  bail
 Pakistan  out,

 Kissinger’s  visit  to  this  country  was  not
 only  a  hoax;  it  was  a  calculated  affront.
 That  is  the  way  I  looked  at  it.  He  was  not
 interested  in  even  going  to  Calcutta.  He
 had  come  here  only  to  throw  a  smokescreen, He  came  as  Nixon’s  in.ernational  hatchet-
 man  in  order  to  have  a_  secret  meeting  with
 Chou  Ea-lai  and  had  it  arranged  by  their
 client,  Yahya  Khan.  That  was  affront  enough.
 If  what  the  papers  say  he  said  to  our  amba- ssador  is  correct,  then  that  was  adding  insult
 to  injury,  He  is  reported  to  have  told  our
 ambassador:  ‘‘If  you  are  involved  with
 Pakistan,  China  is  likeiy  to  intervene  and
 we  won’t  help  you”.  I  do  not  want  to  say
 anything  very  harsh  about  the  Americans.
 Their  Credibility  and  their  capacity  for  help
 in  time  of  war  has  receded  after  being  thra-
 shed  by  a  little  country  in  South  Viet  Nam.
 They  are  not  going  to  be  of  help  to  anybody
 on  the  ground;  the  Americans  are  not  going
 to  send  their  troops  to  help  anyone  on  the
 Bround;  they  may  be  able  to  help  with  their
 Sophisticated  weapons.  Look  at  Kissinger’s
 gall  and  impertinence.  He  sought  to  treat
 us  like  charity  boys  and  charity  girls,  Here
 I  blame  Sardar  Swaran  Singh  for  being  the
 purveyor  of  this  sacred  cow  philosophy,  We
 had  invited  this  impertinence.  We  have  cast
 Ourselves  in  the  role  and  image  of  suppli-
 Cants,  of  good  charity  boys,  aad  recently,  of
 80006  charity  boys,  and  recently,  of  good
 charity  girls.  So  Kissinger  throught  he
 Could  send  for  our  ambassador  and  say:
 ‘Now,  you  Indians,  you  supplicants,  you
 Charity  boys  and  charity  girls,  unless  you
 behave  like  charity  boys  and  charity  girls,
 Wwe  are  not  going  to  give  you  any  help.’
 That  was  the  final  insult  to  this  country,

 Today,  personally  I  thank  God,  and  after
 that  I  thank  the  Prime  Minister  for  having
 taken  us  out  of  this  policy  of  vegetarianism,
 l  have  said  jit  before  to  my  vegetarian
 friends:  What  is  this  non-alignment  policy
 of  yours?  It  is  a  vegetarian  policy.  It  is
 a  bloodless,  meatless  policy.  Thank  God,
 the  Prime  Minister  has  put  some  red  meat
 Into  it—with  apologies  to  my  vegetarian
 friends  on  this  side;  she  has  put  some  red
 blood  into  it,  some  virility  into  it,  and  it
 has  been  oriented,

 My  friend  quoted  Churchill.*’  He  did
 not  quote  the  most  significant  part.  When
 Churchill  was  asked—that  supreme  realist
 “‘How  can  you  make  common  cause  with
 that  monster,  Stalin,  —master  of  a  slave
 State,  who  murdered,  butchered  0  million
 Russians  and  sent  another  20  million  to
 slave  labour  camps  ?”—Churchill  replied,
 “When  the  sccurity  of  my  country  is  at
 stake,  I  will  sup,  if  necessary,  with  the
 devil.”’  I  do  not  care  whether  we  sup  with
 the  devil,  half-devil  and  half-angel.  But
 thank  God,  we  have  begun  to  sup  with
 somebody  and  I  hope  we  will  sup  with
 something  more  than  orange  and  tomato
 juice.

 Then,  what  my  friend  Swaran  Singh  said
 rejoiced  my  heart,  He  said  that  this
 will  set  the  pattern  for  similar  bilateral
 agreements.  I  want  you  to  be  as  good  as
 your  word,  We  have  got  some  arrange-
 ments  with  Bhutan  and  Sikkim,  Now
 Nepal  has  regarded  us  as  a  flaccid,  flabby,  un-
 reliable  giant.  Why  can’t  you  have  a  similar
 treaty  with  Nepal?  You  are  8०08  to
 Indonesia,  Why  can’t  you  have  a  similar
 arrangement  ?  Call  it,  for  God’s  sake,
 a  spade,  a  spade.  Call  it  a  mutual  security
 pact,

 Go  further.  Japan  today  is  one  of  the
 industrial  giants  of  the  world.  Just  below
 the  surface  Japan  has  a  tremendous  nuclear
 capability.  And  you  will  find  Japan  also
 will  be  disillusioned  with  the  Americans,
 They  might  be  prepared  to  sign  some  kind
 of  mutual  assistance  pact  with  us.

 Finally,  I  come  to  this  point  which  was
 made  in  a_  sense  by  my  friend  Atal  Bihari
 Vajpayee.  I  was  the  first  member  who
 signed  a  memorial,  signed  by  over  a  hundred
 Congressmen  in  those  days  when  L  was  one
 of  the  few  members  of  the  Opposition,  It
 was  a  plea  to  Jawaharlal  Nehru  not  to  let  us
 be  overtaken  in  this  nuclear  race.  KC,  Pant
 was  the  moving  spirit,  out  these  young
 persons,  when  they  become  Ministers,  lose
 their  original  convictions,  I  again  said,  aud
 again  Jawaharlal  Nehru  lectured  me.  व  said
 you  will  be  overtaken  in  this  nuclear  race  ;
 you  will  leave  this  country  stark  naked  in
 that  nuclear  field,  and  then  you  will  have
 to  look  around  for  umbrellas.  !  hope.  to
 God,  there  is  no  semblince  of  non-aligament
 left.  I  hope  there  is  nothing  in  this  treaty
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 that  inhibits  us  from  developing  our  own
 nuclear  capabilities.  Iam  not  so  certain,
 It  looks  dangerous  as  if  we  are  going  to
 sign  that  non-proliferation  treaty  ;  then  it
 will  be  the  greatest  betrayal  of  this  country,
 because  I  believe  this,  that  until  we  develop
 our  own  nuclear  capability,  at  very  best,  we
 can  only  be  a  junior  partner  of  Russia.
 And  even  worse,  we  may  later  become  a
 client  and  we  may  later  become  a  colony.
 That  is  why  I  say  this  to  my  friends.

 Let  us  go  ahead,
 best  use  of  it.  I

 All  right,  make  the
 think  it  is  very  good  in

 the  circumstances.  Now  that  we  have  put
 this  non-alignment  policy  into  the  waste-
 paper  basket,  whether  we  say  it  or  not,  put
 it  into  the  dustbin  of  history  or  put  into  a
 good  goshala—sacred  cow—some  kind  of
 goshala  ;  send  it  there.

 Once  we  join  the  nuclear  club,  that
 day  will  give  to  this  country  a  position
 of  respect,  commensurate  not  only  wiih
 our  geopolitical  position  but  commensurate
 with  our  resources.  Remember  this.  We
 have  got  a  fine  potential;  we  have  the
 finest  fighting  material  barring  none  in
 the  world.  Once  you  do  that,  it  will  give  us
 the  proper  position  of  respect  which  we  will
 never  have  otherwise,  and  once  we  join  the
 nuclear  club,  it  will  also  immediately
 relegate  Pakistan  to  its  proper  position,  as
 an  isrelevant  pygmy  yls  a  vis  India,  in  the
 mosaic  of  world  realpolitik.

 DR.  V.  K.R.  VARADARAJA  RAO
 (Bellary):  I  was  rather  surprised  at  my
 distinguished  friend  Mr,  Frank  Anthony
 talking  so  much  about  non-alignment  and  the
 way  Mr.  Jawaharlal  Nehru  used  to  get  angry
 with  him.

 SHRI  FRANK  ANTHONY:  You  were
 not  there,

 DR.  V.  K.R.  VARADARAJA  RAO:
 That  makes  no  difference.  It  was  not
 necessary  to  be  a  Member  of  Parliament  to
 have  conversations  with  or  to  know  Mr.
 Jawaharlal  Nehru.

 Therc  is  still  some  misunderstanding  in
 some  quariers  about  non-alignment,  I  do
 not  want  to  elaborate  on  it,  but  even

 assuming  for  a  moment  that  non-alignment
 meant  that  you  could  not  have  any  kind  of
 military  or  pseudo-military  understanding
 with  any  particular  Power,  it  is  correct  for  a
 country  to  join  or  even  have  a  military
 understanding  unless  it  has  got  some
 military  power  of  its  own  ?  I  suggest  that
 if  at  all  there  was  any  fault  in  our  policy,
 it  was  not  in  non-alignment,  but  in  the  fact
 that  we  did  not  equip  ourselves  sufficiently
 militarily,  with  the  result  that  we  suffered  as
 we  did  in  1962.  Till  1962  we  were  not
 worth  anything  militarily,  nobody  would
 have  been  interested  in  having  any  under-
 standing  with  us,  We  would  only  have  been  a
 liability,  we  would  have  been  no  asset  what-
 soever.  But,  and  I  can  say  this  I  think  with
 a  certain  amount  of  pride,  we  are  nowa
 military  power,  we  are  able  to  hold  the
 Chinese  at  bay  where  they  are,  and  we  are
 able  to  take  on  Pakistan  by  ourselves  with-
 out  the  help  of  anybody  else.  Thercfore,
 even  assuming  all  the  logic  of  Mr.  Anthony,
 though  my  Hindu  mind  is  rather  aghast  at
 the  prospect  of  a  sacred  cow  being  barren,
 I  can  assure  him  that  the  policy  of  non-
 alignment  helped  the  world  from  having  a
 Third  World  War.  Any  student  of  world
 history  knows  that  but  for  M*,  Nehru  there
 would  have  been  a  third  World  War  and
 Heaven  alone  knows  what  would  have  been
 the  fate  of  this  country.  In  any  case,  all
 the  time  to  say  that  non-alignment  has
 gone,  that  Pandit  Nehru’s  policy  has  failed,
 it  seems  to  me,  is  not  relevant,  is  not
 historically  correct.  And  [  can  say  with  all  the
 emphasis  at  my  command  that  the  policy  that
 we  are  following  today  is  nothing  more  than
 a  logical  culmination,  flexible  formulation,
 of  the  policy  of  non-alignment  which  is
 based  on  India’s  self  interest  and  on  the
 maintenance  of  peace  in  this  region.

 I  read  two  leading  articles  in  two
 leading  newspapers  of  Delhi  this  morning,
 and  I  was  rather  surprised  that  both  of
 them  had  the  same  heading,  ‘‘Was  this
 necessary?”’,  And  then  I  found  that  Mr.
 Piloo  Mody  had  said  the  same  thing.
 Evidently  Mr.  Piloo  Mody  has  more  edi-
 torial  influence  than  [
 having.  It  has  been  suggested  in  these
 articles  that  this  pact  came  somewhat
 suddenly,  that  it  was  all  done  out  of  panic
 because  we  got  scared,  frightened,  that  Mr.
 7.  P.  Dhar  had  gone  to  Moscow  earlier,
 that  in  five  days  everything  was  cooked

 suspected  him  of
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 up,  that  Mr.  Gromko  came  and  we  signed
 this  pact.  I  do  not  claim  to  be  an  expert
 On  foreign  affairs,  but  I  do  have  some
 Materest  in  foreign  affairs,  and  as  far  as
 I  can  claim  any  knowledge,  the  relationship
 between  the  Soviet  Union  and  India  has
 always  been  of  a  specially  friendly  charac-
 ter.  Not  only  that,  this  friendship  has
 been  tested  in  the  crucible  of  fire.  Jt  was
 tested  in  1962,  it  was  tested  in  1965,  and
 On  both  occasions  Russia  came  out  success-
 ful  in  the  test.  Not  Only  that.  If  there
 38  any  one  country  which  is  helping  us  to
 become  self-reliant  and  self-sufficient  in  the
 military  field,  it  is  the  Soviet  Union,  It
 is

 because  of  the  assistance  of  the  Soviet
 Union,  not  only  in  the  matter  of  heavy
 Industries,  that  we  are  now  fast  becoming
 self-sufficient,

 Though  this  treaty  is  spectacular  in  the
 context  of  Mr,  Kissinger’s  secret  visit  to
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 is  not  a  one-sided  affairs.  It  is  not  like
 a  beggar  going  for  aims  and  charity.  It
 is  a  question  of  two  partics  recognising  that
 they  must  get  together  in  each  other’s
 national  interest.  That  is  what  happened.
 It  is  high  time  we  did  not  say  anything
 either  in  this  House  or  outside  that  would
 in  the  least  denigrate  India’s  position.  For
 the  first  time,  India’s  position  has  been
 recognised  and  we  have  been  considered
 worthy  of  having  this  kind  of  agreement
 with,  because  we  are  powerful  and  both
 industrially  and  militarily  we  are  more
 developed  than  we  were  sometime  back.

 I  was  rather  surprised  when  I  read  in
 one  of  the  papers  that  Mr.  Nixon  in  his
 foreign  policy  message  to  the  Congress  had
 said  that  the  Indian  sub-continent  is  a
 continent  where  there  are  interests  of  the
 United  States,  interests  of  China  and
 interests  of  the  USSR  and  none  of  these
 interests  must  be  allowed  to  become
 dominant.  But  what  about  India  ?  Mr,
 Nixon  evidently  forgot  that  there  was  a
 country  like  India  in  the  sub-content,
 Did  he  mean  by  interest,  influence  ?  I
 want  to  suggest  thal  this  treaty  has  come
 ata  very  good  time,  because  for  the  last
 24  years,  if  not  earlier,  this  country  has
 been  suffering  from  the  partition  which  has
 brought  into  existence,  encouraged  and
 stimulated,  because  the  powers  which  had
 to  leave  the  country  wanted  to  create  a
 vacuum  and  a  balance  of  power,  where  they
 can  still  continu:  to  exercise  cheir  influence,
 The  partition  was  brought  about  by  British
 guile  and  diplomacy.  Britain  saw  to  it
 from  the  beginning  that  Pakistan  and  India
 were  always  equated.  The  Kashmir  im-
 broglio  came  at  the  opportune  moment.
 From  then  onwards,  in  every  statement
 India  and  Pakistan  have  been  equated.
 Thanks  to  Pandit  Nehru,  thanks  to  our
 planning  and  thanks  to  our  democracy,  when
 it  was  found  that  this  country  was  making
 headway,  creating  international  goodwill
 and  becoming  economically  strong,  —  the
 military  alliance  came  and  the  United  States
 supplied  arms,  Then  came  China.  The
 attempt  throughout  has  been  to  create  a
 balance  against  India.  This  treaty  sounds
 the  death-knell  to  all  the  policies  of  the
 western  imperialist:  powers  about  making

 a  balance  of  power  on  the  Indian  sub-
 continent  and  shewing  a  pistol  at  India’s
 head  by  arming  Pakistan,
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 This  House  welcomes  the  treaty  and
 congratulates  the  Government  on  signing  it.
 The  people  of  India  today  feel  strong  and
 proud.  We  are  friends  of  the  Soviet  Union.
 We  are  not  their  slaves  and  they  are  not  our
 masters,  I  do  not  agree  with  Mr.  Mukerjee
 who  said  that  now  we  will  become  much
 more  socialist.  Let  me  say,  if  we  become
 socialist,  we  will  become  socialist  from  our
 own  steam,”  out  of  our  own  stregth  and
 conviction,  not  by  prodding  by  the  Soviet
 Union,  Our  national  and  internal  policies
 are  ours.  We  respect  the  Soviet  Union,  but
 this  treaty  is  based  on  identity  of  mutual
 interest  and  geopolitics  and  not  on  ideology.

 Sir,  with  these  words,  I  support  the
 signing  of  this  treaty  with  the  USSR.

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  (Godhra):
 Chairman,  Sir,  |  am  afraid  that  I
 to  sound  a  note  of  caution
 siasm,  pride,  boast  and  brag  that  you  have
 heard  today,  [um  also  going  to  start  read-
 ing  between  the  lincs  because  I  understand
 that  Comrade  Swaran  Singh  and  Sardar
 Gromyko  can  read  the  lines  very  well  them-
 selves,  But  it  is  between  the  lines  that  I
 want  to  read.

 Mr.
 am  going

 in  all  the  enthu-

 The  first  thing  that  appears  to  me  is  that
 this  is  a  most  intriguing  sort  of  thing  that
 has  happened.  At  first  when  I  heard  about
 the  treaty  I  was  rather  inclined  to  welcome
 it.  I  said  that  if  this  treaty  was  to  help  us
 vis-a-vis  our  problem  regarding  the  refugees
 from  Bangladesh,  or  if  it  was  to  help  us
 regarding  the  aggression  or  the  threat  of
 aggression  that  we  are  suffering  from
 Pakistan,  that  if  this  treaty  was  to  help  us
 to  counter  the  American  arms  aid  to  Pakis-
 tan,  that  if  this  treaty  was  to  helo  us  to  step
 up  the  arms  supply  from  the  Soviet  Union,
 and  if  this  treaty  wis  to  help  us  to  counter
 Chinese  intrusion  or  intervention  in  case  we
 decide  to  take  any  action,  we  should  wel-
 come  it.  But  the  more  [  thought  about  this
 treaty,  the  more  intriguing  it  became,  the
 language,  the  method  and  the  manner  in
 which  it  was  done.

 There  was  a  certain  indecent  haste  about
 it.  When  we  all  read  aboul  the  melodrama
 of  Mr,  Kissinger’s  visit  to  Peking  and  about
 the  detente,  about  the  so-called  detente
 between  President  Nixon  and  Prime  Minister

 Chou-En-lai,  I  would  have  thought  that
 such  a  situation  would  have  brought  us  to
 the  conclusion  that  as  a_  result  of  this
 detente  the  options  before  our  country  had
 opened  up  enormously,  that  for  once  we
 had  a  great  many  options  and  those  which
 apparently  seemed  closed  to  us  for  a_  while
 were  opening  up.  It  would  also  have  brought
 us  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Soviet  Union
 was  getting  somewhat  isolated  as  a  result  of
 this  Washington-Peking  axis.  But,  ins'ead
 of  that,  we  got  the  fear  that  we  were  going
 to  be  isolated,  We  panicked  when  we  read
 the  statement  made  as  late  as  the  9.h  of  July
 by  the  Soviet  Union  still  equating  India  with
 Pakistan  and  we  rush  in  where  angels  fear
 to  tread.

 What  is  even  more  mysterious  is  the
 way  in  which  my  good  friend,  one  Shri  D.
 P,  Dhar,  after  his  term  as  Ambassador  in
 Moscow  is  over,  returns  to  India,  installs
 himself  in  Soith  Block  as  some  sort  of
 Officer  on  Special  Duty,  does  some  work
 within  his  room,  then  rushes  back  to  a  place
 where  he  was  recently  accredited,  appears
 as  a  parallel  Ambassidor  in  Moscow,  then
 returns  back  again  and  from  the  pictures
 that  are  available  to  us  in  the  mewspapers
 we  find  him  and  Mr.  Gromyko  together  and
 he  apzears  as  if  he  was  the  parallel  Foreign
 Minister  of  this  country.  Somewhere  in
 the  background  you  could  see  the  rather
 picture  of  Sirdar  Swaran  Singh  who,  it
 appears  to  all  of  us,  appeared  on  the  stage
 Only  yesterday  as  the  Minister  Plenipoten-
 tiasy  accredited  for  the  purpose  of  signing
 this  treaty.

 I  would  really  like  to  know  whother
 Comrade  Swaran  Singh  knew  that  Sardar
 Gromyko  was  coming  to  India  to  sign  the
 treaty  with  us.  I  really  doubt  it.  I  do
 not  think  he  knew  it.

 Why  is  this  treaty  being  signed  just
 now  ?  The  Soviet  Union  tried  in  969
 to  get  us  to  sign  the  same  treaty  and  we
 resisted  it  at  that  point.  We  have  been
 resisting  it  ever  since  and,  all  of  a  sudden,
 they  have  become  very  amenable  to  the
 signing  of  a  treaty  of  this  nature.

 46.40  hrs.

 [SHURE  RD,  BHANDARE  ji  the  chiir)

 Today,  Sir,  the  Soviet  Union  was  isolated.
 India  had  its  options  open  and,  therefore,  I
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 want  to  ask  myself—I  do  not  intend  to  ask
 Sardar  Sahib  because  you  do  not  get  any
 replies  from  him,  By  signing  this  treaty
 Step  up  arms  supply  to  India?  Will  the
 Soviet  Union  act  as  a  deterent  to  Pakistan  2
 Will  they  stop  blackmailing  us  about  the
 supply  of  spare-paris  for  our  military  equip-
 ment  ?  Will  they  fight  on  our  side  if  it  is
 necessary  ?  Will  they  look  after  the  Chinese
 on  our  behalf  if  it  became  incumbent  2  I
 receive  no  satisfactory  answers  even  from
 myself.  I  recall  to  my  mind  the  doctrine
 of  ‘‘travaux  preparatoires’”  which  is  a
 doctrine  of  Prior  Conduct  and  looking  at  it
 why  Precisely  at  this  point  and  no  other
 Point  this  Treaty  was  signed.  Are  there  any
 Teservations  in  this  Treaty,  any  secret
 Clauses  2  It  talks  about  “‘immediate  con-
 sultation”  inthe  case  of  aggression.  This
 implies  that  there  is  some  known  intention
 implicit  in  that  clause,  But  then  when  I  ask
 myself  all  these  questions  connected  with
 today’s  problems  what  do  I  find  ?  Mr.  T.N.
 Kaul,  the  Forcign  Secretary,  giving  an  offi-
 cial  briefing  on  behalf  of  the  Government:
 of  India  said  only  day  before  yesterday  :

 “We  have  been  working  for  this  Treaty
 for  over  two  years  and  it  has  nothiag  to
 do  with  the  development  with  Bangla
 Desh  or  the  attitude  of  the  United
 States.

 I  wonder  if  the this  Hoy
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 inspite  of  what  my  friend,  Mr.  Manohéran,
 may  have  said  in  my  absence  the  fact  of  the
 matter  is  except  fora  clause  or  two  which
 deal  with  an  United  Military  Command  the
 rest  of  the  clauses  are  very  similar,  Am  I
 to  assume  that  had  these  two  clauses  been
 introduced  in  our  little  treaty  we  would  have
 reached  the  commanding  heights  of  becom-
 ing  a  satelite  of  the  Soviet  Union  and  that
 having  been  deprived  of  these  we  become
 only  associate  members  of  the  Warsaw  Pact.
 What  is  it  ?  I  just  cannot  understand  be-
 cause  these  are  Soviet  terms  identical  to
 treaties  signed  by  the  Soviet  Uuion  couched
 in  Soviet  language,  with  a  Soviet  draft  ?
 Even  the  Hindi  translation  was  Soviet
 translation  which  was  made  by  Russians  io
 Moscow  and  not  by  Indians  in  Delhi.  That
 has  been  accepted  as  the  official  trauslatioa
 of  the  Treaty.

 SHRI  R.S.  PANDEY  (Rajnandgaon)  :
 What  about  the  paper  on  which  the  Treaty
 has  been  written?  8  it  also  Russiin  ?

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  :  Could  very  well
 be.  If  they  had  made  any  creditable  case,
 Sir,  from  what  I  can  understand......

 Mr,  CHAIRMAN  :  The  time  is  short.

 SHRI
 speech,

 PILOO  MODY:  So  is  my

 If  you  were  to  analyse  the  treaty,  |  find
 that  there  is  very  little  that  we  stand  to  gain
 as  a  result  of  the  treaty.  All  the  benefits  that
 we  stand  to  derive  from  the  Soviet  Union
 we  would  have  got  in  any  case  without  sign-
 ing  the  treaty.  I  am  convinced  in  my  own
 mind  about  that.  I  think,  had  a  certain
 amount  of  wisdom  prevailed;  that  would
 have  been  the  conclusion,  Things  should
 have  becn  allowed  to  continue  whereas  the
 Soviet  Union  is  desperate  now  because  it  has
 made  an  entry  in  a  big  way  in  the  Indiao
 Ocean  and  it  is  looking  for  bases  and  refue-
 Iling  places.  It  is  naturally  looking  towards
 us  who  have  very  many  such  facilities  in  the
 Indian  Ocean  for  piving  them  these  facilites.
 L  would  like  to  know  from  the  Foreign
 Minister  whether  he  intends  to.  givo  such
 facilitivs  over  and  above  what  is  normal  to
 the  Soviet  Union,
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 SHRI  INDRAIIT  GUPTA  (Alipore)  :
 Over  and  above  what  the  Americans  and  the
 British  have  got,

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  :  Over  and  above
 what  is  norma},  Let  them  also  have  equal
 facilities.

 SHRI  INDRAJIT  GUPTA  :
 not  yet  got  them,

 They  have

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY:  Iam  not  atta-
 ached,  unfortunately.

 AN  HON.  MEMBER:  He
 aligned.

 is  non-

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  :  Another  thing  I
 would  like  to  know.

 What  happened  to  countries  who  have
 signed  similar  agreements  with  the  Soviet
 Union?  Would  you  like  to  think  about
 China?  Would  you  like  to  think  about
 Petlad  ?  Would  you  like  to  think  about
 Hungary  ?  Would  you  like  to  think  about
 Czechoslovakia  ?  Why  do  you  not  ask
 Dubcek  ?  Let  Shrimati  Gandhi  ask  Dubcek
 what  he  thinks  of  it.  What  has  happened
 in  the  UAR  ?  Why  is  it  that  this  agreement
 is  going  sour  in  the  Sudan  ?

 Are  there  any  lessons  to  be  learnt  from
 history  ?  The  Brezhnev  Doctrine,  invented
 to  explain  and  justify  retrospectively  the
 invasion  of  Czechoslovakia,  claims  that  any
 country  which  calls  its2lf  socialist-—and  this
 we  have  started  to  do—can  never  escape
 from  that  net  and  that  any  attempt  to  bring
 it  back  to  the  path  of  liberal  democracy
 would  justify  Soviet  military  intervention.
 Shrimati  Gandhi  has  pushed  us  into  that
 camp.  I  hope,  we  do  not  attract  the  same
 sanctions.

 Finally,  I  would  like  io  confess  that  [
 am  at  a  loss.  I  would  like  to  weicome
 this  treaty  if  I  can  see  any  benefits  for  Ludia,
 But  I  cannot  see  any  and  I  ceriainly  see
 many  dangers.  The  Foreign  Minister,
 Comrade  Swaran  Singh,  will  not  enlighten
 me,  fam  sure.  Sardar  Andrei  Gromyko
 makes  very  reassuring  sounds,  gives  us
 assurances  as  if  everything  is  going
 to  be  fine  from  now  on,  We  have
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 been  bound  for
 more,

 twenty  years  and

 Ultimately  I  take  comfort  from  the
 attitude  taken  by  the  very  people  whom  we
 are  going  to  be  friends  with,  The  high
 priest  of  worid  Communism,  Mr.  Lenin,
 once  said  :—

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

 This  was  said  by  the  high  priest  of  Com-
 munism,  Mr,  Lenin,  to  which  Mr,  Stalin
 has  added  :—

 ‘“‘Words  have  no  relation  to  actions,
 Otherwise,  what  kind  of  diplomacy  is
 it?  Words  are  one  thing,  actions  are
 another,”’

 I  hope,  to  thesc  two  epitaphs  Sardar  Swaran
 Siagh  will  add  a  third  one.

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :
 Swaran  Singh  !

 Comrade

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY:  At  the  last
 minute  I  decided  to  turn  you  back  into  a
 Sardar.

 SHRI  NIMBALKAR  (Kolhapur):  Mr.
 Chairman,  Sir,  in  peace  there  is  nothing  so
 becoming  a  man  as  modest  stillness  and
 humility,  but  when  the  blast  of  war  blows
 in  Our  ears,  then  imitate  the  actions  ofa
 tiger.  These  words  come  to  my  mind  from
 Shakespeare  when  I  see  the  actions  of  Yahya
 Khan  now-a-days.  But  Yahya  Khar  pro-
 bably  does  not  realise  that  such  words  might
 have  been  aprropriate  at  a  time  when
 Shakespear  in  the  &  bethan  Era
 and  put  them  in  the  mouth  of  a  medievil
 king.  Whereas  durimg  the  time  that  Yabya
 Khan  was  spending  in  tattiing  as  sabre
 threats  to  us,  our  Goverament,  without
 revealing  to  us,  perhaps,  surely  and  slowly
 moved  in  the  direction  of  this  Treaty.

 7

 if  Mr.  Piloo  Mody  does  not  find  anything  in
 this  Treaty  or  does  not  see  whai  is  in  this
 Treaty  at  all,  I  find  that  this  Treaty  is  of  the
 highest  importance.  Iam  quite  sure  that
 as  time  progresses,  even  Mr,  Piloo  Mody
 will  agree  with  us.
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 The  point  is  that  this  Treaty  without
 involving  us  in  such  a  manner  that  we’
 should  give  up  our  internal  policy  ensures
 for  us  the  type  of  security  which  we  at
 present  urgently  need.  Tits  security  is  given
 (vus  in  such  a  manner  that  if  you  study
 this  Trea  y,  you  will  find  that  not  only  we
 are  treated  equ  ily  but  what  is  more  that  we
 have  got  more  from  Russians  than  what  we
 are  giving  them  in  return,  Actually,  if  you
 see  this  Treaty,  it  puts  upon  usa_  certain
 burden  which  we  should  have  realised  much
 before  time.  We  might  not  have  found  it
 necessary  to  have  this  Treaty  at  all.  And
 that  burden  is,  even  though  we  want  to  be
 treated  as  equal  with  Russia  and  even  if
 Russia  in  their  magnanimity  treats  us  equally Still  it  is  our  duty  to  stand  on  our  own.  feet
 and  become  strong  with  the  help  or  without
 the  help  of  anybody  else.

 This  is  a  very  important  phase  in  the
 foreign  affairs  of  our  country,  a  phase  which
 Puts  upon  us  a  burden  that  in  order  to  win
 friendship  which  we  already  have  of  Russia, we  must  also  become,  through  our  own
 efforts  and  through  the  help  of  Russia,  if

 hea  iit  emote
 and  equal  to  Russia,  This

 Gaverine,
 very  necessary  that  just  as  our

 orien  aie
 has,  more  or  less,  revised  its

 that  the  work,  as  Mr.  Swaran  Singh  has  said

 ing  and  ia
 is

 presenting
 a  rapidly  chang-

 embarks  y  >
 y  namic  picture,

 this  Treaty
 foreign  Bolen

 a
 beginning  towards  a  dynamic

 to  certain}
 Icy  of  India,  For  that,  we  have

 and,  I  om
 y

 congratulate  Mr.  Swaran  Singh
 a  Sesingia

 tn  sure  this  will  embark  upon
 but  also  ia

 not  only  of  a  new  foreign  policy 4  new  defence  policy  in  India.

 ei  like  the  Government
 to  consider

 Rice:  a
 om

 oni
 or  without  the

 help
 of

 call  as  Pa
 ark  towards  what  others  might

 weanonry  eS
 and  that  is  a  nuc'car

 niet  now  vo
 |  Is  very  necessary  that  we

 say  that  the  a  for  an  atom  bomb,  I  will
 for  this  js

 '
 h

 ficuity  that  will  reaily  arise

 know-how  ort  that
 we  do  not  have  the

 Bul  the  difauchyds
 Co  toe  ow

 necessary  sy  2
 IS  that  we  have  not  got  the

 expensive.  ay  eP-sttvcture  which  is)  very

 heavy  iad
 *«

 a
 that  super-structure,  a

 Structure  of  our  se
 i

 Biter
 on  ie  peice

 Very  negative  ailing
 |  here  will  bea

 of  our  economy  he
 on  the  price  structure

 The  Ameri Say.  aver
 can  peaple,  they “Might  find  that  this  lreaty  is  against

 SRAVANA  19,  893  (SAKA)  Indo-Soviet  Treaty  (MoSn.)  34

 them.  I  don’t  think  so.  The  real  fact  is
 that  if  this  treaty  is  going  to  be.  against  the
 Americans,  Americans  themselves  are  to
 blame  for  i!,  not  Indians.  It  is  a  very
 important  poini  that  the  future  behaviour
 of  America  with  us  also  will  count  in
 making  this  treaty  either  one  which  is  not
 aggressive  to  America  or  aggressive.  Some
 thing  is  with  other  countries,  This  treaty
 is  not  against  any  country  unless  it  chooses
 to  be  aggressive  against  us,

 Therefore,  for  the  first  time,  India  has
 embarked  upon  a  policy  of  which  we  can  be
 proud  of  ard  forthe  first  time  perhaps
 people  on  the  opposite  side  will  realise  that
 Mrs,  Indira  Gandhi  and  her  Ministers  are
 not  only  capable  of  looking  after  the  Indian
 interests  not  only  in  India  but  also  outside
 India.

 ]  thank  you.

 Dr,  HENRY  AUSTIN  (Ernakulam)  :
 My  first  duty  this  afternoon,  I  think,  is  to
 congratulate  the  Foreign  Minister  on  this
 treaty  which  will,  no  doubt,  have  far-reach-
 ing  consequences  in  the  full  of  international
 relations.  In  spit  of  all  that  has  been  said
 against  this  treaty  by  a  few  hon.  Members
 of  the  opposition  and,  particularly  against
 one  particular  fact  of  our  foreign  policy,
 namely,  non-alignment,  I  firmly  believe  that
 this  really  an  affirmation  or  rejuvenation  of
 our  policy  of  non-alignment,  I  would  fur-
 ther  say  that  there  is  a  sort  of  historic
 continuity  in  our  foreign  policy.  Some
 of  the  hon.  friends  of  the  oppasition  have
 been  trying  to  analyse  the  origin  and  growth
 of  this  particular  facet  of  our  foreign  policy,

 Y  would  say,  the  basic  postulate  of  our
 foreign  policy,  namely,  non-alignment.  But
 Iam  sorry  to  say  that  they  have  not  finally
 understood  the  basic  moorings  of  this  aspect
 of  our  foreign  policy.  The  pre-amble  of
 this  treaty  would  convince  anyone  that  one
 of  the  basic  reasons  for  us  to  embark  upon
 this  Indo—USSR  treaty  is  the  fact  that  voth
 countries  have  been  convinced,  is  is  said  in
 the  pre-amble,  that  in  the  world  today
 international  problems  can  only  be  solved  by
 co-operation  and  nat  by  conflict.  |  would
 like  to  say  fo  my  hon.  friends  that  if  we
 have  now  proceeded  to  enter  into  a  formal
 legal  treaty.  it  is  because  we  are  cenvineed
 that  bv  this  treaty  we  can  sull)  further
 affirm  our  basic  moorings  in  non-alignment,
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 In  spite  of  the  sabre-ratting  by  Pakistan
 in  the  wake  of  the  Sino—US_  detente
 we  have  not  jumped  into  any  military
 alignment.  If  only  we  wanted  to
 have  a  military  treaty  or  a  defencc  treaty
 with  any  country,  perhaps  we  _  could
 have  had  it.  But,  in  spite  of  this  great
 provocation,  we  have  stood  fast  to  our  basic
 moorings  in  our  foreign  policy,  namely,  the
 policy  cf  peace,  friendship  and  co-cperation
 which  this  treaty  enshrines.  Therefore,  if
 some  hon.  Members  think  that  this  is  a
 treaty  which  deflects  from  the  criginal  policy
 of  non-alignment,  I  feel  that  they  have  not
 studied  the  various  implications  and  the
 various  aspects  of  our  foreign  policy.

 ॥7  brs.

 The  second  point  that  I  would  like  to
 highlight  is  this.  This  country  is  again  a
 vindication  of  the  next  postulate  of  our  fo-
 reign  policy  that  we  want  friendship  with  all
 countries.

 Our  Foreign  Minister,  after  signing  this
 T.caty  had  said,  toth  in  this  House  and  in
 the  other  House  that  we  are  prepared  to
 have  a_  dialogue  with  China—not  only  a
 dialogue,  but  an  understanding  with  China,
 provided  they  respond  to  our  call.  So,  we
 have  extended  our  hand  of  responsive  friend-
 ship  to  China  also,  thus,  it  is  not  as  though
 this  Treaty  is  directed  against  this  country
 or  that  country.  It  is  largely  with  a  view
 to  consolidate  peace  in  India  and  feace  in
 the  world  that  this  Indo—  USSR  _  Treaty  has

 becn  signed;  it  is  therefore  a  significant  cunlri-
 bution  towards  stabilisation  of  world  peace,

 Sir,  dcubts  have  been  expressed  by  some
 of  our  hen.  friends  that  the  independence
 of  our  foreign  policy  will  be  lost  as  a  conse-
 quence  of  this  treaty.  Every  student  of
 India’s  forcign  folicy,  who  has  gone  through
 the  speeckes  of  Pandit  Jawaharlal  Nehru,
 the  architect  of  cur  foreign  policy,  will  no
 doubt  own  that  if  there  is  one  thing  that
 Pandit  Jawaharlal  Nehru  had  insisted  upon,
 it  was  lis  passicnate  ccncern  to  preserve  the
 independerce  of  our  fcreign  policy.  If  any-
 body  thinks  that  merely  because  we  have
 entered  imo  atreaty  of  friendship,  peace
 and  cooperation  with  the  USSR  we  will  lose
 inccperderce  of  ecticn,  TP  weuld  say,  he  is
 ivi  gon  oa  feels  प कादाएँहिए,  Such  persons
 have  no  basic  faith  in  the  people  of  India--

 a  country  where  one-sixth  of  the  human
 race  lives.  Such  a  country  can  never  be  a
 Satellite  of  any  other  country,—however
 militarily  powerful  that  country  may  be.

 We  in  this  country  and  the  foreign  policy
 makers  of  this  country  are  fully  convinced
 of  the  basic  strength  of  India.  And  this
 basic  strength  stems  from  the  fact  that  we
 are  one-sixth  of  the  population  of  the  world.
 If  the  Soviet  Union  or  the  United  States
 or  China  or  other  countries  think  that  we  can
 be  treated  like  that,  they  are  not  living  ina
 world  of  reality.

 I  have  already  said  that  this  Treaty  is  a
 great  landmark.  I  would  go  further  and
 say  that  this  treaty  has  opened  up  the  possi-
 bilities  for  the  greatest  socialist  mobilisation
 of  our  times.

 The  USSR,  with  its  vast  experience  of
 the  last  40  years,  had  propounced  certain
 theories.  Not  only  that,  they  have  also  tried
 to-  implement  them  The  USSR,  like  the
 Republic  of  India,  is  multi-racial,  multi-lin-
 gual  and  multi-everything,  so  far  as  the
 composition  of  the  fopulation  is  concerned.
 We  can  draw  heavily  from  their  experience
 as  to  how  socialism  has  been  constructed
 in  that  country,  In  India,  after  consolidat-
 ing  our  political  freedom,  we  have  embarked
 on  the  next  step  of  transforming  our  sccio-
 economic  fabric.  The  mobilisation  of  the
 resources  and  strength  of  these  two  countries
 will  be  a  great  gain  in  the  great  task  of
 sccialist  mobilisation  and  construction.

 Sir,  this  treaty  also  marks  a  great  victory
 of  geo-political  realism.  Our  friends  from
 the  opposition,  particularly  of  the  Swatantra
 party,  are  always  ‘thinking  in  terms  of
 aligning  wi.h  the  USA  or  other  capitalist
 countrics.  We  have  found  the  futility  of
 this  step  when  countries  like  Pakistan
 entered  into  military  alliance  with  the  USA.
 We  have  scen  the  futility  of  such  alliance  in
 Vietnam.  The  United  States  could  not  do
 anything  in  North  Korea  either.  A  country
 which  is  thcusands  and  thcusands  of  miles
 away  connot  come  to  the  rescue  of  this
 ccuntry  nor  do  we  want  any  country  to  help
 which  has  imperialist  motivation  to  help  us.

 So,  when  we  entered  into  a  treaty  of
 friendship  and  mutual  cooperation  with  the
 USSR,  it  reflects  great  geo-political  realism  >
 it  is  a  country  which  is  की  our  neighbour
 hood.  So,  this  is  a  great  victory  for  the
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 theory  that  neighbours  should  be  good  friends
 and  we  have  achieve  |  that.  We  have  got  a
 good  friend  on  our  borders.  Sir,  this  treaty
 also  Serves  as  a  great  political  mobilisation
 in  a  great  landmark  of  the  worid.  It  will
 scare  the  people  who  live  under  the  delusion
 that  they  can  frighten  this  country.  When
 Pakistan  recently  received  huge  military
 hardware  from  the  USA  and  got  logistic
 support  from  China,  they  thought  they  could
 frighten  this  country,  Because  of  this
 Political  mobilisation  now  having  been
 achieved  between  USSR  and  India,  l  think,
 that,  sabre-rattling  and  war-mongering  by
 Pakistan  and  its  military  junta  will  now  be
 Silenced.  Sir,  there  is  no  need  for  any
 mutual  assistance  provision  or  a  mutual
 defence  arrangement  in  the  treaty.  The  very
 fact  that  we  have  signed  a  treaty  with  the
 the  USSR  and  its  timing  are  very  important.
 Any  student  of  international  treaties  knows
 that  the  timing  of  a  treaty  is  mugh
 important  as  the  treaty  itself.  China  with
 her  hegemonic  aspirations  and  the  USA  with
 its

 imperialist  motivations  have  been  using
 Pakistan—a  running  dog  of  imperialism—to
 Scare  us  ints  submission  by  a  threat  of
 isolation.  But  we  showed  by  this  political
 Mobilisation  that  we  can  never  be  blackmailed
 by  any  power,  whether  China  or  the  USA  or
 by  their  combination.  Tkat  is  the  signi-
 ficance  of  this  treaty.

 I  would  not  like  to  refer  to  the  real
 Meaning  of  U.S,  foreign  policy  and  the
 €ntente  that  they  have  created,  or  the
 dencnte  as  it  is  otherwise  called,  between  the
 USA  and  the  Pcople’s  Republic  of  China,
 As  a.  student  of  US  foreign  policy,  I  have
 Come  to  the  conclusion,  and  I  have  shared
 My  views  with  scholars  that  the  real

 Political  motivation  or  the  foreign  policy
 Objective  of  the  USA  is  that  if  a  war
 Comes  —and  according  to  their  calculation,
 a  war  is  bound  to  come—it  should  be
 fought  far  far  away  from  their  frontiers,  That
 has  been  their  basic  security  concept.  In
 Pursuance  of  this  policy  they  have  been
 trying  to  create  a  conflict  between  the  USSR,
 and  China.  First,  they  cultivated  the  USSR
 and  then  they  are  now  befriending  China,
 The  basic  idea  is  to  gradually  set  China
 Against  the  USSR,  and  if  a  war  comes  their
 Objective  is  that  the  war  should  come  on  the
 Mainland  of  Asia.  During  the  last  war,
 they  could  have  dropped  the  atomic  bomb  on

 ermany  or  any  other  Furepean  country,
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 But,  instead,  they  picked  up  Japan  to
 throw  their  bomb  on.  Similarly,  now  atso
 they  want  to  crexte  a  situation  in  which  if
 war  comes,  it  will  come  in  Asia.  That  is
 their  basic  calculation.  If  we  had  _  not
 entered  into  this  agreement  with  the  USSR,
 then  I  am  sure  that  this  policy  of  the  USA
 to  set  China  against  the  USSR  would  have
 got  another  boost.  But  we  have  now  check-
 mated,  it,  and  to  that  extent,  it  is  a  big
 contribution  towards  peace  in  Asia  and
 towards  guaranteeing  the  security  of  the
 USSR  also.  When  we  enter  into  a  treaty
 it  is  not  as  though  its  benefits  should
 accrue  to  our  country  alone.  If  we  gai:
 some  benefits  from  this  treaty,  the  USSR
 also  gains  some  benefits  from  this  bilateral
 arrangement.  As  my  hon,  friend  Shri
 Hiren  Mukerjee  has  pointed  out,  a  friend  in
 necd  is  a  friend  indeed.  It  was  time  that
 we  needed  a  greet  morale-booster.  It  was
 time  that  we  got  some  logistic  support.
 This  treaty  has  provided  us  with  both  at  a
 crucial  stage  of  our  history.  These  detractcrs
 of  our  foreign  policy  who  have  been  going
 around  telling  people  that  we  have  become
 friendless  should  now  realise  that  the  basic
 postulates  of  our  foreign  policy  are  now
 yielding  rich  dividends.  Shri  Atal  Bihari
 Vajpayee  had  said  that  our  foreign  policy
 had  Icd  us  to  a  situation  where  we  were
 friendless  so  far.  J  would  not  like  to  tell
 him  that  Rome  was  not  built  in  a  day,  and
 a  foreign  policy  formulation  cannot  yicld
 the  desired  rcsults  in  a  decade  or  two.
 Now,  we  have  found  that  the  basic  assump-
 tions  of  our  fercign  policy  do  yield  cich
 dividends.  4  would  like  to  tell  the  detrac-
 tors  of  our  foreign  policy  that  India  will
 have  friends  ;  and  if  India  is  threatened  by
 any  country,  they  will  wind  that  in  spik  of
 the  fact  that  we  are  neither  a  big  military
 power  nora  member  of  4  power  biec,  we  wiil
 get  wide  support  from  the  international
 community.  That  is  because  we  stand  for
 altruism,  because  we  want  to  wicen  the  area
 of  peace.  We  shall  have  not  only  friends,
 but  we  shall  have  a  Jarge  meature  of
 sympathy  and  understanding  ef  peeples  tho
 worid  over,  as  well.  Sir,  this  Indo.  Savict
 Friendship  Treaty  will,  Lam  =  sure,  generate
 a  great  furd  of  gcodwill  which  will  eventual-
 ly  sweep  the  war-mongers  away  fiem=  the
 international  seene,

 DR,  MELKOTE  (Hsderabad)  ;  On
 behalf  of  the  TPS,  Lwelcome  the  teaty  of
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 peace,  friendship  and  co-operation  that  the
 Government  have  entered  into  with  the
 Soviet  Union.  Many  members  have  tried
 to  criticise  the  treaty  in  its  vcrious  aspects.
 I  have  tried  to  closely  follow  the  arguments
 they  have  adduced,  While  they  have
 criticised  quite  a  number  of  items,  nobody
 has  so  far  suggested  a  single  itcm  on  which
 they  could  make  an  improvement.  If  the
 treaty  is  open  to  criticism,  why  did  not  the
 members  criticising  it  point  out  whcre  and
 in  what  way  they  desired  an  improvement,

 It  appears  to  me  that  this  treaty  has
 been  very  wiscly  and  well-drawn.  It  has
 come  as  the  culmination  of  certain  events
 in  world  affairs)  It  is  an  exhilirating
 experience  ;  it  is  historic  that  this  treaty  was
 entered  into  yesterday,  Apart  from  that,
 may  I  congratulate  the  Prime  Minister  and
 the  External  Affairs  Minister  on  entering
 into  this  treaty  at  this  juncture.

 If  America  enters  into  an  agreement  with
 China  and  Pakistan,  the  same  typé  of  ques-
 {i,:  that  is  being  asked  here  today  could  be
 askcd  on  the  other  side.  What  would
 happen  to  China  and  America?  Will
 Capitalist,  imperialist  America  shed  its
 colour?  Will  China  become  capitalist  in
 its  outlook  hereafter  ?  What  would  be  the
 type  of  understanding  that  will  come  ?  Will
 they  follow  the  pattern  Pakistan  has  been
 following  ?

 Questions  of  this  type  would  naturally
 arise  in  every  kind  of  treaty.  What  I  would
 say  is  this.  During  this  century,  there  have
 been  (wo  revolutions  of  very  great  im-
 portance,  One  was  in  9i8  in  Russia
 emanating  from  the  Marxian  idea  of  re-
 volution  that  has  transformed  the  common
 man  the  globe  over.  Similarly  in  India
 with  Gandhiin  ideology  we  faced  the  might-
 ies  empire  and  through  non-violence  wrested
 power,  One  was  democratic  ;  one  got
 freedom  ;  one  imbibed  spiritual  strength  in
 each  one  of  us.  The  other  in  Russia  equally
 acquired  a  name  for  doing  good  for  the
 common  man  everywhere  and  for  peace,
 but  it  is  dictatorial,  Lf  America  joins
 Pakistan  and  China,  Ancrica  could  never
 join  Russia  because  of  the  technelogical
 improvement  that  has  taken  phk.ce.  They  are
 warting  with  each  other  +  they  could  never
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 come  to  an  uncerstanding.  Therefore,  th®
 only  method  by  which  they  could  allay  thei
 misgivings  is  by  entering  into  an  understand-
 ing  with  the  mass  of  the  people  of  China,
 If  these  two  join  together  and  threaten
 India,  what  is  going  to  happen  ?  We  have
 not  entered  into  the  treaty  because  of  fear,
 but  because  of  the  consequences  that  flow
 from  some  of  those  understandings  that
 have  been  arrived  at.  The  coming  together
 of  Russia  with  her  technological  develop-
 ment  and  democratic  Indi2  with  her
 Gandhian  ideology  will  possibly  mellow
 both  and  i!  will  lead  to  an  improvement  of
 international  relations.  That  is  how  I  look

 at  this  treaty,

 Various  aspects  of  the  question  have
 been  discussed.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into
 details.  But  at  this  juncture,  the  treaty  has
 been  entered  into  to  tell  the  world  that  we
 are  not  fricndless.  At  the  same  time,  the
 world  will  know  that  we  are  peaceloving,
 that  the  treaty  does  not  mean  _  anything
 except  an  understanding  to  support  each
 other  when  they  are  attacked  by  somebody
 else,  I  do  not  know  whether  there  is  any-
 thing  between  the  lines  in  the  treaty  to  be
 tead.  Oftentimes  in  treaties  have  such
 hidden  meanings.  If  so,  it  is  for  the  Foreign
 Minister  to  dilate  on  this,  But  as  a  plain-
 speaking  document,  I  consider  it  as  one  of
 the  first  class  documents  to  which  we  have
 appended  our  signature.  There  is  nothing
 in  it  to  which  one  could  take  exception.
 It  is,  therefore,  on  account  of  the  time-
 spirit,  on  account  of  the  revolutions  that
 have  taken  place  here  and  in  Russia,  that
 this  has  to  be  welcomed,  and  these  two
 revolutions  have  a  world-wide  impact.  And
 these  two  powers’  coming  together  af  this
 juncture  might  have  a  world-wide  affect
 hereafter.  That  is  what  envisage,

 Therefore,  I  feel  that  this  treaty  has  got
 to  be  supported  whole  heartendly  by  every-
 one  in  the  House.

 Thank  you.

 श्री  प्रबोध  चन्द्र  (गुरदास  पुर)  :  चेयरमैन

 साहब,  दूसरी  जंगे-अजीम  में  चन्द्र  लफ्जो  का

 फिका  बहुत  मशहूर  था  हाउ  मच  फार  हाउ
 मंत्री---  कितना  कुछ  किया  है  कितनी  दुनिया
 के  लग्  |  चन्द्र  आदमियों  ने,  उन  का  इशारा



 32]  EL  A.  Minister's.
 Statement  on

 चर्चिल  रुजवेल्ट  और  स्टालिन  की  तरफ  था,
 इन  तीन  आदमियों  ने  दुनिया  जो  लड़ाई  के
 दहाने  पर  खड़ी  थी,  उस  को  अ्रपनी  काबल्यितः
 से  कैसे  बचाया  a  यही  फिक्र  आज  आयद  होता
 है,  हम'री  हमारी  हिन्दुस्तान  की  प्राइम  मीनार-

 टर,  हमारे  फारेन  मिनिस्टर  और  रशिया  की  जो
 लीडरशिप  है,  कि  किस  तरह  से  इन  तीन  आद-
 मियां

 न ेआज  उस  दुनिया  को  जो  तबाही  के
 महान  पर  खड़ी  थी  कावलिप्रत  और  अपनी
 हिम्मत  की  वजह  से  इस-तबाही  से  बचाया  है।
 आज  सिर्फ  हिन्दुस्तान  ही  नहीं  बल्कि  तमाम

 दुनिया  हिन्दुस्तान  की  लीडरशिप  की  ममनून
 है  दुनिया  आज  इस  बात  से  डरती  थी  कि  कब

 जंग  को  चिन्गारी  हिन्दुस्तान  या  पाकिस्तान  से

 शुरू  हो  कर  तमाम  दुनिया  पर  फैल  जाये।

 लेकिन  इस  ट्रीटी  ने उस  को  बचाया  है।

 दूसरे  हम  रख  कर  सकत  हैं  कि  आज

 आजादी  5  साल  बाद  हिन्दुस्तान  की  लीडर-
 शिप  को  यह  रिक गनी शन  मिला  है।  आज  हिन्
 दास्तान  के  लीडर  दुनिया  के  बड़े  से  बड़े  मुल्क

 है
 लीडरों  की  बराबरी  कर  सकते  हैं---काबलियत

 मे  या  दूसरी  बातों  में  |  मैं  ग्राम  फल  करता  हूं  कि

 हमारे  मुल्क  के  रटेट्समैल  ने,  हमारे  मुल्क  के
 लीडर्स

 ने  खास  कर  हमारे  फारेन-मिनिस्टर

 और  प्राइम  मिनिस्टर  ने  हमारे  मुल्क  का  नाम

 ऊंचा  क्रिया  है।  लेकिन  मुझे  अफसोस  हैकि

 जैसे  एक  भाई  ने  कहा  कि  मुझे  कुछ  दिखाई  नहीं
 देता,  तो  जनाब  आपने  भी  एक  परिन्दे  का  नाम
 सुना  होगा,  मैं  उक्त  का  नाम  नहीं  लेता,  उसे
 दिन  में  कुछ  दिखाई  हनीं  देता  ।  लेकिन  इस  में

 सुरज  का  कोई  कुसूर  नहीं  है  बल्की  कुसूर  उसी
 का  है  कि  उसे  कुछ  दिखाई  नहीं  देता  ।  अगर
 देखना  है  कि  आज  हिन्दुस्तान  के  अवाम
 इस  रोटी  के  बारे  में  क्या  सोचते  हैं  तो  लाखों
 गरीबों  की  आंखों  भांग  कर  देखें  कि  इस
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 ट्रीटी  के बाद  उन  की  आंखों  और  उन  के  चेहर
 पर  कल  कितनी  रोशनी  थी  eee  (व्यवधान)...

 बड़े  लीडर्स  जो  यहाँ  बैठे हैं,  मैं  और  कुछ  तो

 नहीं  कहना  चाहता,  लेकिन  उन  की  मिसाल  यही

 है  कि  बकरी  दूध  जरूर  देती  है,  लेकिन  मैंगन

 छोड़  जाती  है।  वाजपेयी  जी  ने  बहुत  कुछ  बातें

 कहीं,  लेक्नि  जाते-जाते  अपनी  आदत  के  मुता-

 विक,  क्योंकि  रशिया  का  फोबिया  उन  पर  है,

 उन्हें  अपने  हिज  मास्टंज़  वायस  की  बात  जरूर

 कहनी  थी  ।  तो  जनाब,  मैं  आज  इस  के  लिये

 फारेन  मिनिस्टर  को  मुबारकबाद  देता  हूं  और

 श्जं  करता  हूं  कि  यह  ट्रीटी  जिस  पर  दस्तखत

 किये  हैं  वह  दुनिया  को  अमन  और  शान्ति  का

 रास्ता  दिखायेगी  और  आज  अवाम  को  नो

 जरूरत
 है,  उन  की  भूख  को  दूर  करने  के  लिये

 दुनिया  के  तमाम  ज॒राये  उसी  तरफ  इस्तेमाल

 , होंगे,  न  कि  हिन्दुस्तान  और  दुनिया  की  जंग

 में  डालने  के  लिये।

 बहुत  लोग  यह  कहते  हैं  कि  हिन्दुस्तान  की

 हुकूमत  डरती  है,  वह  जंग  नहीं  चाहती  ।  लेकिन  वे

 यह  नहीं  जानते  कि  लड़ाई  में  कोई  लड्डू  तो  बटते

 नहीं  हैं  बल्कि  लड़ाई  में  गोले  चलते  हैं।  पिछली

 5  दिन  की  लड़ाई  में  हिन्दुस्तान  का  डवेलपमेन्ट

 पीछे  चला  गया  था  |  अगर  आज  हिन्दुस्तान
 चन्द  जजबाती  लोगों  के  नारों  पर  लड़ाई  करता

 है  तो  हम  उस  से  अपने  देश  को  बरबादी  कौ

 तरफ  ही  ले  जायेंगे  '  इस  लिये  मैं  अपने  सभी

 साथियों  से  जो  इधर  बैठे  हैं  या  उधर  बैठे  हैं,

 चाहता  हुं  कि  वे  गवर्नमेंट  को  इस  ट्रीटी  के

 लिये  मुत्रारिकबाद  देंगे  और  ऐसी  कोई  बात  नहीं

 करेगें  जिम  से  हमारे  देश  का  जो  बड़ा  साथी

 शौर  हमदर्द  है,  उस  के  साथ  कोई  गलतफहमी  की

 गुंजाइश  पैदा  हो  |

 इन  अलफाज  के  साथ  में  ड्राप  का  शुक्रिया

 सदा  करता  हूं  |



 323  E.A.  Minister’s  Statement  on  AUGUST  10,  1971

 SHRI  M.  MUHAMMAD  _  ISMAIL
 (Manjeri)  :  Mr.  Chairman,  Sir,  the  Indo-
 Soviet  Pact  that  has  been  signed  yesterday
 givesa  concrete  and  definite  shape  to  the
 principle  ef  co-existence  for  which  our
 country  stands  and  has  been  advocating  for
 along  time.  There  may  be  difference  in
 ideology  between  one  country  and  another,
 but  that  is  no  reason  why  they  should
 shrink  from  each  ether  as  that  would  only
 harm  the  interests  of  the  countries  con-
 cerned.  Apart  from  ideologies,  there  is  a
 wide  field  in  the  case  of  every  country  on
 which  there  can  be  agreement  and  working
 on  which  will  be  of  advantage  to  the  conn-
 tries  concerned.  India  and  Russia  have
 identified  this  area  of  common  interest  and
 have  pledged  to  stand  together  on  such
 interests,

 This  treaty  is  not  for  pooling  the  strength
 of  the  two  countries  for  purposes  of  aggres-
 sion  over  any  other  country,  but  as  has  been
 rightly  pointed  out  by  the  External  Affairs
 Minister,  it  is  a  treaty  of  peace,  friendship
 and  non-aggression.  But  should  there  be
 any  attack  or  threat  of  it,  the  contracting
 parties  will  take  effective  action  to  protect
 peace  and  ensure  the  security  and  interests
 of  their  respective  countries,  This  will  add
 to  the  stabilisation  of  peace  and  security  not
 only  of  the  contracting  countries,  but  of
 those  of  their  region  as  well,  This  treaty
 is,  therefore,  a  salutary  and  effective  instru-
 ment  which  would  contribute  to  the  peace  of
 the  world  tao,

 Our  non-alignment  policy  has  done  good
 to  our  country  and  it  has  been  amply  service-
 able  also  to  certain  other  countries  in  their
 struggle  for  freedom  and  in  other  matters
 concerning  them.  The  present  treaty  with
 Russia  eannot  conflict  with  our  country’s
 non-alignment  policy.  This  policy  docs  not
 at  all  mean  that  we  should  not  have  anything
 whatever  to  do  with  other  countries  and  its
 effect  is  not  to  isolate  us  from  other
 ccuntries.  In  the  present-day  context  when
 some  other  countries  have  failed  to  properly
 understand  our  stand  with  regard  to
 Pakistan,  refugees  and  other  matters,  and
 when  they  do  not  appreciate  our  policies,  it
 is  but  right  and  necessary  that  we  must
 ceme  to  a  firm  arrangement  with  a  country
 which  Is  friendly  and  appreciative  of  our
 policies  and  position,
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 I  welcome  the  Indo-Soviet  Treaty  and
 wish  it  well.

 17.22  hrs.

 (MR.  SPEAKER  in  the  Chair)

 MR.  SPEAKER  :  Shri  Samar  Guha,

 SHRI  N.  SREEKANTAN  NAIR
 (Quilon)  :  Each  Presiding  Officer  comes  and
 gives  somebody  some  concession,  and  the
 other  groups  in  the  House  which  are  voice-
 less  are  simply  ignored.  That  is  very  bad,
 going  too  far.  If  trouble  is  what  you  want,
 we  know  how  to  give  it.

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA  (Contai)  :  Today
 I  speak  not  as  a  spokesman  of  the  PSP,  but
 as  a  spokesman  of  the  Socialist  Party  born
 in  the  sublime  unification  of  three  socialist
 forces,  the  PSP,  the  SSP  and  the  ISP.

 I  feel  that  realism  of  the  situation
 demands  that  we  should  have  friendly  rela-
 tions,  very  close  relations,  with  Soviet
 Russia,  but  I  think  it  is  wholly  unnecessary
 to  codify  this  relationship  of  friendship  with
 Russia  in  the  form  of  a  treaty  binding  us  to
 the  Soviet  bloc  politics  for  20  plus  5  years,
 Whatever  may  be  said  about  the  nature  of
 the  treaty,  that  it  is  a  treaty  of  peace  and
 friendship  with  Russia,  the  impression  in
 timpression  in  the  country  is  more  impor-
 tant.  That  impression  has  been  reflected  in
 the  press  by  banner  headlines  that  this  treaty
 is  meant  as  a  defence  shield  against  the
 aggressive  designs  of  Pakistan,  and  that  is
 why  almost  all  the  newspapers  in  India  had
 headlines  of  seven  or  eight  columns  reading
 ‘Security  Pact  with  Russia’,  ‘‘Defence  Pact
 with  Russia”  etc.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the
 treaty  has  been  originated  as  8  result  of  the
 fear  of  the  ghost  of  Chinese  complicity  with
 the  aggressive  designs  of  Pakistan.  In  a  sense
 there  is  no  doubt  that  it  was  the  fear  of
 China  that  was  standing  in  the  way  of  giving
 immediate  recognition  to  Bangladesh.  Now,
 I  think  the  test  of  this  treaty  is  this:  The
 immediate  reaction  created  all  over  the
 country  is  that  the  people  expect  that  the
 Government  will  now  have  the  courage  not
 only  to  give  immediate  recognition  to  Bang-
 ladesh  but  also  to  give  massive  help  to
 Bangladesh  to  complete  their  freedom  struggle
 and  consolidate  theirfreedom.  I  want  to
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 draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  con-
 mitments  made  in  this  treaty,  Article  पा
 says:

 “The  High  Contracting  Parties  condemn
 colonialism  and  racialism  in  all  forms
 and  mainfesiations  and  reaffirm  their
 determination  to  strive  for  their  final
 and  complete  elimination,”

 It  is  not  my  feeling  alone;  the  Defence
 Minister  himself  a  few  days  ago  described
 the  Pakistani  army  as  a  colonial  army  and
 an  imperialist  army.  If  that  is  so,  the  first
 and  foremost  obligation  under  this  treaty  is,
 India  and  Russia  should  declare  that  the
 Pakistani  army  is  a  colonial  and  imperialist
 army,  that  it  is  an  imperialist  army  occu-
 pation  of  Bangladesh  and  10  eliminate  that
 imperialist,  colonial  occupation  of  Bangla-
 desh,  India  and  Russia,  if  they  have  any
 respect  for  this  treaty,  should  jointly  recog-
 nise  Bangladesh,

 Some  friends  talked  very  loudly  this
 morning  about  the  future  expansion  of  the
 Socialist  system  and  ideology  into  our  region
 also.  Not  Ouly  India  and  Russia,  but  all
 the  socialist  countries  following  Russia
 should,  if  they  have  any  honesty  and  respect for  this  treaty,  declare  here  and  how  that

 eed
 are  in  favour  of  Bangladesh  and  that

 pe  Colonial  and  imperialist  rule  of  West
 akistan  Over  Bangla  Desh  should  end.

 h  Without  entering  into  this  treaty,  per- PS  we  had  a  greater  freedom  to  recognise
 angladesh.  But  now  I  have  developed  a
 Oubt  that  beca  se  of  certain  clauses  incor-

 Porated  In  this  treaty  may  stand  in  our  way to  act  independently  to  give  recognition  to
 angladesh.  I  have  a'so  my  doubt  that  this

 ated
 Not  be  to  our  advantage.  I  have  delved

 900  the  complexity  of  the  international  Sino-
 Oviet  conflict  and  the  detente  in  Sino-US

 =
 ations.  Now  It  may  very  well  happen

 a
 at  USA  may  ask  Cnina  to  supply  more

 sia
 to  Pakistan,  That  means  the  proba-

 if  it
 Of  war  is  there.  In  that  probability,

 ‘ere  is  any  conflict  between  India  and
 akistan,  the  conflict  wiil  be  more  costly,

 More  destructive  and  perhaps  it  will  be  more
 Prolonged  as  a  result  of  this  treaty,

 There  is  one  clause  in  the  treaty  which
 S$  not  stand  in  the  way  of  our  having  a

 SRAVANA  I9,  893  (SAKA)  Indo-Soviet  Treaty  (Motn  )  326

 bilateral  treaty,  bilateral  understanding  with
 another  country.

 SHRI  S.  M.  BANERJEE  (Kanpur)  :
 Are  you  supporting  the  treaty  or  not  ?

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA:  There  was  no
 necessity  of  codifying  our  friendly  relations
 with  Russia.  It  was  a  _  long-standing
 friendship  of  25  years.Why  should  we  categ-
 orically  emphasize  the  obvious  ?

 Then,  another  thing  is  that  we  should
 by  to  assuage  the  apprehension  of  China  that
 this  treaty  is  not  meant  against  China,  In
 the  context  of  the  present  military  alliances
 and  political  alliances  and  the  Sino-Soviet
 conflict,  China  should  not  have  at  the  back
 of  its  mind  that  this  treaty  is  dirceted
 against  her,  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern-
 ment  of  India  to  assuage  their  apprehension
 that  it  is  not  meant  against  them,  If  we  can
 do  that  that  will  mean  realism,  real  political
 and  diplomatic  approach,  removing  the
 apprehension  of  China  that  it  is  not  meant
 against  them.

 DR.  RANEN  SEN  (Barasat)  :  Sir,  he  is
 making  original  contribution.  He  should
 be  given  more  time.

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUIHIA:  Today  it  is  a
 red  letter  day  for  them,  bccause  they  are
 looking  at  everything  through  the  periscope
 of  Moscow.  Buti  have  my  Indian  eye,  I
 look  at  the  whole  problem  from  the  Indian
 eyo......  (interruptions).

 This  treaty  is  no  doubt  historic.  But  it
 means  a  historic  deviation  of  our  foreign
 policy.  In  our  foreign  policy  there  is  a  thing
 called  non-alignment.

 SHRI  AMRIT  NAHATA*S  You  have
 never  supported  our  foreign  policy  ia  the
 past,  So,  why  worry  about  it  now  ?

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA:  I  know  you;
 everybody  knows,  every  Embassy  kaows  for
 whom  you  speak,  what  is  your  object  Even
 in  the  Congress  Party  people  know  you  that
 your  body  is  here  and  soul  is  e]se  where....
 (interrnptions).

 MR.  SPEAKER  :
 bon.  Member

 T  would  request  the
 to  look  towards  me  and
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 [Mr.  Speaker]

 address  me  only.  Let  him  not  try  to  reply
 to  the  interruptions.

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA  :  It  is  a  historic
 deviation  from  the  policy  pursued  for  the
 last  two  decades,  Whatever  the  word  non-
 alignment  may  mean  we  have  aligned  our-
 selves  with  the  Soviet  bloc  politically,
 militarily  and  also  in  other  ways.  Sir,
 the  doctor  will  say  when  a  man  _  is
 killed  that  he  is  dead  but  a  Poet
 will  say  he  has  passed  into.  eternity.
 Likewise  they  say  it  is  an  extension  of  non-
 alignment  but  it  means  burial  of  non-
 alignment.

 Sir,  if  you  look  from  the  long  range
 perespective  you  will  appreciate  that  we  have
 got  into  the  vortex  of  the  Sino-Soviet  con-
 fiict.  There  was  no  necessity  to  enter  into
 such  a  conflict  between  two  giants.  We
 could  have  emerged  as  the  first-class  power
 in  Asia.  That  possibility  has  been  blocked.

 I  want  to  know  from  the  Government
 whether  this  Treaty  will  bar  India  from  having
 immediate  nogotiations  with  China  and  Japan.
 Again  there  is  a  clause  about  which  I  have
 apprehension—clause  about  non-proliferation.
 I  want  to  know  whether  we  are  free  to  carry
 On  with  our  peaceful  explosion  of  nuclear
 test.  (Interruption)  My  another  apprehen-
 sion  is  this  treaty  will  give  a  scope  for
 Russia  to  extend  their  bases  in  Indian  ocean.

 Lastly,  it  has  a  serious  implication  on
 our  foreign  aid.  We  must  remember  that
 more  than  80%  of  our  foreign  aid  is  coming
 not  from  the  Soviet  bloc  area  but  from  the
 other  areas.  (Interruption).

 AS  a  patriotic  Indian  my  party’s  stand  is
 that  India  should  give  up  the  role  of  a  glo-
 bal  beggar—  begging  either  from  Moscow  or
 from  Washington  or  from  Bonn.  India
 should  stand  on  her  own  national  economy.
 India  should  stand  on  her  own  legs.  (Jnter-
 ruption).

 Let  this  Government  have  the  courage  to
 say  that  they  will  give  up  80%  of  the  foreign
 aid  which  they  are  getting  from  other  coun-
 tries  and  not  from  the  Soviet  bloc.  It  is  my
 duty  to  point  out  that  this  Treaty......

 MR.  SPEAKER  :  {tis  also  my  duty  to
 save  time.  (Interruption).
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 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA:  This  treaty  may
 have  the  possibility  of  having  an  impact  on
 our  economy  and  on  our  planning.

 I  consider  Soviet  Russia  as  a  friend  of
 India  and  I|  want  this  friendship  to  continue,

 (Interruption).  What  started  by
 saying  I  will  conclude  by  saying......  Cnterr-
 uption).

 SHRI  K.  BALAKRISHNAN  (Ambala-
 puzha)  ;  If  he  is  not  sitting  down,  I  am  also
 going  to  get  up  and  start  talking.  He  is
 encroaching  upon  our  tights.  There  should
 be  a  limit  to  impropriety  and  indiscretion.

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA:  I  conclude  by
 saying  that  I  stand  for  friendship  with
 Russia  |  am  all  for  friendship  with  Soviet
 Russia  for  our  practical  interest  but  not  for
 codifing  this  friendship  binding  us  for  20
 plus  five  years  into  the  Soviet  bloc  of  poli-
 tics.  It  may  be  helpful  to  sc  me  but  not  to
 our  partriotic  interest,  the  Indian  interest,

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  rose—

 MR.  SPEAKER  :  May  I  give  only  two
 minutes  to  Professor  Shibban  Lal  Saksena  ?

 SHRI  N.  SREEKANTAN  NAIR:  Ona
 point  of  order,  You  in  your  indulgence  or
 kindness  or  whatever  it  be  have  accepted
 the  smaller  groups  of  the  House  as  Opposi-
 tion  groups.  The  Leader  of  the  House  has
 also  accepted  them  and  _  is  inviting  them  to
 conferences  and  impcrtant  meetings,  But
 on  a  matter  of  great  importance,  should  you
 not  at  least  give  some  time  for  the  spokes-
 men  of  those  groups  in  this  House  ?  Or,
 is  it  left  to  whoever  sits  in  the  Chair  to  allot
 time  to  favourites,  friends,  specialists  and
 sycophants  ?  Is  it  in  order  ?

 MR.  SPEAKER  :  It  is  not  a  question  of
 sycophants.  The  names  are  before  me
 already,  They  were  given  nmiuch  in  advance.
 But  4  had  promised  this  morning  two
 minutes  to  Professor  Shibban  Lal  Saksena,

 SHRI  N.  SREFKANTAN  NAIR:  [  am
 not  talking  about  him.  He  is  a  very  senior
 Member  and  an  old  revolutionary,  Iam
 talking  about  what  happened  throughout  this
 evening.

 MR.  SPEAKER:  I  did  not  expect  it
 from  you.
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 PROF.  S.L,  SAKSENA  (Maharajganj)  :
 Mr,  Speaker,  Sir,  ]  yield  to  none  in  my
 friendship  for  the  Soviet  Union.  |  have
 visited  their  beautiful  country  several  times
 as  their  guest  in  trade  union  and  peace
 committee  delegations.  But  I  ama  patriot who  cannot  congratulate  the  Government on  this  Treaty  in  which  India  must  naturally be  a  junior  partner.

 Iam  a  strong  votary  of  Jawaharlal Nehru’s  philosphy  of  non-alignment.  It  was
 his  greatest  contribution  toward  world’s Political  philosophy.  In  his  darkest  hour  in
 1962,  he  stuck  to  his  Philosophy  of  non-
 alignment  in  spite  of  great  pressures,

 I  am  sorry,  Sir,  that  today,  his  daughter
 has  buried  her  father’s  Philosophy  of  non-
 alignment.  Mere  words  will  not  resurrect the

 doctrine  of  non-alignment,  It  is  not
 treaties  which  move  nations,  It  is  national
 Interest  which  guides  them.  Why  did  USA
 come  to  our  help  in  1962 2  We  had  no

 puch
 treaty  with  them.  They  came  to  our
 because  it  was  in  their  national  interest. ccause  she  did  not  then  want  to  allow

 China  to  become  Supreme  in  Asia  by  allow- ing  India  to  go  down

 Suppose  Pakistan
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 Noless  intere

 am,
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 in  Our  survival  than,  we  are,

 existing  friend!
 >
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 >  relations  with
 the  U.S.S.R.

 US  a  member
 Wreaty.  It  obviously  makes

 of  nations  ०
 of  the  Soviet  bloc

 aligned  Count:  ur  independence  as  a  non-
 may  say,  the  i  is  finished.  Whatever  we
 our  credit  F
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 should  have  done;  wanted  to  do  this,  we
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 its  benefits  Sow?  therefore,  judge  ii  from

 Government
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 because  we  ver
 een

 recognised  obviously
 Pakistan  and  ere afraid  of  invation  09

 treaty  we  will  |
 China,  |  hope,  after  this

 Rising  the  sev
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 further  time  ip  recog-
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 soe
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 THE  MINISTER  OF  EXTERNAL
 AFFAIRS  (SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH)  :
 Mr.  Speaker  Sir,  I  am  rgrateful
 to  the  hon.  Members,  the  leaders
 of  the  Opposition  parties,  who  have
 given  such  a  massive  support  to  this  Treaty.
 If  I  may  say,  this  is  one  of  the  rare  occa-
 sions  when  such  an  Overwhelming  support
 has  been  given  to  almost  any  act  undertaken
 by  Government.

 Some  friends  have  pointed  out  that
 there  are  some  voices  of  dissent.  There  are.
 That  is  why  I  said  a  massive  support  has
 been  given.  If  you  add  up  a  number  of
 ‘‘minus  points’’,  it  will  not  add  up  to  much.
 If  you  add  up  the  voices  of  dissent  that
 they  have  registered,  perhaps,  it  is  a  proof
 of  the  liberal  democratic  traditions  that  we
 follow  andsome  of  them  who  have  a
 suspicion  have  adopted  this  negative  attitude
 perhaps  to  demonstrate  that  they  are  really
 democratic.  I  am  not  sure  whether  they
 believe  in  what  they  say.  I  have  great
 doubts  about  that,

 Some  of  the  wiser  leaders  who  still  hope
 to  again  rehablitate  themselves  have  read
 the  signs  of  times.  They  have  not  got  the
 guts  to  oppose  it  because  they  know,  if  they
 oppose  it,  they  will  be  compleiely  isolated.
 While  supporting  it,  they  have  tried
 indirectly  to  pick  out  points  to  suggest
 certain  doubts  which  really  have  no  subs-
 tance.  This  is  the  real  psychology  of  these
 people  today.  And  I  give  them  credit
 because,  at  any  ratc,  they  have  on_  this
 occasion  reflected  the  will  of  the  pcople
 although  whatever  may  be  their  own  predi-
 lections,  While  saying  that  they  are  in
 favour  of  the  Treaty,  they  have  also  said
 other  things  which  perhaps  they  wanted  to
 register  because  mentally  they  do  not  appear
 to  be  fully  reconciled  to  the  Treaty.  This
 is  the  only  analysis  that  |  can  give,

 There  is  another  very  interesting  feature
 of  this  debate  and,  to  bs  quite  frank,  Sir,
 it  is  difficult  to  reply  to  a  debate  when
 there  is  no  opposition  worth  the  name.
 There  are  no  points  to  be  met.  Therefore,
 there  is  not  much  to  be  replied  to.

 श्री  पीलू  मोदी  :  चलो  छुंटूटी  करो  1

 श्री  स्वर्ण  सिह :  पीलु  साहब,  उस  को

 छुट्टी  न  मिली,  जिस  ते  सबक  याद  किया।
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 [Shri  Swaran  Singh]

 It  is  interesting  that  several  hon,  Members
 have  supported  this  treaty  but  they  have
 given  their  own  reasons  for  supporing  this
 treaty.  One  way  is  that  if  I  were  debate-
 minded  and  if  I  want  only  to  controvert
 the  arguments,  perhaps  I  could  have
 continued  this  debate  for  a  long  time.
 Although  a  particular  member  is  support-
 ing  it  but  I  don’t  agree  with  the  reasons
 for  which  he  is  supporting  it,  if  I  were  to
 take  that  attitude.  perhaps  I  would  have
 prolonged  the  debate.  But,  Sir,  it  is  not
 my  intention  to  do  so.  As  a  practical
 individual,  I  am  interested  in  the  final  word,
 whether  he  supports  it  or  opposes  it  and
 I  am  not  concerned  with  the  reasons  that
 he  has  in  his  own  mind  to  support  it.

 But  it  is  very  interesting  all  the  same  to
 mention  that  some  hon.  Members  say  ‘We
 support  it  because  it  discards  non-aligment’.

 SHRI  FRANK  ANTHONY:  Thank
 God.

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :  Some  people
 say  that  it  is  a  deviation  from  non-alignment.
 ‘Therefore,  we  support  it’,  All  right.  I

 am  interested  in  your  support  and  I  hope
 you  are  genuine  in  your  support  when  you
 say  that  support  it  for  what  it  contains  and
 not  for  what  you  imagine  that  it  discards
 and  what  it  deviates  from.  A  certain
 concrete  act  which  has  reaffirmed  certain
 principles  and  the  adherence  of  countries  to
 those  principles  and  to  support  it  or  not  to
 support  it  is  something  which  is  important
 and  it  is  not  my  intention  to  go  into  this
 sterile  debate  and  to  pick  up  arguments
 with  several  hon.  Members  because  I  do  not
 agree  with  their  reasoning,

 I  am  aware  of  a  large  number  of  judg-
 ments  that  are  writlen  by  learned  judges
 who  ultimately  come  to  the  same  conclusion
 very  often  by  giving  their  own  reasons  for
 coming  to  that  particular  conclusion.  It  is
 an  interesting  intellectual  exereise  but,  so  far
 as  this  Parliament  is  concerned,  I  will  be
 content  with  the  operative  part  of  their
 speeches  rather  than  the  reasoning  that  they
 give  in  support  of  the  conclusion  to  which
 they  have  arrived  at.

 I  know  Mr.  Piloo  Mody  is  feeling
 uncomfortable  because  their  dissent  to
 this,

 I  will  not  go  into  detail,  but  I  will  try
 to  confine  myself  to  the  salient  features  of
 this  treaty.  This  treaty,  if  we  analyse  it
 consists  of  several  parts  and  some  members
 have  given  thought  to  the  economic  content
 of  the  treaty,  to  the  political  content  of  the
 treaty  in  relation  to  our  postures  towards
 important  pressing  problems,  faced  by  the
 world  and  it  has  also  got  a  security  aspect
 and  we  have  to  read  this  treaty  as  a  whole
 and  have  to  examine  it  in  its  various  facets
 and  Keep  in  view  its  entire  content,

 In  the  economic  ficld  and  in  the  field  of
 technological  and  scientific  co-operation  and
 collaboration  this  is  a  re-affirmation  of  the
 principle  of  the  fruitful  co-operation  and
 collaboration  between  the  two  countries  in
 these  vital  fields.  Several  hon.  Members  have
 rightly  stressed  that  we  have  to  work  for  the
 objective  of  ourselves  becoming  strong,
 ourselves  having  the  strength  to  face  whatever
 may  be  the  problem.  That  is  precisely  our
 objective  and  it  is  for  this  reason  that  we
 greatly  welcome  the  co-opetation  and
 collabora‘ion  in  certain  vital  fields.  Such
 co-operation  and_  collaboration  which
 enables  us  to  build  our  real  economic
 Strength,  which  enables  to  the  base  of  our
 further  growth,  which  helps  us  to  lay  the
 foundations  upon  which  we  can  build  our
 economic  and  industrial  growth.  It  is  for
 this  reason  that  we  attach  importance  to
 the  various  clauses  under  which  there  is  this
 agreement  between  our  two  countries  to
 cooperate  with  each  other,  to  collaborate
 with  eaeh  other  and  to  help  in  the  matter  of
 development  of  latest  techiques,  technologi-
 eal  know-how  and  collaboration  in  all  sophi-
 Sticated  and  scientific  fields.  This  is  a  very
 important  part  of  the  Treaty  and  this  is  in
 consance  and  in  line  with  the  objective
 which  has  been  stressed  by  severval  hon.
 Members  that  we  have  ourselves  to  be
 strong.  And,  the  strength  consists  in  develop-
 ing  our  economy,  in  an  independent  manner,
 and  our  industry,  in  rapid  manner,  so  that
 the  infra-structure  andthe  industrial  base
 are  such  that  give  us  not  only  the  economic
 Strength,  but  ultimately  also  the  military
 strengih,  which  again  touches  upon  the
 security  aspect,  ond  this  is  also  an  important
 component  of  this  Treaty.
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 A  great  deal  of  argument  has  been
 advanced  by  Constitutional  pundits  and
 Political  thinkers  among  the  hon.  Members
 who  have  tried  to  criticise  the  treaty  from
 the  angle  that  it  is  a  deviation  or  a  depar- ture  from  our  policy  of  non-alignment.  I
 would  not  like  to  go  into  details,  I  would
 only  draw  the  attention  of  the  hon,  Members
 to  Clause  IV  of  the  Treaty.  There  cannot
 be  a  clearer  proof  than  the  Treaty  itself  and it  is  clearly  provided  in  Clause  IV  that  the
 USSR  Government  respects  our  policy  of
 non-alignment  and  they  also  agree...(Inter-
 ruption)  Those  perhaps  who  don’t  believe In  non-alignment  can  smile  on  this,
 not  sure  whether  he  belelives
 alignment......
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 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA  :
 convince  those  friends  that
 a  security  or  defence  pact,

 Please,  try  to
 this  is  not

 THE  PRIME  MINISTER,  MINISTER
 OF  ATOMIC  ENERGY,  MINISTER  OF
 HOME  AFFAIRS  AND  MINISTER  OF
 INFORMATION  AND  BROADCASTING
 (SHRIMATI  INDIRA  GANDHI):  When
 have  they  been  right  before  \  On  what
 occasions  have  these  friends  been  right
 before  ?  I  should  like  to  know.

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA:  However  most
 of  them  are  right  for  you  at  least,  Most  of
 them  are  Indians  and  of  the  Indian
 Press  ;  perhaps  at  no  time  have  they  been
 so  much  in  favouritism  with  you,

 8  hrs.

 SHRI  PILGO  MODY  :  They  were  right
 when  they  published  her  speeches.

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  I  have
 mentioned  in  my  Opening  statement  that
 this  is  a  treaty  for  peace,  a  treaty  for  friend-
 ship  and  a  treaty  against  war.  Defence
 pacts  or  military  alliances  are  couched  in
 such  words  and  they  have  such  connotation
 that  there  is  atomic  drawal  of  one  party  if
 there  is  action  by  the  other  party  of  a
 particular  nature,  Anybody  who  has  studied
 these  three  articles,  namely  articles  VIII,
 \X  and  X  carefully  would  fully  agree  with
 me  that  there  is  no  such  connotation,  no
 such  element,  no  such  suggestion  and  no
 such  mention  of  any  such  atomic  drawal
 flowuing  from  any  unilateral  action  of  any  of
 the  parties,

 We  must  make  a  clear  distinction  in  our
 cwn  minds  and  |  want  to  make  it  absolutely
 clear  that  these  articles  no  doubt  do  provide
 a  framework  which  is  of  importance  to  us  ;
 it  gives  a  framework  within  which  steps  can
 be  taken  by  us  to  safeguard  our  securily.
 This  has  to  be  distinguished  from  the  usual
 defence  pacts  or  alliances.  L  cannot  help
 Shri  Piloo  Modi  if  he  cannot  see  the
 difference  between  the  clauses  of  the  Warsaw
 Pact  and  this  treaty.  Even  if  this  has  to  be
 argued  that  this  Treaty  is  different  from  th
 Warsaw  Pact,  !  think  [cannot  convince  Shri
 Piloo  Mody  about  anything.  He  has  only
 to  read  the  clauses  of  the  Warsaw  Pact  and
 compare  them  with  the  articles  here  and  the
 answer  will  be  there.  But  for  a  person  who
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 [Shri  Swaran  Singh]

 refuses  to  see  things,  I  cannot  show  any
 light.  It  is  an  absolute  travesty  to  say  that
 this  treaty  has  got  anything  of  that  sort.....

 SHRI  हू,  MANOHARAN  :  Pack  him
 up  to  Warsaw.

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  I  do  not
 think  that  he  would  like  to  go  to  Warsaw.

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY:  Why  does  he
 not  try  to  take  me  there  ?

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :  Perhaps  in
 his  usual  jocular  style—perhaps  I  cannot  use
 the  words  ‘style  of  buffonery’—he  has  used
 the  expressions  ‘Comrade  Swaran  Singh’
 and  ‘Sardar  Gromyko’.,  I  do  not  know  how
 Mr.  Gromyko  will  react,  but  I  am  grateful
 to  him  for  conferring  this  title  on  me.

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY:  I  think  it  is  a
 question  of  reciprocating  the  courtesy,

 SHRL  SWARAN  SINGH:  I  would
 lite  ‘o  be  a  comrade  and  be  their  company
 r..iizr  than  be  in  the  company  of  capitalists,

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY:  I  think  he
 would  also  reciprocate.

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  Once  in  a
 while,  even  if  buffonery  has  generated  an
 expression,  I  greatly  value  it,  He  perhaps
 does  not  realise  the  implications  of  what  he
 is  saying.  We  are  determined  to  bring
 about  socialism.  It  is  this  policy  that  is
 bothering  the  capitalists.  Therefore,  they
 call  us  comrades.  We  accept  that  compli-
 ment.  Whether  this  has  got  anything  to  do
 with  this  treaty  or  not  is  a  separate  subject,

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY:  It  is  not  a
 separate  subject.

 SHRI  R.  S.  PANDEY:  The  share
 bazar  is  down,  That  is  why  they  ere
 bothered.

 SHRL  PILGO  MODY:  Worms  must
 not  rise  at  the  wrong  moment.

 SURI  SWARAN  SINGH  :  The  security
 clauses  of  this  treaty-L  have  uscd  the

 expressiva  carclully—-  are  these  three  articles,

 and  if  these  are  carefully  analysed,  the
 essence  of  the  treaty  would  become  apparent.

 First  there  is  article  VIII,  This  is
 another  expression  for  a  treaty  of  non-
 aggression,  It  reads  thus  :

 ‘Rach  High  Contracting  Party  under-
 takes  to  abstain  from  any  aggression
 against  the  other  Party  and  to  prevent
 the  use  of  its  territory  for  the  commis-
 sion  of  any  act  which  might  inflict
 military  damage  on  the  other  High
 Contracting  Party.”

 Earliear,  we  have  :

 Panes  shall  not  enter  into  or  participate
 in  any  military  alliance  directed  against
 the  other  Party,”

 This  is  a  very  salutary  provision,  and  I  do
 not  see  why  any  objection  should  be  taken
 to  this  article.

 The  next  important  article  is  article  I.
 This  has  been  referred  to  already.  But  I
 would  like  specifically  to  refer  again  to  this
 articie.

 It  says:

 “Flach  High  Contracting  Party  under-
 takes  to  abstain  from  providing  any
 assistance  to  any  third  party  that  engages
 in  armed  corflict  with  the  other  Party.
 In  the  event  of  either  Party  being  sub-
 jected  to  an  attack  or  a  threat  thereof,
 the  High  Contracting  Parties  shall  imme-
 diately  enter  info  mutual  consultations
 in  order  to  remove  such  threat  and  to
 take  appropriate  effective  measures  to
 ensure  peace  and  the  security  of  their
 countries,”

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  :  I  can  also  read
 all  this,

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  Shri  Piloo
 Mody  reminds  me  that  he  can  also  read  thus,
 If  he  had  read  this,  he  would  not  have  raised
 that  argument  at  any  rate.

 SHRI  PILOOQ  MGDY  With  your
 massive  mandate,  you  can  pronounce  it  any-
 way  you  like,
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 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  Article  is
 important.  and  this  answers  one  of  the
 questions  raised  by  the  hon,  Member  oppo- Site,

 It  says  ;

 “Each  high  contracting  party  solemnly
 declares  that  it  shall  not  enter  into  any
 obligation,  secret  or  public  with  one  or
 more  States,  which  is  incompatible  with
 this  treaty,  Each  high  contracting  party
 further  declares  that  no  obligation  exists,
 nor  shall  any  obligation  be  entered  into
 between  itself  and  any  other  State  or
 States,  which  might  cause  military
 damage  to  the  other  party.”

 So  whether  or  not  there  is  any  attack  or
 or  threat  of  attack,  under  this  treaty  no  arms
 be  supplied  to  any  prrty  which  might  cause
 military  damage  to  other  party,  The  inter-
 Pretation  is  quite  obvious  and  this  answers
 some  of  the  points  raised,

 I  wonld  like  to  say  that  the  economic
 content  this  treaty,  the  solemn  undertaking
 given  in  this
 conduct  their  international  policies  in  such
 Manner  as  to  give  striking  and  stunning
 blows  {o  remnants  of  cclonialism  and  racia-
 lism  is  another  important  cornerstone  of  this
 treaty)  The  political  content,  the  economic
 content  the  technological  and  scientific  colla-
 boration  and  the  security  clauses  of  the  treaty
 ta  €n  as  ६  whole,  present  a  picture  which  is
 'S  to,  the  mutual  benefit  and  mutual  advantage
 of  both  countries,

 Iwas  rather  amused  when  Shri  Piloo
 Mody  said  that  some  talks  were  going  on
 behind  my  back  and  that  I  was  there  only  to
 Put  my  signature  to  this  treaty,  }  think
 Shri  Piloo  _Mody  does  not  know  enough  of
 me.  If  he  thinks  that  I  am_  so  pliable  that
 I  can  readily  put  my  signature  without  being
 Associated  with  the  intricate  negotiations
 that  culminated  in  this  treaty,  he  is  taking
 Much  too  superficial  a  view.  Perhaps  he  is
 too  thick-skinned  or  thick-fleshed  to  under-
 Stand  how  Government  works  and  I  think
 this  sort  of  attitude  of  oversimplification
 Should  not  be  adopted  in  such  a  serious
 matter  that  we  are  discussing  today,  that  I
 was  there  only  to  put  my  signature  and  that
 all  this  we  negotiated  behind  my  back  or
 anybody's  back.  do  sympathise  with  him

 treaty  by  the  two  countries  to  at
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 and  others  of  his  way  of  thinking  because  I
 do  claim  credit  that  these  negotiations  do
 signify  tothe  fact  of  the  conduct  of  our
 affairs  in  such  a  manner  that  nothing  leaked
 out,  although  these  negotiations  were  going
 on  for  a  numter  of  months.  We  did  not
 want  unnecessarily  to  raise  either  doubts  or
 suspicions  and  we  did  not  want  a  public
 debate  to  start  before  we  finalised  the
 document.

 I  would  also  like  in  all  fairness  to  clarify
 that  the  s‘gning  of  this  treaty  has  nothing  to
 do  with  the  dramatic  manner  in  which  Dr.
 Kissinger  went  to  Peking,  because  these  talks
 had  been  going  on  at  various  levels  for  quite
 some  time.  I  can  say  that  the  timing  is  such
 that  it  has  been  so  well  received  in  the
 country,  that  even  those  who  want  to  oppose
 it  want  to  save  their  skin  while  voicing  their
 opposition  to  it.  This  is  demonstration  of
 the  fact  that  the  people  also  can  takea
 decision,  and  I  am  sure  that  in  this  case  the
 people  are  solidly  behind  this  treaty.

 Having  said  that,  asa  matter  of  fact,  I
 am  not  giving  out  any  great  secret  which
 cannot  be  divulged  at  this  stage  that  these
 talks  had  ferther  ferish  time  taken  place,
 as  the  Prime  Minister  has  already  mentioned
 about  two  years  ago.  I  myself  was  associated
 not  only  in  my  present  capacily  but  when  I
 was  in  charge  even  of  the  earlier  Ministry,
 Even  then,  [  was  associated  with  it,  and  we
 were  discussing  to  find  some  juridical  and
 and  legal  basis  for  the  type  of  relationship
 that  was  developing  between  the  two
 countries.

 I  am  again  amazed  at  some  comments
 where  some  of  the  headings  of  certain  arti-
 cles  have  been  picked  up  by  hon.  Member,
 Was  it  necessary  ?  It  is  an  amazing  thing
 to  ask:  they  do  not  say  that  there  is  any-
 thing  wrong  with  it,  but  what  they  mean  to
 say  is  that  all  this  was  already  there;  was  it
 necessary,  therefore,  to  give  it  a  juridical  and
 legal  basis  ?  It  is  quite  obvious  that  if  it

 is  already  there,  then  it  means  that  all  of  you
 accept  what  was  there  was  correct.  If  what
 is  there  is  correct,  and  then  it  is  our  mutual
 benefit,  why  not  give  it  a  legal  and  juridical
 basis?  I  fail  to  understand  this  type  of
 argument,  If  they  cannot  find  any  true,
 solid  argument  to  oppose  this,  then  it  is  a
 very  easy  thing  to  say  it  is  a  good  thing.  It
 is  something  which  is  beneficial  to  both;  it  is
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 something  which  is  good  to  both,  But  was
 it  necessary  ?  It  is  like  saying  that  food  is
 good  but  is  it  necessary  to  eat  it.  I  think
 this  type  of  approach  does  not  take  us  any--
 where.

 I  would  now  touch  upon  some  specific
 questions  that  had  been  asked,  and  before
 I  do  that,  I  would  like  to  express  my  grate-
 fulness  to  all  the  political  parties  who  have
 welcomed  this  except—I  do  not  know  whe-
 ther  all  the  components  of  tbis  party  are
 behind  him  in  his  analysis—Mr,  Guha,

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA  :  You  are  yet  to
 know  it.  We  hada  whole  night  discussion
 yesterday,  almost  up  tol  O'clock.  On  the
 basis  of  that,  ]  had  spoken,

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :  Probably  you
 discussed  it  too  long  and  did  not  come  to
 the  right  conclusion.  (Interruption)  Even
 when  he  was  arguing,  what  he  said  was  that
 this  is  all  right;  all  this  was  available;  then
 why  put  it  on  paper  that  this  is  good.

 SHRI  SAMAR  GUHA  :  I  said  that
 codification  and  writing  it  on  paper  in  that
 way  completely  different  things.  (Inter-
 ruption).

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :  Then,  may
 I  ask  which  is  the  party  to  which  Mr.  Piloo
 belongs  or  Mr  Mody  belongs  or  both  of  them
 belong.  I  do  not  know  if  his  porty  also  sat
 throughout  the  night  to  formulate  their  final
 view  ,—

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY:  It  is  well
 known  that  we  do  all  our  business  by  day,

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  Because.
 Rajaji,  the  veteran  statesman,  has  given  a
 statement  from  Madras;  he  has  blessed
 this  tready.  [I  do  not  know  whether  Piloo
 Mody  or  both  of  them  are  in  touch
 with  the  views  of  the  Swatantra  party  or
 perhaps  the  democratic  ideals  has  penetrated
 so  much  that  they  do  not  care  for  the
 opinion  of  their  leader,  and  each  one  wants
 to  have  his  own  opinion.  They  are
 swatantra  to  take  a  swatantra  view!  I
 would  apologise  here  because  there  is  a
 Member  of  the  CPI  whose  name  _  is
 ‘Swatantra’.

 I  do  not  know,  therefore  whether  the
 Swatantra  Party  is  ‘‘Swatantra’’  to  take
 his  own  view  to  oppose,  not  to  oppose,  or
 to  remain  quiet  or  to  bring  in  an  element
 of  buffoonery  into  it  and  to  detract  from
 the  seriousness  of  the  occasion.  I  think
 this  is  one  of  the  rare  occasions  when
 almost  all  political  parties  in  the  country
 have  welcomed  this  proposal.  This  is
 representative  of  the  will  of  the  people  of
 India  and  I  can  say  that  nothing  recently
 has  electrified  the  people  so  much  as  this
 signing  of  the  treaty  between  India  and
 the  Soviet  Union.

 It  has  been  mentioned  that  20  years
 is  too  long  a  period.  No  period  is  long  to
 carry  on  friendship,  to  work  for  peace
 and  to  cooperate  in  good  purposes,  Let
 us  do  it  for  enternity.  These  are  very  fine
 objectives,  and  I  donot  see  why  there
 should  be  any  objection  to  this  period.
 Is  it  that  we  cease  to  be  devoted  to  the
 ideal  of  peace  after  5  years?  Is  it  that  we
 do  not  want  to  have  arrangements  where
 our  own  security  may  be  assured  ?

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY:  You  have  got
 tired  of  freedom  of  speech  after  20  years.

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :
 not  got  freedom  even  now.

 You  have

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  :  I  can  see  that.

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  Therefore,
 this  argument  does  not  really  hold  water.

 I  am  also  questioned  whether  we  would
 be  prepared  to  enter  into  treaty  arrange-
 ments  with  other  countries.  I  have  already
 said  in  my  opening  statement  that  we  would
 welcome  the  conclusion  and  signing  of  these
 treaties  with  other  countries,  In  this  region
 also,  in  our  neighbourhood,  we  would  be
 willing  and  in  fact  we  would  like  to  enter
 into  treaties  with  other  countries  because  our
 treaty  is  not  directed  against  any  country,  it
 is  not  aimed  against  any  country.  There-
 fore,  we  would  be  very  willing,  very  happy,
 and  ia  fact,  we  would  work  for  the  creation
 of  an  atmosphere  where  similar  treaties  can
 be  entered  into  by  the  countries  of  the
 region  with  us  or  even  among  themselves,
 even  though  they  do  not  want  to  have
 treaties  with  us.  This  is  a  good  pattern  and
 I  am  sure  this  would  be  a  pace-setter,
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 A  question  has  been  put  in  a  dramatic

 orm  by  Mr.  Vajpayee,  and  I  have  a_  strong
 temptation  to  give  a  very  brief  reply.

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  :  Please  do  not
 resist  the  temptation,

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :  At  any  rate

 =o
 this  occasion  I  am  inclined  to  agree  with

 im.

 He  asked  :  does  it  stop  us  from  taking
 unilateral  action  on  Bangla  Desh,  can  the
 USSR  restrain  ७5  ?  My  reply  is  one  word,
 no.  It  does  not  restrain  us  from  taking  any
 action  that  we  may  like  on  Bangla  Desh

 and  00  country  can  restrain  us,  not  even  a
 friendly  country  like  the  USSR  with  which

 we:  have  entered  into  this  treaty,  Mr.
 Vajpayee  generally  gives  thought  to  these
 Matters,  Perhaps  yesterday’s  observations
 were  made  by  him  when  he  was  still  to  court
 arrest  and  today  again  he  is  a  free  man  and,
 therefore,  he  has  altered  his  views  perhaps,
 because  yesterday’s  reaction  was  a  litile
 more  healthy,

 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  :  Are  you  admit-
 ting  that  this  is  a  police  State  in  which  he
 has  to  be  afraid  ?

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :  If  it  were
 4  Police  State,  he  would  not  have  been  here
 to  argue  today.

 These  are  our  own  sovereign  right  and
 there  is  nothing  in  the  treaty  which  restrains
 US  from  exercising  our  sovereign  rights  in
 any  manner  that  we  may  like,  But  {  do
 Rot  agree  with  him  that  we  should  necessari-
 ly  do  a  thing  only  to  demostrate  our
 SOvereignty.  The  action  should  be,  no
 Merits,  .a  correct  one,  not  merely  to
 demonstrate  that  you  are  not  bound  or
 restrained  by  any  other  country.  That  is  not
 @  wise  approach,  not  even  a_  practical
 approach,  He  asked,  “Does  it  debar  us
 from  developing  our  nuclear  energy  for  any
 Purpose  we  may  like  ९?"  I  would  reiterate
 our  position,  although  my  hon,  friends
 Opposite  may  not  agree  with  it.  We  have
 taken  a  decision  to  develop  our  nuclear
 technology  for  peaceful  purposes  and  we  are

 wedded  to  that  policy.  I  have  no  constraint
 IM  stating  categorically  that  this  is  our  policy
 and  we  want  to  pursue  it.  At  the  sime
 time,  there  is  nothing  in  this  treaty  to  debar
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 us  from  departing  from  that  policy,  if  we
 want  to  do  so,

 SHRI  SHYAMNANDAN  MISHRA  :
 Would  you  stick  to  your  decision  about  the

 nonproliferation  treaty  ?

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :  This  treaty
 has  been  signed  by  the  Soviet  Union  with  us

 kuowing  our  attitude  towards  the  non-

 proliferation  treaty.  There  are  a  variety  of
 reasons  why  we  did  not  sign  the  non-

 proliferation  treaty.  I  myself  have  spelt  out
 those  reasons  in  the  UN  and  in  this  House
 on  several  occasions.  But  there  is  nothing
 in  this  treaty  which  comes  in  the  way  if  we
 decide  at  any  time  to  alter  our  policy,
 although  at  the  present  moment,  our  policy  is
 firm  and  we  want  to  develop  our  nuclear

 energy  for  peaceful  purposes.

 Something  has  been  smelt  in  Article  VII
 which  does  not  exist.  In  a  dramatic
 manner,  he  asked  this  question  :  The  article

 says  :

 “The  High  Contracting  Parties  shall

 promote  further  development  of  ties  and
 contacts  between  them  in  the  fields  of

 science,  art,  literature,  education,  vublic
 health,......

 ”

 He  asked,  ‘Does  it  mean  that  ther  will  be
 Soviet  Advisers  in  large  numbers  There
 can  be  a  large  number  of  Hindi  +dvisers,  if

 we  want  to  send  them  to  Soviet  ‘Uiion.  ६
 is  a  question  of  mutual  agreemnt,  If  he  is
 interested  in  helping  the  Sovie:  Union,  if  his
 party  is  prepared  to  change  it:  attitude  and
 in  the  cultural  field,  literay  field,  etc.,  if
 they  want  to  send  really  leajed  people—not
 seemingly  learned  but  solidly  learned
 people—they  can  do  $0  and  help  in  the
 development  of  science  an)  literature.  This
 is  our  objective.  No  CO'ntry  has  got  such
 large  number  of  advisersthat  they  can  easily
 be  spared  and  let  056  on  any  other
 country.

 SHRL  FRANK  ANTHONY:
 don’t  you  brain-wash  fr,  Vajpayee  ?

 Why

 SHRI  PILOO  M)py:  He  does  not
 know  where  the  brai'  js  Jocated  |

 SHRI  SWARAT  SINGH  :  Mr.  Mody
 is  right,  because  hisprain  is  located  in  his
 ankle,
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 SHRI  PILOO  MODY  :
 he  does  not  know  where
 located  ?

 You  see,  really
 the  brain  is

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH  :
 know  where  your  brain  is  !

 I  do  not

 Sir,  this  is  a  very  fruitful  agreement
 between  our  two  countries  by  which  there
 will  be  further  development  of  ties  and
 contacts  between  us  in  all  these  various
 fields,  We  have  to  learn  a  great  deal,
 They  may  also  have  to  learn  a  great  deal
 from  our  experience,  particularly  in  humani-
 ties,  literature,  cullure  and  in  several  other
 fields.  These  objections  that  were  raised
 were  superficial  and  they  do  not  stand  the
 test  of  scrutiny.

 While  supporting  the  treaty,  he  ex-
 pressed  dissatisfaction  about  some  peripheral
 matters.  It  is  not  my  intention  this  evening
 to  disabuse  him  of  all  the  objections  he
 may  have  on_  subsidiary  and  peripheral
 matters,  because  if  I  were  to  convince  him
 on  these  points,  perhaps  he  will  not  have
 any  justification  to  retain  a  different  party,
 ६076  of  these  differences  he  has  to  main-
 tain,  because  he  is  heading  a  party  different
 from  ours,  He  declared  that  Non-aligoment
 is  decd.  I  do  not  think  it  was  ever  alive
 for  Stri  Vajpayee.  It  is  for  this  reason
 that  we  have  solemnly  declared  that  is  it
 not  deat  It  is  strengthened.  We  adhere
 to  the  pO'cy  of  non-alignment,  which  has
 heer  acceP>d  by  the  USSR  in  this  treaty
 in  so  many  YOrds.  Our  conduct  in  inter-
 national  affirs  show  that  we  are  truly
 non-aligned,  Which  means  that  we  will
 follow  our  ov  independent  policy,  take
 decisions  whic!  are  in  our  best  interest  in
 our  own  nation!  interest  and  in  the  interest
 of  the  peace  ¢  the  world.  This  is  the
 essence  of  non-aignment  and  we  are  stead-
 fastly  adhering  tcit.

 I  have  to  disappoint  Shri  Piloo  Mody
 because  I  have  no  intention  of  replying  to
 what  he  has  said  as  there  is  no  substance
 in  what  he  said.  The  best  way  to  reply
 to  what  he  said  is  to  ignore  that,  because
 it  does  not  bear  any  scrutiny.  Therefore,
 I  have  no  intention  to  say  a  word  in  reply
 to  what  he  said.  I  again  thank  you,  Sir.

 SARI  K.  MANOHARAN:  May  I
 ask  him  to  reply  the  question  about  the
 map,  if  it  is  not  inconvenient  ?

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  About  that
 there  is  no  problem.  The  Soviet  Unions
 have  already  told  us  on  several  occasions
 that  they  respect  our  territorial  integrity.
 Even  about  maps  they  have  told  us  that
 they  will  take  steps  to  correct  their  own
 maps.

 SHRI  SHYAMNANDAN  MISHRA:
 What  happens  to  the  Sino-Soviet  pact  ?
 Does  it  automatically  stand  rescinded  ?

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  That  is
 theoretical.  Anything  that  is  inconsistent
 with  the  obligations  undertaken  by  this
 treaty  is  not  binding  on  any  of  the  high
 contracting  parties.

 SARI  PILOO  MODY  :  Let  us  ratify  it.

 SHRI  SWARAN  SINGH:  Luckily,  it
 does  not  require  your  ratification.

 §8.27  hrs.

 The  Lok  Sabha  then  adjourned  till
 Eleven  of  the  Clock  on  Wednesday
 August  iy  1971]Sravana  20,  893  (Saka)
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