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of India for their consistent sympathy, support and hospitality extended to His Holiness the Dalai Lama
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We hope this publication will come handy to researchers as well as activists as a ready reference.
We have tried our best over the last two years to compile all available materials. However there may be
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We have tried to be as diligent and correct as possible to transcribe from the original sources.

I wish to thank the Library of the Indian Parliament and the Nehru Memorial Library for giving us

access to the materials. I wish to thank Mr. Kunsang Rigzin for compiling the materials, Mr. Thupten
Rinchen for transcribing, Mr. Tenzin Dawa for transcribing the Hindi portion and Mr. Choekyong Wangchuk

for proofreading and editing the texts.

Penpa Tsering
Executive Director

Tibetan Parliamentary and Policy Research Centre
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FRIEDRICH-NAUMANN-STIFTUNG

&

THE TIBETAN PARLIAMENTARY AND

POLICY RESEARCH CENTRE

The Friedrich-Naumann-Stiftung (FNSt) established in 1958 is a non-profit organization

for public benefit.  It promotes the liberal principle of Freedom in Human Dignity in all sectors

of society, both nationally as well as internationally, in developed as well as developing countries.

The Foundation is active in more than 75 countries.  In the South Asian Region comprising

the SAARC countries the Foundation’s work encompasses projects concerned with support

for economic liberalisation; fostering regional economic co-operation in South Asia; promotion

of civic rights; and environmental protection.  All these activities are carried out in co-operation

with local, national and international NGOs, the emphasis being on self-reliance and the setting

up of democratic institutions.

Friedrich-Naumann-Stiftung in partnership with the Assembly of Tibetan People’s

Deputies has set up the Tibetan Parliamentary and Policy Research Centre (TPPRC)

with the purpose of strengthening the Tibetan diaspora in building up a healthy democratic

working ethos.  The objective is to prepare the Tibetans in exile for the assumption of

responsibilities that would respond to their hopes and aspirations through a framework of

legislative, executive and judicial institutions based on the concept of the Tibetan polity guided

by Saddharma and with a view to generating human values and considerations based on man’s

free will, equality, justice and non-violence.  There is also the standing need to constantly remind

the Tibetan diaspora of their national identity, culture and heritage and the global community of

Tibet’s unique contribution to the world of thought and culture.

Established in 1994, the Centre has already reached a very representative section of Tibetans

residing in India and Nepal, encouraging them to get actively involved in their new democratic

institutions and helping their leadership to formulate a vision for the future.  Moreover, the

Centre has a sound back-up programme of publications to disseminate information to build up

national and international public opinion for the fulfillment of a just cause.
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15 November 1950 Written Answers to Questions
CHINESE INVASION OF TIBET

*43.  Prof. K.T Shah:
(a) Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state whether the attention of the Government of India has been drawn

to Press Reports about an invasion of Tibet by the Army of the People’s Republic of China?
(b) If so, what is the actual position?

The Prime Minister (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) On account of difficult communication, news from Tibet are meager. From information that we have obtained so

far, we understand that the Chinese troops crossed the Drichu river, which is the boundary between China and
Tibet, on 7th October, 1950 at a number of places. They are reported to have captured Chamdo, the capital of the
Eastern Provinces of Kham and are said to be advancing towards Lhasa.

�����������

6 December 1950 Written Answers to Questions

MOTION RE. : INTERNATIONAL SITUATION

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru (Prime Minister): I should like to say a few words about our two other neighbouring
countries, Tibet and Nepal. Some questions were asked earlier this morning in regard to the advance of the Chinese
forces in Tibet. I could not give much information, nor can I give that information now. The story of Tibet so far as we are
concerned in this matter is very simple. I am not going into past history. Ever since the People’s Government of China
talked about Tibet and about liberation of Tibet, our Ambassador- acting on our behalf- told them how we felt about it.
We told them that we earnestly hope that this matter would be settled peacefully by China and Tibet. We told them that
we had no territorial or political ambitions in regard to Tibet. We had trade and cultural relations, which naturally we
would like to preserve, and they came in the way of nobody, neither Tibet nor China. We were interested in Tibet
maintaining her autonomy which she had had for the last forty or fifty years at least. We did not challenge or deny the
suzerainty of China over Tibet.

But, we did lay considerable stress on the autonomy of Tibet. So, we pointed out all these in a friendly way to the
Chinese Government and in their replies, they always said that they would very much like to settle this peacefully but in
any event they were going to liberate Tibet. It is not quite clear from whom they were going to liberate it. However, their
replies made us to understand that a peaceful solution would be found, though I must say that they gave no assurance
or guarantee about it to us. They always put the two together: “We are prepared for a peaceful solution; but anyhow we
are going to liberate”. So that, when we heard about their armies marching into Tibet, it did come as a surprise to us and
a shock.

We had come to believe that the matter will be settled by peaceful negotiations. And indeed, one can hardly talk
about war between China and Tibet. Tibet is not in a position to carry on a war. There is no threat from Tibet to China,
obviously. They say, there might be foreign intrigues in Tibet which I do not know. Anyhow, there was no immediate
threat. Violence might perhaps be justified in the modern world but naturally, one should not indulge in violence unless
there is no other way. Well, there was a way in Tibet as we had pointed out. So it was a surprise.

The House knows and has seen the correspondence that was exchanged between the Chinese Government and
our Government. Even so, we have gone on pressing them that it would be desirable to halt their advance and settle the
matter peacefully with Tibetan representatives. As a matter of fact, there can be no doubt that for the last several weeks
the main advance has been halted. But I cannot definitely say what they intend to do or whether some small groups have
not gone in various directions or advanced in various directions. So far as we know, towards Lhasa there has been no
advance and conditions in Lhasa at present are still normal. That, of course, does not solve the problem. All I can say is
that I earnestly hope that even now, the Government of China will try to settle the matter peacefully.

Prof. Ranga (Madras): As the Foreign Minister was developing his subject this morning, I began to wonder what his
conception could possibly be in regard to the strategic importance of the things that are happening all around us. Could
he be indifferent to the gathering clouds of threats of insecurity to our own safety in our own country, to our much-
prized liberties and freedom - threats which are all around us, especially in the north and north-east sides of our
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country and our borders? It is very easy indeed for us to grow sentimental as well as eloquent whenever anything
concerning Asia is mentioned to us. But can we be indifferent to the change that has been coming over the minds of
large numbers of the leaders who are today in charge of great masses of geographical areas of the world, especially in the
East? Can we be quite so confident that the China that we talk about is the same today as it used to be ten years ago,
one hundred years ago, two thousand years ago when Lord Buddha’s teachings were being carried to China through our
missionaries? Chinese people, we have all great respect for them; Chinese people, we like to love them. But at the same
time we should also realize who today are the leaders of the Chinese people. Who is in charge of the Chinese Government
today? Could we be indifferent to the fact that only the other day it was none else than the Chinese Government which
had hinted that India was the foreign power in Tibet which was supposed to be  queering the pitch? Could we be also
indifferent to the fact that China, the modern China, the present day China was sending her own troops in order to
assert her sovereignty over Tibet? And in the mind of people on that side of the world, sovereignty makes no other
meaning than expansion of their own control- political, economic and social over other peoples. Now, when we talk
again and again of the sovereignty of the Chinese people over the Tibetan Government or country what is it that we are
doing? Are we not giving a blank cheque to be signed on our behalf by somebody else in order to spread their own
imperialist tentacles?

We should in all seriousness be prepared to realise the strength of the people who are there on that side in charge
of that Government. True, the United Nations troops are bearing the brunt of their attack in Korea. Millions of people
are supposed to have poured into Korea. It is something like an avalanchic sweep. Is it impossible for those people, under
more or less similar circumstances, to pour into India too under the same pressure of ideological and imperialistic
urges? Should we not keep these things in our mind?

Instead of that I found, to my utter surprise our Government and their spokesmen both in India as well as abroad,
repeatedly professing their friendship not only to China’s people,  not only to the Chinese Government, but to China’s
sovereignty over Tibet.This beats anybody and everybody. These are days when we should be ready with the aid of the
United Nations and other countries to counter this menace of sovereignty of one country over another. Instead of that
we go about accepting it, admitting it and apologizing to it. This is one criticism that I am obliged to make against our
foreign policy.

Dr. S.P Mukherjee (West Bengal): Along with China, we have to take up the question of Tibet because both are
inter-linked. Now the Prime Minister naturally reminded the House of the part which India had played progressively in
the matter of recognition of the legitimate rights of the present Chinese Government. How has China reciprocated?
When it comes to the question of Tibet, there may or may not be some sort of loose suzerainty of China over Tibet, but
historically this is not an easy a matter and yet, what is the reply that China sent to India, when India asked China not to
proceed on the path of violence in the matter of Tibet? The reply that China has sent has shocked, surprised and has
given sorrow to the Government of India. I do not know whether it has made any difference with regard to China’s
settled policy in respect of Tibet, but here again, what is the definite policy of the Government of India with regard to
Tibet? The Prime Minister just glossed over it. He said: we have sent another request asking them to be peaceful, but has
that made any difference? Just as in the case of Korea, each country for which this so-called liberation starts in the worst
sufferer. It is like the old story of the operation being fully successful and the patient succumbing. The suffering of the
people themselves are indescribable. Only in this morning’s papers we had a graphic account of the last British
Correspondent who left the North Korean capital, stating how he found the whole place burning, reminding him of
some performances of Sir Guy Fawkes. Similarly with regard to Tibet, we sent frantic appeals to China asking her not to
be violent but did China listen? What is the policy behind China’s action? It is no use our trying to gloss over things
because these are matters which affect not only the people of Tibet but also the security of India. It is fact that the
boundary between India and Tibet is yet to be definitely defined. The Prime Minister said the other day that we stand by
the Mac Mohan Line but the maps of China which are in circulation even now include portions of Assam. Ladakh and Leh
and territories in which India is vitally interested. The reply which China has sent to India on the question of Tibet
definitely indicates that China will do everything necessary for the purpose of keeping in tact what it considers to be
China’s border and when it refers to Chinese border, it includes Tibet as well and the undefined boundary of Tibet so far
as it touches the Indian border.

Similarly with regard to Nepal, the Prime Minister spoke very calmly the whole time-he did not use strong words-
a few strong sentences were however used by him, when he warmed up in connection with Nepal. We must follow a
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patient policy with regard to Pakistan; we must follow a friendly policy with regard to China; we must follow surrendering
policy with regard to Tibet but with regard to Nepal, we shall never allow any one not only to enter into Nepal-any
foreign power-but also not allow anyone to go over to the other side of the Himalayas. It is perfectly true; we are
interested in Nepal. It affects our security to a very considerable measure.

Shri Manasi: The second assumption on which I think we should reconsider our stand is our regards to the nature of
the Chinese Communist regime. One year ago, when we recognised Communist China, it was possible to take two
different views. There were those who argued that every Communist government must be a satellite of Soviet Russia
and must be a predatory and imperialistic in character. There were others who argued that Communist China was a new
government and should be given a chance to prove its own quality. And for one year this country has been Chommunist
China’s best friend. A year has passed and we are able to judge in what way our friendship has been reciprocated and
whether she has lived up to her reputation of being a freedom-loving and democratic country.

Even this country has not received very much friendship. May I remind the House that some months ago, after we
have shown our friendliness to Communist China, a message was sent by Mao Tse Tung to Ranadive, the Secretary of the
Communist Party, which was engaged in trying to overthrow our Government by force-a message of greetings and good
wishes “for the liberation” of India and their hope that India would soon go the Chinese way. When diplomatic relations
were established between the two Governments, to sympathise with a Fifth Column working in this country certainly
does not constitute an act of friendship. Therefore, it should not be a matter for surprise that we should also be attacked
in the two notes that have been sent to us in the matter of Tibet. In fact, there is more than an insinuation in these
Notes. There is a suggestion that we have been responsible for instigating the Tibetans to resist Chinese suzerainty. We
know that is entirely false. If anything, our Prime Minister was trying to persuade the Tibetan leaders to accommodate
the Chinese claims to suzerainty. I read a statement of the New China News Agency a few months ago that the “Anglo-
American imperialists and their running dog, Pandit Nehru, were plotting a coup in Lhasa for the annexation of Tibet”
(Several Hon. Members: Shame). If this is the reward that comes to this country from one year’s of friendship and
advocacy surely, the least what we can do is to reconsider our (estimate) of the Chinese Communist regime. What that
(estimate) should be I will  leave it to the Government of the day to decide. In the whole, we might maintain diplomatic
relations with the Chinese Government on the basis of reciprocity, there can be no longer any illusions about friendship,
about cordiality and about comradeship in Asia. By the one act of attacking Tibet and deceiving the Indian Government
after their assurances given repeatedly, they have shown utter contempt for the idea that we embraced, namely, of a free
and united Asia. They have cut Asia into two-Communist and non-Communist Asia. Those of us who are not prepared
to go all the way with them must fall on the other side of the fence.

The Prime Minister has pointed out today, and the House welcomes his assurance, that we would not tolerate
anyone crossing the Himalayas. We have been accustomed to look upon the Himalayas as our sentinels from ages past.
I would like to cite here the words of the Poet Iqbal in that great poem:

Sare Jahan Se Acha, Hindustan Hamara;
Parvat Woh Sab Se Uncha Hamsaya Asman ka

Woh Santri Hamara, Who Pasban Hamara.

The House adjourned till 7 December 1950

M.A. Ayyangar (Madras): So far as our defences are concerned, we ought not to bite but we at least must hiss
sometimes. If we do not hiss even, we will be trodden. Sir, it appeared that a saint advised a snake not to bite. It went on
not biting and children threw stones at it and ultimately it was about to cost its very life. The serpent then went to the
saint and asked, “What shall I do? It is costing me my life.” The saint advised that it should at least hiss. The serpent was
never advised not to hiss, but only not to bite. We found that with all our interest in China, with our recommendation
that she ought to be taken into the U.N., China has marched on Tibet. Tibet is one of the most peace-loving countries
in the world. Both by tradition and religion, Tibetans never waged war. In the European Continent they can have
Switzerland. Can we not have a similar Switzerland in the form of Tibet to our North? What is this ‘liberation’? As our
Prime Minister rightly pointed out, there is no question of liberation. It is all a myth, it is a hoax. China ought not to have
marched onto Tibet. Sir, as against the 450 millions of Chinese, if we with our 350 millions had armed ourselves and were
ready for an offensive if necessary, China would not have ventured on Tibet. So far as our defences are concerned, we
are not making all the necessary efforts. Possibly it has become impossible for us, or else the will is wanting. I am not
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prepared to say whether it is the one or the other. In a world, where there is a race for armaments going on and there
is an itching for fight everywhere, we, though do not enter the fight, should at least be on our guard. I should say that
more than raising our armaments, we should if possible, unless all the people come into the U.N, enter into the pacts of
non-aggression with our neighbouring countries. I am glad to say that our Prime Minister tried in this direction. He tried
to enter into a non-aggression pact with Pakistan and wanted a no war declaration, but unfortunately it has been turned
down. With respect to the other countries around us, our immediate neighbours, we must enter into non-aggression
pacts with them. That is another precaution of safety. That is the way we ought to proceed. We shall be friends with all
and enemies of none. That shall be the relentless policy that we should pursue.

Prof. S.N Mishra: Sir, I have found it suggested that expansionist or aggressive Communism, now poses a great
strategic menace on our northern border. I do not think that the advance of Communist forces in Tibet should have
been magnified to the extent it has been. Our Prime Minister-as a matter of fact, all the spokesmen of our foreign policy-
never denied that China had the suzerainty over Tibet. Having conceded the basic thing, which you legally had to what
is this unnecessary alarm? This is simply creating a sort of fear complex as my hon. friend sitting behind me told hon.
Member, Mr. Frank Anthony while he was speaking; When we accept the suzerainty of China over Tibet, it was rather
strange and I thought somewhat unnecessary that even the little hue and cry should have been raised over the movement
of the Chinese forces into a certain part of Tibet. It seems to me there was absolutely nothing shady or subterranean
about it. I want to put a question to the hon. the Prime Minister whether it is a fact that our Ambassador in Peking was
informed by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of China on the 31st of August that they were going to take any action in
Sikiang which is the outer part of Tibet. That report has not been contradicted so far. It is almost accepted that part of
Tibet is an integral part of China. It is only the internal part of Tibet which has been considered to be autonomous. I
think this point should have been clarified in the statement of the Prime Minister.

Shri Jaochim Alva (Bombay): About China, Sir, I want to say this much. There has been a warning of history. China
and Japan were the greatest friends in history. One of the cardinal aims of the great Sun Yat Sen was that China and Japan
shall not fight and that they should live in peace forever. But due to the intervention and manipulation of foreign powers
both the countries were in deadly combat for nearly half a century so much so that today they hate each other. China
and India shall never forget this historic lesson. India will have to be patient and if ever strife enters our soil, it shall be
the end of all the power and greatness of Asia. These powers have to live as neighbours in love and friendship and if that
love is torn to bits, we shall be engaged in a deadly combat more deadlier than has been experienced for over forty
years between China and Japan. Today let us not fight; let us have patience. Nepolean once described China as a sleeping
Giant. Whilst the Giant was asleep, his ears were bitten by some flies. When he was awake, he just drove them away. That
is the lesson of Tibet.

China took over Tibet only after the 38th Parallel was crossed and Pandit Nehru’s warning in regard to the 38th

Parallel has been proved true, that if they have crossed the 38th Parallel it would bring untold hardships to everybody.
That warning has become the warning of history. This warning will be remembered very long years before you and I
perhaps leave these benches. On account of the American crossing that Parallel came untold dangers; if the Parallel had
not been crossed you might not have witnessed the spectacle of China being obsessed with fear and hence Tibet was
invaded. China might not have been in a jittery state and the people in Tibet would not have asked for help.

Shri Gautam (Uttar Pradesh): Speaking about China I have not much to say in regard to her part in Korea. I do not
find China in the wrong in the matter of her attitude in that behalf. In the matter of Tibet, however, I am of the view that
China’s attack on Tibet was an act of highhandedness. I do not admit the validity of treaties made in remote times under
which China’s suzerainty over Tibet was recognized. I do not feel bound to recognize them. On the other hand, I hold
that Tibet is a free country with a separate entity of its own and that it does not form a part of China. It could have
formed a part of imperialist China but not of the present Chinese Republic. Hence, I think that Tibet has and should
continue to have the free right to retain her entity as a free and independent country. I do not feel myself bound to
recognize China’s claim to extend its dominion over that country by invoking old treaties. I maintain that Tibet must
remain an independent country and must not come under the domination of China. This is all the more essential for the
reason that there ought to be buffer state between our country and China. The existence of that buffer state would help
us and other countries in the maintenance of peace in the world. Hence, I would submit that this question should be
considered and China’s claim on Tibet should not be conceded. China should be told to keep its hands off Tibet and not
to try to extend its dominion over Tibet.
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehru (Prime Minister): About China, about Tibet more particularly, Prof. Ranga was somewhat
displeased at my referring occasionally to the Chinese suzerainty over Tibet. Please note that I used the word suzerainty
not sovereignty. There is a slight difference, not much. I was telling the House of a historical fact; I was not discussing the
future. It is a historical fact and in the context of things it is perfectly true that we have admitted repeatedly this Chinese
suzerainty over Tibet just as we have laid stress on Tibet’s autonomy. But, apart from this historical or legal or constitutional
argument, or even the argument that Mr. Gautam raised about Buffer States and the like, which if I may say so is not
much of an argument, -it may be his desire and my desire, but it is not an argument-the real point to be laid is that it is
not right for any country to talk about its sovereignty or suzerainty over any area outside its own immediate range. That
is to say, if Tibet is different from China, it should ultimately be the wishes of the people of Tibet that should prevail and
not any legal or constitutional arguments. That I think is a valid point. Whether the people of Tibet are strong enough to
do that or not is another matter. Whether we are strong enough or any other country is strong enough to see that is
done is another matter also. But, it is a right and proper thing to say, and I see no difficulty in saying it to the Chinese
Government that whether you have suzerainty over Tibet or sovereignty over Tibet, surely, according to any principles,
principles you proclaim and the principles I proclaim, the last voice in regard to Tibet should be the voice of the people
of Tibet and of nobody else.

�����������

9 February 1951 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETANS ENTERING INDIA

*1324.  Shri A.B Gurung: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state the number of Tibetans who have entered
into India since the Chinese invasion of Tibet?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Dr. Keskar): Under the Passport Rules, Tibetans could enter India
without any passport, visa or entry permit. Similar facilities were enjoyed by Indians entering Tibet. Hence, no record
was kept of the considerable number of Tibetans who entered India during the last quarter of 1950. On the 26th

December, 1950, orders were issued requiring Tibetans to obtain permits for entry and stay in India.

�����������

13 February 1951 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN CITIZENSHIP FOR TIBETANS

*1404.   Shri A.B Gurung: Will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Tibetans are treated as Foreigners; and
(b) whether Tibetans settled in India can claim Indian citizenship?

The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri Rajagopalachari):
(a) Till recently Tibetans were exempted from both passport and visa regulations and from the necessity of registering

themselves under the Registration of Foreigners Rules. They are still exempt from passport and visa regulations
but are required to register themselves

(b) Yes, provided they satisfy the conditions laid down in Part II of the    constitution or  such future legislation as
Parliament may enact.

�����������

14 February 1951 Oral Answers to Questions

INDIAN INTERESTS IN TIBET (Negotiations with China)

*1424.   Prof. S.N. Mishra: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether negotiations have been conducted on diplomatic level with the Peking Government for safeguarding the

India’s political, cultural and commercial interests in Tibet as suggested in the last correspondence of the Peking
Government; and

(b) if so, the results thereof?
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The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Dr. Keskar):
(a) and (b) There has been no interference with our interests in Tibet and there is, therefore, no occasion to start any

negotiations.

S.N. Mishra: May I know, Sir, what is the diplomatic practice at the present moment-whether we carry on diplomatic
negotiations both with Dalai Lama and the Peking Government for the protection of Indian interests?

The Prime Minister (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): The question is not quite clear to me, but I will endeavour to answer
it nevertheless. I do not quite know what the hon. Members means. We have had an Agent in Lhasa. He deals with any
problem that arises in Lhasa. There are not many problems-very few. He keeps us informed and we keep him informed
when any questions arises.

S.N. Mishra: May I know whether any of our political or commercial representatives is stationed in any part of Tibet,
which is under occupation of the Chinese at the present moment?

Jawaharlal Nehru (The Prime Minister): No, Sir.

Prof. Ranga: What is the position, Sir, of the capital city of Lhasa itself? Has it passed into the hands of the Chinese or
is it still in the hands of the Tibetans?

Jawaharlal Nehru (The Prime Minister): What the internal position is I cannot say- I mean the internal changes.
But it continues as before. I think I made it clear on a previous occasion that the advance of any Chinese force was
limited round about the border and, in fact, took place largely through a territory about which there was certain
argument as to whether it belonged to China or to Tibet proper. They advanced there many months ago and since then
there has been no major advance anywhere.

Mr. Speaker: I think it is better we do not go into much details over this question.

�����������

14 February 1951 Oral Answers to Questions

CHINESE INVASION OF TIBET

*1433.   Shri Deshbandhu Gupta: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state how far Chinese forces have
advanced into Tibet?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Dr. Keskar): There has been no change since the reply given to Question
No. 43 on the 15th of November 1950.

Chailiha: May I know whether the Chinese soldiers have came up to Rema and Woolung in the North Eastern frontier,
whether that is known to the Government, and whether they have withdrawn from that area?

Dr. Keskar: If my hon. Friend had listened to the reply given in November 1950,it was stated then, that according to our
information Chinese troops had entered the easternmost province of Tibet. It is in that area that our frontier town of
Rema lies. It is quite natural that some Chinese soldiers should contact our frontier there.

Shri Deshbandhu Gupta: May I know whether the advance has been stopped by the Tibetan resistance or due to any
other reason?

Dr. Keskar: We have no definite information. But, from the facts it looks as though the advance or further penetration
of Chinese has stopped. We ourselves have no definite information.

Shri Sidhva: What is the distance of our border from the town that the Chinese have occupied?

Dr. Keskar: We said that they have occupied the whole of one province-the eastern-most province-of Tibet. It is very
difficult to say what is the point occupied by the Chinese.

Shri Sidhva: What is the distance between our border and the territory occupied by the Chinese?

Dr. Keskar: It is not a question of any border. The whole province was occupied
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Shri Chahila: Is it not a fact that Rema was in our jurisdiction and that some Chinese soldiers have occupied it within
the last few months?

Dr. Keskar: No, I don’t think that information is correct. The fact is certain Chinese soldiers did penetrate into our
territory on the border. But it is not certain whether they were aware of the fact that that was our territory. Whatever,
those Chinese soldiers who did come have now quitted our territory

B. R. Bhagat: Sir, where is the Chinese army nearest to our border?

Dr. Keskar: We have no definite information.

Shri A. B. Gurung: Is it not a fact that as a result of the invasion of Tibet by China, there has been a large influx of
Tibetans into Indian territory, if so, may I know what steps the Government propose to take to stop this influx?

Dr. Keskar: There is no doubt that the number of Tibetans coming from Tibet to India has increased due to the present
uncertain conditions in Tibet. Government have not taken any particular steps to stop that. But as the hon. House has
been informed before, Tibetans are now treated as foreigners in India and every Tibetan has to register himself so that
his movements may be followed by Government.

�����������

2 April 1951 Written Answers to Questions

REGISTRATION OF TIBETANS

*2733.   A. B. Gurung:
(a) Will the minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state the number of Tibetans registered as foreigners in the

district of Darjeeling?
(b) Which are the places in India where Tibetans have entered?
(c) How many Tibetans are in the Government of India service?

The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri Rajagopalachari):
(a) 3618
(b) There has been no abnormal entry of Tibetans into India recently. Those Tibetans who have come to India have

done so through the normal trade routes.
(c) The information is being collected and will be laid on the Table of the House.
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7 April 1951 Oral Answers to Questions

REGISTRATION OF  TIBETAN NATIONALS

*2814.   Prof. S. N. Mishra: Will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state the number of Tibetan nationals
resident in India who have received registration certificates under the provisions of the Registration of Foreigners Rules
1939, since Government’s order withdrawing exemption?

The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri Rajagopalachari): 1939.

Prof. S. N. Mishra: May I know whether a similar arrangement has been made in Tibet for registration of Indian
residents there? If so, what is their number?

Shri Rajagopalachari: I am not aware of the laws of Tibet. I am not able to give the number because the question was
not about that.

Prof. S. N. Mishra: May I know how many Tibetans are there in the service of the Government of India particularly in
the Intelligence Department that is working at Kalimpong?

Shri Rajagopalachari: If I remember aright, there is another question for today on the same subject. I should not like
to waste the time of the House by looking into the number of the question. The answer is here.

Mr. Deputy- Speaker: Am I to understand that the number in the answer is 1939?
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Shri Rajagopalachari: The answer to question No. 2814 is 1939.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Does it tally with the number of the year of the Registration of Foreigners Rules? By accident?

Shri Rajagopalachari: Yes, Under the Registration of Foreigners Rules, these persons were exempted for some time.
After the Chinese troubles, we renewed the regulations and all those who entered India had to come with permits. All
those residents were also asked to register themselves. The number of resident Tibetans registered is 1939; those who
have come with permits and registered is 2835. The total comes to 4,774.

Prof. S. N. Mishra: I do not know what the reply to my question is. I wanted to know how many Tibetans are there in
the Intelligence Bureau working at Kalimpong.

Shri Rajagopalachari: I would be answering that question later if notice is given. But, I think it has already been put by
some other hon. Member and I have the answer ready.

Kesava Rao: May I know whether the Tibetans have applied for Indian citizenship?

Shri Rajagopalachari: No. The resident Tibetans have been registered and as I said already said, their number is 1939.
Some have come recently with permits from the check posts; their number is 2835. No question of citizenship arises.

Shri Chattopadhyay: What is the breakup of such registered people according to provinces?

Shri Rajagopalachari: Answering only about Tibetans resident, and registered, there are 11 in Assam, 37 in Bihar, 123
in Punjab, 196 in Uttar Pradesh, 1433 in West Bengal and 78 in Delhi, and 61 in Himachal Pradesh. As for arrivals with
permits.  Assam 173; West Bengal 2650; Himachal Pradesh 12.

Shri S. N. Das: What is the number of those who have been refused permits for entry?

Shri Rajagopalachari: I am unable to give any figure as to refusal. But, judging from the rules and the instructions
which we have issued, they are ordinary trading people and no question of refusal arises.
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10 April 1951 Written Answer to Questions

COMMUNIST INFILTRATION FROM TIBET

*2991.   Shri Rathnaswamy: Will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether the attention of the Government of India has been drawn to the proceedings of the 21st March 1951, of

the Legislative Assembly of the Uttar Pradesh, when it was alleged that there was a Communist infiltration from
the borders touching Tibet;

(b) if so, whether any steps have been taken to verify these allegations;
(c) whether any understanding between the Governments of India and Nepal has been agreed upon to keep a patrol

on the borders of Tibet and the frontier countries and if so, since when; and
(d) whether any violations on these borders have so far been reported?

The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri Rajagopalachari):
(a) and (b).  A few Tibetans from Lim near Lhasa came to the jungles of Garhwal for collecting wood for making

utensils which fetch a high price in Tibet. There has been no infiltration of Communists or others.
(c) and (d).  The answer is in the negative.
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24 May 1951 Oral Answers to Questions

YARN AND CLOTH TO TIBET

*4461.   Dr. M. M Das: Will the Minister of Commerce and Industry be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government exercise any control over the export of yarn and cloth to Tibet;
(b) if so, what and how the control is effected;
(c) the quantum of cloth and yarn exported to Tibet during each of the last three years: and
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(d) whether this trade in yarn and cloth is executed on a Government to Government level?

The Minister of Commerce and Industry (Shri Mahtab):
(a) (b) and (d). Supply of cloth and yarn to Tibet, since 1st August, 1948, is being made under the internal distribution

scheme. The cloth quota was fixed on the basis of past exports and the supply is arranged through the nominees
/ commission agents appointed by the Tibet Liaison Officer, Kalimpong.

No yarn quota has been fixed for Tibet. But yarn is released in lieu of cloth whenever such requests are received
from the Government of Tibet.

(c) Cloth :
1948                                          ……. 1,580 bales.
(from 1-7-48 to 31-12-48).
1949 ……. 1,007 bales.
1950 ……. 1,208 bales.

Yarn :
1948 ……. Nil.
1949 ……. 79 bales
1950 ……. Nil.

Dr. M. M. Das: May I know what are the functions of the Tibet Liaison Officer in Kalimpong and of the Tibetan Cloth
and Yarn Syndicate with regard to the export of our cotton cloth to Tibet?

Shri Mahtab: The Tibet Liaison Officer appoints nominees or commission agents through whom the cloth transactions
take place.

Dr. M. M. Das: May I know what is the answer of the hon. Minister regarding part (d) of my question: whether this trade
in yarn and cloth is executed on a Government to Government level?

Shri Mahtab: It is done through these nominees and commission agents and not on a Government to Government
level.

Dr. M. M. Das: May I know whether any export duty is imposed on these exports?

Shri Mahtab: It is within our internal distribution scheme and therefore no export duty is imposed.

Dr. M. M. Das: May I know whether there is any machinery to prevent undue and exorbitant prices being charged to
the Tibetan dealers by Indian dealers?

Shri Mahtab: The cloth or yarn is sold to the Tibetan agents at controlled prices but we have no hand in enforcing
observance of controlled prices there in Tibet-it is the duty of the Tibetan Government to look to it and I think they are
doing it.

Shri Rathnaswamy: May I know whether our trade with Tibet has in any way been affected because of the Chinese
invasion of Tibet?

Shri Mahtab: It has been repeatedly stated here that our trade with Tibet has not been affected in any way.
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6 June 1951 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*4961.  Shri Krishnanand Rai: Will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether there has been any influx of refugees into Indian territory from Tibet since the entry of Chinese forces

there; and
(b) if so, the number of such refugees and the regions where they have settled?
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The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri Rajagopalachari):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) Does not arise.

�����������

29 September 1954 Written Answers to Questions

MOTION RE: INTERNATIONAL SITUATION (contd)

Shri Asoka Mehta (Bhandara): Our Prime Minister has been emphasizing the five principles of the Sino-Indian Treaty
on Tibet. These principles are undoubtedly welcome, but when it is realized that Tibet, whose people are alien to the
Chinese in race, language, culture and religion and who have received their Buddhism from India, whose script was
devised by Indian pandits and whose cultural contacts with India spread over centuries, is described in that very treaty
as the “Tibet region of China”, the valuable principles lose much of their motive power.

A more recent development that claims our attention is the establishment of the SEATO. Most of the free Asian
countries absented themselves from the Manila deliberations. The countries that attended the Conference ultimately
agreed; the pressure of circumstances led them to agree to form an organisation much looser and organisation has not
only looser texture, but keener awareness of its basic weakness, i.e., its close association with colonialism. This ‘me-
tooism’ of the SEATO is a tribute to the growing influence of the policy that the free and the democratic countries are
striving to pursue.

The Prime Minister was right in describing these various pacts, NATO, ANZUS, SEATO, etc., that litter the world, as
interlocked arrangements filled with danger to mankind. Interlocking is obnoxious in politics as it is in economics. But
surely, monolithic hold, chinkless monopoly, is no better. The Sino-Soviet bloc, stretching from East Germany to North
Korea and Viet Minh, provides little assurance to peace. President Mao Tse Tung has rendered no service to the cause of
peace or the five principles, when he declared recently that alliance with the Soviet Union is the sheet-anchor of
Chinese foreign policy. Let us hope that our Prime Minister’s visit to Peking will make the ancient city realise that the
best solvent of inimical interlocking is loosening the bonds of one’s own blocs.

Shri N. C. Chatterjee (Heoghly): There is the melancholy chapter to which reference has already been made in one
of his speeches by Shri Purushottam Das Tandon and by Acharya Kripalani-I refer to the betrayal of Tibet. That is a
melancholy episode in Indian history. The Tibetan Delegation was invited to Delhi. While the Tibetan Delegation was
going back via Calcutta the Chinese army invaded Tibet, and finally annexed it. Pandit Nehru was initially shocked and
even sarcastically remarked: What it this liberation? Liberation from whom? In the end, India had not the courage even
to support a resolution sponsored in the United Nations on Chinese aggression against Tibet. If I remember aright, the
leader of the Indian Delegation announced that India would support that resolution condemning Chinese aggression on
Tibet. But, later on, he backed out and did not give any support to that resolution. I call this appeasement of aggression.
This is really not an effort towards peace. The Sino-Tibetan treaty marks another episode. Our government has made
a free gift of the telecommunication, even though China was prepared to pay for it. The Sino-Russian bloc is making
today North Korea, Manchuria, Sinkiang and Tibet a strong military base and is thereby threatening the security of Asia
and the world.

Sir,  I am raising this Tibetan question because I feel that this betrayal of Tibet and the surrender to the aggression
of China has led to disastrous results in Nepal. There is a feeling that our foreign policy is neither independent nor really
dynamic. There is a feeling that India is steadily, slowly drifting towards the totalitarian bloc. There is a feeling that India’s
Prime Minister is a fellow-traveller. A definite bias in favour of the Communist camp would be barren. Our Foreign Policy
has succeeded in making America greatly anti-Indian.

Democracy has two aspects-it is a way of life; it is a way of life based on liberty-civil liberty, religious liberty and
political liberty. These rights of liberty are recognized and fairly established in western democracies. Democracy is
fundamentally an act of faith and self-discipline and willing allegiance. Totalitarian governments provide forced allegiance
by authority, violence or compulsion. India stands for certain heritage and culture. She should never sacrifice or betray
the spirit for material gains. An opportunist or puerile policy with a definite bias in favour of the communist camp will
be a barren policy. Peaceful co-existence was ushered with a fanfare after the funeral of Tibet-which is called liberation
of Tibet under the Chinese forces. Our foreign policy vis-à-vis Nepal has succeeded in making Nepal gradually anti-Indian.
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That has been the reaction after the betrayal of Tibet. The Parliamentary Goodwill Delegation which went from Delhi….

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

Shri Tek Chand: There was just a reference to the treatment of the Tibetans. A carping criticism has been directed
against our foreign policy that we did not uphold the independence of the Tibetans. Nobody has a soft corner for China
for a minute. Nevertheless, the Chinese claim to Tibet was recognized by the U.S.A. (An hon. Member: When?)

Shri B.S. Murthy (Eluru): Because the United States have agreed, is it that we must also agree?

Shri N.C. Chatterjee: Is that the logic?

Shri Tek Chand: If Shri B.S. Murthy had put that question, it would not have perturbed me at all. Now that Shri N.C.
Chatterjee says, “is that logic,” am I to teach logic to Shri N.C. Chatterjee? Shri N.C. Chatterjee should not defy logic
and say whether the policy of the country is in consonance with logic. The argument that I maintained was that ther is
no love lost today between America and China. Bith of them have their teeth dug into other’s flesh as deeply as they
possibily can. In this matter, even the U.S.A. was willing to recognise the claim of China over Tibet. That being so, who are
we to contest that claim? According to my learned friends over there, if the logic is incomprehensible to them, I have all
my sympathies for them.

Shri N.C. Chatterjee:  My point is that it is really an encouragement to aggression which ought not to have been
done by India.

Shri Tek Chand: According to Shri N.C. Chatterjee’s notions,-perhaps the most lethal weapon that he can wield is a
pen-we should not wage war with anybody with whom we do not see eye to eye. That is a logic that one does not
understand; but his vehemence one can certainly appretiate.

Shri Velayudhan: It might have been megalomania if it was not a mania. I do not know how commonsense at least can
justify itself the criticism regarding Tibet. Tibet was not at any time part of India, and if it was attached to India it was
during the British imperial regime, and it was the imperial regime that kept Tibet as it was during the time of Chiang-Kai-
Shek’s regime the U.S.A. recognized it as part of China. And now some of our friends from this side come forward and
say: “China is an aggressor of Tibetan people”, as if they are the champions of the liberty of the people of Tibet. What I
am going to tell you is this, that Tibet is not only racially connected with China but politically also it was like that, and
India has not got any business to interfere in the affairs of Tibet.

A word about Goa. Of course, I think the policy followed by the Prime Minister as far as the Goa question is
concerned is consistent with the policy of peace which he has been following.

Shri Joachin Alva (Kanara): I find that my friend, Mr. Chatterjee, made a reference to Nepal and Tibet. I am surprised
that he is still flogging a dead horse. The joining of Tibet with China is a historic fact. No one can undo it. If the British
Government in India were not capable of holding up Tibet in the manner that they wanted to do, it is not anybody’s fault.

When Mr. Chatterjee spoke about Goa and said that the Indian police were on the frontier doing Salazaar’s job, I felt
in agreement with him, though the implication of his truth was not clear and we could not agree on that at all. I felt that
he was thrusting down our throat a jelabi or chocolate with a great bit of salt. He thinks of the old bogey of Tibet and
of offending China, saying that our relations with China should be on a war footing. That is a policy suicidal to our
interest. It has long been given a decent burial. Mr. Chatterjee has still not taken any kind of inspiration from the great
historic meeting between Mr. Chou En-lai and our Prime Minister.
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30 September 1954 Written Answers to Questions

MOTIOM RE. : INTERNATIONAL SITUATION

Dr. S. N. Sinha: One of the biggest factors that count today in Asian affairs is the emergence of new China. There are
many misunderstandings about Chinese intentions. I personally had many such misunderstandings about China until I
heard our Prime Minister. In this connection I would request our Prime Minister when he goes to China, to invite Dalai-
Lama to India. This idea has occurred to me for a long time. I am not a lamaist. But I have studied Tibet and liked that
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country very much. We had connections with Tibet for a very long time.  And, I would like, to say, that if the Dalai-Lama
comes to India for a pilgrimage of Buddha-Gaya and Sarnath, many of the misunderstandings which are existing today in
our country will be removed and we will have no grievance against China.

Acharya Kripalani: …We have failed in arresting the march of Communist China to our borders. A small buffer state
there was deprived of its freedom and that state was swallowed up. When we made a feeble protest, we were told-not
very politely-to shut up. Not only that, we were told that we were the stooges of the western powers….

Shri Venkataraman (Tanjore): China has claimed some sort of suzerainty over Tibet. The amount or the extent of
such suzerainty which was exercised over the area of Tibet was varying with the strength of the Government in China.
If the Chinese Government was strong, then there was a greater exercise of suzerainty. If the Chinese Government was
weak, there was greater autonomy in Tibet. Now, before the People’s Government of China established itself, when still
Chiang-Kai-Shek was the head of the Chinese Government, an application from Tibet went to America and they wanted
to sell Yak tails, the tails of the animal Yak. They were politely told that they still were under the suzerainty of China and
that they were not an autonomous independent State. Now, if they were under the suzerainty of China when Chiang-
Kai-Shek was in charge of the administration of China, does it immediately become different because the Government
of China has changed, or some other person has come into possession of control of the country? It continues to be. If
the suzerainty of China over Tibet existed at all, it continues to exist, whatever is the Government. Therefore, there is
not much of logic in saying that now it is no longer under the suzerainty of China and that it is a case of aggression. Well,
we are tying to find out the complaints against the Chinese Republican Government when we say that they have either
made an aggression on Tibet or they have swallowed up Tibet as has been suggested by Mr. Chatterjee. The only question
if the people of Tibet had ever protested against such an act. Mr. Chatterjee referred to a complaint that was made by
Tibet to the United Nations in 1950. I understand that it came before the General Committee, i.e., the steering committee
which places the items on the agenda of the United Nations. At that stage itself it did not find any support from any
nations and it failed. It would be wrong to accuse India as having betrayed Tibet.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava: India is not omnipotent to see that the entire world questions are settled by India.
Can we do it?

Shri Venkataraman: That is exactly my point. That is why I said, when a committee which consisted or representatives
of the five big powers with the Chairman of the several committees of which India was only one member, that it cannot
be said to be one of the failures of India if India was not able to get the question of Tibet on the agenda of the United
Nationals. After all as I prefaced by speech, India is one of the nations in the world, and we would not even be able to say
that it is one of the big Powers in the world.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Several hon. Members have referred to Tibet—‘the melancholy chapter of the Tibet’. I really
do not understand. I have given the most earnest thought to this matter. What did any hon. Member of this House
expect us to do in regard to Tibet at any time? Did we fail or did we do a wrong thing? I am not going into that matter
now but I would beg any hon. Member who has doubts about this question to just consider and try to find out the
background, the early history and the late history of Tibet, India and China have been, what is the history of the British
in Tibet has been and what is the relationship of Tibet with China or India has been. Where did we come into the picture
unless we wanted to assume an aggressive role of interfering with other countries? Many things happen in the world
which we do not like and which we would wish were rather different but we do not go like Don Quimote with a lance
in hand against everything that we dislike. We put up with these things because we would, without mankind any difference,
merely get into trouble. We have to see all these things in some larger context of policy.
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19 August 1958 Written Answers to Questions

TRADE WITH WESTERN TIBET

578.   Shri Hem Raj: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) the volume of trade transacted in the Western Tibet at Radok and Gartok respectively in the years 1955, 1956,

1957 by the Indian traders;
(b) the help extended to the Indian traders and merchants by the Indian Trade Agent;  and
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(c) the names of the places where Indian Trade Agents have been posted in the   Eastern, Central, Southern and
Western Tibet?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) There are no arrangements for recording the volume of trade transacted at a particular marks in Tibet like Radok

and Gartok. The total values of India’s export trade with Wetern Tibet for the 3 years in question were:
                   1955 – Rs. 57,29,505
                   1956 – Rs. 50,04,310
                   1957 – Rs. 45,56,620
(b) The Indian Trade Agents in Tibet render all possible assistance by taking up with  the local authorities the difficulties

of Indian traders arising in course of normal trade transactions under local regulations, protection of their life and
property, the hiring of means of transport at reasonable rates and renting of buildings and godowns at marts
recognized under the Sino-Indian Agreement of 1954.

(c) Yatung, Gyantse and Gartok.
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23 March 1959 Written Answers to Questions

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT : SITUATION IN TIBET

Mr. Speaker: I have received notice of an adjournment motion relating to:
“Disturbance in Tibet Culminating in open fighting between the Chinese forces and the local population in Lhasa

near Potala and our Consulate General in that city”.

Some time ago, a Call Attention notice was tabled and I see from today’s Order Paper that the hon. Prime Minister
has agreed to make a statement on this very subject. I may now request him to make his statement so that we can
dispose of both together.

Shri Vajpayee (Balrampur): Adjournment motion relates to a discussion.What the Prime Minister will make is a
statement.

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members are fully aware that the moment an adjournment motion is tabled, I do not accept or
reject it. I would like to hear from the Government what exactly they have to say and then make up my mind. If I do give
consent, I will allow an opportunity for discussion.

Shri Tyagi (Dehra Dun): On a point of order. I would like to seek not only your guidance but also ruling with regard
to the type of adjournment motions that may be admissible. Are disturbances in a foreign country a relevant subject for
an adjournment motion in this House? I want that to be made clear for future guidance.

Mr. Speaker: I will take that into consideration in deciding it. The hon. Member has stated his point. I have not yet
decided. I am only hearing.

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): May I say that the statement I
am making now has nothing to do with any proposal for an adjournment motion?

Mr. Speaker: I only want to know the facts.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I really wanted to make it clear that I was going to make it regardless of any proposal for an
adjournment motion or any other motion.

Mr. Speaker: Both have synchronized. That was why I said it.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Recent reports about happenings in the Tibet region of China have naturally aroused a great
deal of interest in the country. The sequence of events is not quite clear to us. But I should like to make a brief statement
on the principal facts in so far as we know them. Last week, on the 17th March, in the course of the discussion on the
Demands for the Ministry of External Affairs, I referred briefly to the tense situation there. I mentioned that there had
been a clash of wills, although no major violence had occurred recently.

We have since received fuller information from our Consul General in Lhasa. It appears that various rumours in
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regard to the Dalai Lama caused excitement  in Lhasa. About two weeks ago, a large crowd of Tibetans entered the
premises of the Indian consulate General. They spoke to our Consul General about the rumours and their apprehensions.
Three days later, a large number of Tibetan women came to our Consulate General to accompany them to the Chinese
Foreign Bureau and be a witness to their presenting certain demands. The Consul General told them that this was not
proper and that he could not accompany them or associate himself with any demonstration. The Consul General
brought these incidents to the notice of Chinese Foreign Bureau at Lhasa. He had rightly decided not to interfere in
these internal affairs.

On the 20th March, fighting suddenly broke out between the Chinese troops and Tibetan elements. There was firing
in the vicinity of our Consulate General and some stray bullets hit our building. For some time it was not possible for
the Consul General to go out of the premises. All our staff and their families are safe and no significant damage to
property has been reported. Apparently, the situation in Lhasa has somewhat quietened down.

There are about 30 members of our staff in the Consulate General at Lhasa. Together with their families, the
number is about 100. There are also 16 other nationals in the Lhasa region-that is, Indian nationals-about whom we have
no full information at present.

As soon as the fighting broke out in Lhasa, we requested the Chinese Government through our Ambassador in
Peking and the Chinese Ambassador here to ensure the fullest protection to our personnel and properties in Lhasa, and
they promised to do so. On the 21st March, a representative of the Chinese Foreign Bureau in Lhasa called on our
Consul General and suggested to him that for the better protection of himself and his staff, they should move into the
Foreign Bureau. We have instructed our Consul General to inform the Foreign Bureau that it will not be right or proper
for our Consul General to leave the premises. A large number of Indian nationals are involved, including the families of
our personnel, and there are valuable properties and records within our premises. In accordance with international law
and usage, our Consul General and his staff and our records and properties are entitled to the fullest protection and we
have no doubt that the Chinese Government will see the reasonableness of our request.

This outbreak of violence in Lhasa itself is a new development. Previously there had been conflicts in various parts
of Southern Tibet between the Khampas and the Chinese forces. But the Lhasa region had remained quiet.

The House will now appreciate that this is a difficult and delicate situation and we should avoid doing anything which
will worsen it. We have no intention of interfering in the internal affairs of China with whom we have friendly relations.
In 1954 the Sino-Indian Agreement was concluded. It was in this that for the first time, the principle of Panch Sheel was
stated. (An hon. Member: And Flouted!).

There is a long tradition of cultural and religious ties between India and the Tibet region of China. In this region lie
many places of pilgrimage which are considered holy by both Hindus and Buddhists and large numbers of our people
visit them every year. The Dalai Lama, whom we had the honour and pleasure of receiving in our country in 1956-57, is
held in high veneration by our people and we hope he is safe. We earnestly trust that the present troubles will be
resolved peacefully.

Our Consul General at Lhasa and his staff are in a difficult situation for reasons beyond their control. I have no
doubt that the House will wish me to send our best wishes on this occasion to him and to our other representatives
in the Tibet region.

Mr. Speaker: In view of this elaborate statement, I do not give my consent to the moving of this motion for adjournment.

Shri Vajpayee: On a point of information, Sir. May I know from the hon. Prime Minister the position of the Dalai Lama,
whether he is safe?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am afraid I have no correct information as to where he is. But, I certainly hope he is safe.

Shri M. R. Masani (Ranchi East): Mr. Speaker, Sir, while bowing to your decision about the adjournment motion
which I respectfully think is perfectly correct, may I say that the wide-spread concern rather than the interest which
these developments have elicited in the country would be served if expression was given to these feelings by a discussion
in this House. I wonder if the Prime Minister would agree to this House having an early opportunity to discuss these
developments and their implications in regard to our frontiers and other implications that would follow.
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: It is novel, perhaps, Sir, for this House to discuss events in another country. Sometimes, of
course, they may have some bearing and reference is made in the Foreign Affairs Debate. But, a general discussion over
events which are happening in another country would be a bad precedent which may have far-reaching consequences.

Shri Frank Anthony (Nominated Anglo-Indians): Sir, may I say that we are not only intimately but anxiously
concerned about the attitude of the Government. Our attitude vis-à-vis Tibet has been a little confused. We do not
know whether the Government has accepted the suzerainty of China over Tibet.

Another matter with which we are deeply concerned is whether, because of an obvious sort of communist terror
there, the Government would be prepared to give asylum to the Tibetan refugees in India.

Shri S. A. Dange (Bombay City-Central): Sir, the Prime Minister has stated that any such discussion would be an
interference in the internal affairs of another country. For example, if Peking were to discuss the arrest of Master Tara
Singh, there would be enough protest here. (Interruptions).

Shri C. D. Pande (Naini Tal): The analogy is not correct.

S. A. Dange: If Peking were to discuss the land reforms which are being threatened with civil war here, there would be
enough trouble. (Interruptions). I understand why Shri Masani is anxious to discuss it here.

C. D. Pande: We want to discuss it fully because…..

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I have already given my ruling regarding this adjournment motion.

C. D. Pande: This is not like Hungary or Algeria.

Shri Asoka Mehta (Muzaffarpur): Sir, you should not give your ruling quickly. This is a matter in which we are all
profoundly concerned. You must not express yourself with quickness, Sir. (Interruptions). I would say that you may
permit the House to express its views on this subject.

Shri Goray (Poona): Whatever ruling you may give, I beg to submit this. The other day you stated, Sir, that every
adjournment motion does not necessarily mean that it is a motion of censure against the Government. You said that an
adjournment motion can be treated as a sort of an expression of concern which the whole House feels. This is a matter
on which most of us, excepting the Communist Members here-everybody-feels concerned and rightly so. Therefore,
you may allow us to move this motion for adjournment. It is not a censure on the Government but it expresses our
deep concern at a particular development.

You will remember, Sir, the other day Shrimati Renu Chakarvartty here said that all these things were exaggerated.
I suppose even the Prime Minister was under the impression that all these were not completely true. But, now, all of a
sudden, we find that fighting has broken out in Lhasa. This is not a sudden development. So many things must have
happened before that. Therefore, I say, this is a development which threatens us also. Supposing tomorrow there is more
fighting in Tibet and refugees come to our border. There will be such an immense pressure on our border that India will
get involved willy-nilly. Therefore, I think, this matter should be discussed here. It is not a censure move against the
Government. And, I submit that before you decide to rule it out, you should ponder over it.

Mr. Speaker: Regarding the desire to have discussion on the subject, I can only say this much. The argument that is
advanced is that if fighting should develop, a number of people would be forced to leave their hearths and homes and
come away to this side. That could be said with respect to any internal trouble in any one of our adjacent countries.
What will happen if they come here? If they come here, let us look after the problem, when it arises.

Shri C. D. Pande: The problem has arisen.

Mr. Speaker: Therefore, this can be said easily on Mongolia and North China. Some of them may come and ask for
refugee here. Whether it is a matter for an adjournment motion or not, it is for me to decide. I have to decide whether
we are at all concerned with a particular matter and whether it is a matter of interfering with the internal administration
of a particular State. All that we are concerned with is this.  We are on friendly terms with our neighbouring states with
which we have to deal. The internal affairs of a State have never been discussed in this House. I am not going to allow,
either directly or indirectly, any discussion regarding this matter. (Interruptions).
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I have disallowed this. Now, let us proceed to the next item-Papers to be laid on the Table.

�����������

30 March 1959 Written Answers to Questions

ADJOURNMENT MOTIONS (Contd)

Mr. Speaker: I have received notice of some adjournment motions, the substance of which fall under two heads;
1. Chinese news agency statement that Kalimpong is being used as a base for anti-Chinese rebellion; and
2. Chinese troops are near India’s border. A number of hon. Members, Shri Hem Barua, Shri Vajpayee and others have

given notice of adjournment motions. Now the hon. Prime Minister.

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): I want to say something before the hon. Prime Minister makes a statement.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I have got the statement of the hon. Member here.

Shri Hem Barua: I want to add…

Braj Raj Singh (Firozabad): Mine is not here.

Mr. Speaker: I shall hang up on the notice board the names of all hon. Members who have given notices of adjournment
motions. (Interruptions).

Shri Goray (Poona): Please understand our anxiety. It is not for publicity.

Mr. Speaker: I understand that; I am not referring to that.

Shri Hem Barua: My adjournment motion is very specific; first, about the Chinese authorities’ official communiqué to
the effect that Kalimpong is the centre of the rebellion. I want to ascertain from the Prime Minister whether any
correspondence was made by the Chinese Government through diplomatic channels before coming out openly with an
official communiqué of the sort, because it establishes in a way the complicity of India in this rebellion, which is not true.
At the same time, I just want to know from the Prime Minister whether on any occasion anything of this sort was
communicated to the Prime Minister and, if so, whether the Prime Minister made an enquiry into it and whether the
Chinese Government was asked to give specific instances of people in Kalimpong connected with this.

Another specific issue is this. In the communiqué we find one thing. The communiqué says that the Prime Minister
was not allowing a discussion on Tibet in this House. That I can understand. But what I cannot understand is this; in the
same breath they say, in an indirect way, that attempting to discuss Tibetan developments in the Indian Parliament will be
considered as an unfriendly act. This is rather…..

Shri Frank Anthony (Nominated-Anglo-Indians): Impertinent.

Shri Hem Barua: …..impertinent. It may be a sort of hauteur on their part on what this Parliament should do or
should not do; because, we have that amount of reason, that amount of sense, whether to discuss it or not to discuss it.
We are the representatives of the people who are in this Parliament, presided over by you, Sir. They did not have that
right. I want a clarification on these two broad points from the Prime Minister.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: I wanted to mention only one thing. It is not so simple a matter. Somebody from some other
country casts some aspersions on our Parliament. We are an independent country. We are a sovereign body and if some
person or some agency outside says that it is not proper for us in this Parliament to discuss any matter concerning
anything in the world then I think that is an aspersion on the whole country and we should not remain silent over such
remarks. We should protest against these things.

Then,  again this New China News Agency have circulated the news-I do not know whether that is a fact or not; the
hon. Prime Minister will say something about it-that Kalimpong has been used as a commanding centre of the rebellion.
The facts, as have been disclosed by the Press, say that some 18 people of the old Government headed by the Dalai Lama
have been dismissed and a new Government has been installed there. Some people sitting here in Kalimpong could not
do that. It seems that the whole of Tibet has risen in rebellion. There could not be only some people in Kalimpong. It is
a serious matter over which the whole country is agitated. So, we should have some sort of a discussion here. It is not
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that we shall be interfering in the matters of China but we shall certainly say something in view of the fact that our
relations with the Tibetans have been very cordial all through, whether it was proper that we should have entered into
an agreement by which the freedom of the Tibetan people was raped, as has been done today.

Shri Nath Pai (Rajapur): Sir, would you not allow some of us to make a statement?

Shri Vajpayee (Balrampur): May I submit that a new situation has arisen.

Mr. Speaker: If he is going to say the same thing then enough has been said. Is there any new point?

Shri Vajpayee: No, it has not been said. What I want to say is that the whole question of our relationship with China
should be reviewed in the background of the happenings and developments that are taking place in Tibet. The garrisoning
of Tibet by the Chinese troops and the establishment of airfields in Tibet constitute a direct threat to the security of
India. The conduct of China in regard to Tibet can hardly be regarded as friendly to India. After the restraint displayed by
the hon. Prime Minster, it was least expected from China that the New China News Agency will come out with sinister
suggestion that Kalimpong is being used as a base against the national uprising in Tibet. I think the time has come when
the Government of China has got to be told that India will no longer remain a silent spectator to the tragedy that is
being enacted on the roof of the world.

Shri B. C. Kamble (Nanded-Reserved-Sch. Castes): With regard to Kalimpong, I shall be very brief. The interested
parties, that is, the two countries who are claming to be friendly with each other are giving rival news. The Government
of India is saying, according to the newspapers, that the Government of India had asked the Chinese authorities to cite
instances whereupon the Union Government will investigate into the matter. No instances have been cited by the
Chinese authorities. That is the stand taken by the Union Government whereas repeatedly the Chinese authorities are
alleging that Kalimpong is made a commanding centre. Now, the position becomes worse because of the friendly
relations. Both the countries are saying that we are friendly with each other. Then who is unfriendly? What exactly is the
truth? Is India unfriendly or is China unfriendly? That must be ascertained. Therefore, in order to maintain the friendly
relationship it is my submission that the truth must be ascertained and whosoever is indulging in false propaganda must
be requested to withdraw the wrong allegations, if made either by the Union Government or by the Chinese Government.

With regard to the other observation made in the official communiqué of China, that is, that it would be impolite
and improper to have any discussion in this country, I may submit that our discussion in this House…..

Mr. Speaker: I am not going to allow that. The same point has been made once or twice.

Shri B. C. Kamble: The question is…

Mr. Speaker: There is no question. Shri Mohammed Imam.

Shri B. C. Kamble: The question is …

Mr. Speaker: I am not going to allow repetition of the same matter, that is, whether it is open or it is not open for the
other Government or somebody to say that we shall not discuss this matter. It has been said.

Shri B. C. Kamble: I will finish it….

Mr. Speaker: No, I am not going to allow discussion on this point so soon. First of all, let me make up my mind whether
I should give an opportunity or not. Then I would allow it.

Shri Mohammed Imam (Chitaldrug): A grave crisis has arisen on account of the fact that China has overrun Tibet
and it has completely occupied this area. This entire subjugation of this territory is threatening the safety of India. To this
effect I have tabled an adjournment motion. This is a very important matter as can be gauged by the concern expressed
by various hon. Members of this House except perhaps one section.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member refers to the massing of Chinese troops on the south and south east borders of Tibet.
That is a new thing that he refers to.

Shri Mohammed Imam: Yes, a new thing. It has also been reported that the Chinese have fanned out their troops.
Their troops are massed on the south and south east frontier. Practically, they are very near to India. This causes a good
deal of concern. We know the history of the Communist countries in other continents and in other areas. So, this is a
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very dangerous situation. Therefore, what I submit is that the hon. Prime Minister must take the hon. Members of this
House into confidence. This is a matter which should be debated threadbare in this House. I think hon. Members are
anxious to contribute their views. They are anxious to express their concern and also help the Government and hon.
Minister of Defence because these external matters should not be a subject of controversy. It should not be a matter of
party politics. We must all be united when the defence of the country is concerned. So, I submit that the hon. Prime
Minister will give us an opportunity to express our views. We shall express our views in all sincerity in the interests of
the country. So, I submit that the adjournment motion, if admitted either as an adjournment motion or in the form of a
special motion, is certainly not in the spirit of censuring the Government. In this matter it should be left open to the
House and the hon. Members must be allowed to express their views on this important matter. It is vital at present to
the interests of India.

Raja Mahendra Pratap (Mathura): I have again a word to say because I was in Tibet and I went to Tibet, helped by
China and with a Chinese passport. I was touring all over eastern Tibet. Dalai Lama wrote me a letter. It was in 1925.
Now, I have a word to say.

Mr. Speaker: I have heard him already once. On the same matter I cannot hear him again.

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): I take it that I should say
something about these adjournment motions.

Mr. Speaker: Yes. I gave an opportunity to all those hon. Members who sponsored the adjournment motion.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: If you will permit me in dealing with these adjournment motions I may perhaps go slightly
beyond the range of some of the questions put forward. I do wish…..

Mr. Speaker: It is clear that there is no question of censure involved in this. All hon. Members are anxious to know as
to what exactly is the matter.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: These adjournment motions as adjournment motions, if I may say so, can hardly arise. But so
far as I am concerned, I do not wish to take shelter under any technical plea for not giving any information that I think
ought to be given. Indeed, subject to certain very broad considerations to which Shri Tyagi referred, I wish to place all
the information that we get before the House, as it comes in, and I propose to do so in the future too. It is not necessary
for hon. Members to demand a statement from me, but I shall do so whenever any important piece of information
comes. I shall place it before the House.

At the present moment we have a mass of statements in the press, rumours, allegations, statements of the Chinese
Government, from which it is a little difficult to sort out exactly the truth of what is happening. We have one thing on
which you can certainly say that there it is. There are press communiqués issued by the Government of the People’s
Republic of China. I do not understand why hon. Members bring in the news agency in this matter. It is a Government
communiqué and the news agency did a completely right thing in placing the official communiqué before us and before
the public.  You may not like the wording of the communiqué or the content of it. That is a different matter. But it is the
duty of a news agency to deal with such an important matter-not to suppress it but to place it before the public.

May I also refer to what for instance, hon. Member Shri Imam has talked about that is, the massing of troops. Now,
I am completely unaware of this. In fact, I have not heard a rumour to that effect, leave out the facts. And he wants an
adjournment motion because there is “massing of troops on the Indian border”!

Shri Naushir Bharucha (East Khandesh): He said about the fanning out of Chinese troops.

Shri Mohammed Imam: That is the word I used in my adjournment motion.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: All kind of things are appearing in the Press which, again are based sometimes, presumably on
reports not from within Tibet but from outside Tibet, whether it is Hong Kong or whether it is any other place. I do not
say that any such rumour must necessarily be wrong. How can I say that? But, normally speaking, they are not correct.
Anyhow, my information is that there is no massing of troops on the Indian border, so far as I know. How can I discuss
it when I do not accept that fact?

But, the major things that we have to consider are, as I said on the last occasion, the contacts of India with Tibet are
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very old, geographical, of course, trade, of course, but much more so, cultural and religious. Vast numbers of pilgrims go
there from here and some come from Tibet to India. So that, this contact, this relationship is something deeper than the
changing political scene. Naturally we are affected by it. Apart from that, as I said on the last occasion, large numbers of
people in India venerate the Dalai Lama, respect him very greatly and he was our honoured guest some time ago.
Because of these contacts our reaction to anything that happens in Tibet is bound to be very deep, as we see it. It is not
for me to object to those reactions. But, we have to bear them in mind.

May I say that all these questions that have been recently put about giving political asylum are, probably, of no service
at all to the people who might seek political asylum in India? It is no good. One has to see the difficult situation as it is
and not merely create conditions which make it more difficult to deal with the situation or deal with the persons
seeking political asylum. There it is. Whatever I say in regard to that will make it more difficult for these people, I say. So
that, on the one side, there is this deep feeling of a certain kinship, if I may use that word, cultural kinship between the
people of India and the people of Tibet.

That, of course, does not mean that we interfere in Tibet, in any way. We did interfere, not we, I mean, but the
previous Government of India took an expedition to Lhasa under Col. Younghusband, 55 years ago. It very much
interfered: imperialist intervention. They sat down there and imposed the British Government’s will, acting through the
then Government of India on Tibet and imposed our troops there in Tibet, in Yatung, Gyantse. All kinds of extra-
territorial privileges were imposed on Tibet because Tibet was weak and there was the British Empire. With some
variations, we inherited these special extra-territorial privileges when India became independent.

Regardless of what happened in Tibet or China or anywhere, we could not, according to our own policy, maintain
our forces in a foreign country, even if there had been no change in Tibet. That was relic of British Imperialism which we
did not wish to continue. We had to withdraw them back. It so happened that soon after this there was a change in the
Government in China - about that time, soon after - their armies marched into Tibet. What I am venturing to say is that
the policy we adopted towards Tibet would have been adopted regardless of what China did, and we would have
withdrawn our forces, etc. that was the main thing we did.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: There, everybody agrees.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Apparently people seem to imagine that we surrendered some privileges in Tibet. The privileges
which we surrendered in Tibet were privileges which we do not seek to have in any other country in the world. Tibet
or any other. It was patent from the strictly practical point of view, even apart from sentiments, that we could not do
anything in Tibet either in law, constitutionally or practically.

Our attitude, and historically, previously- I am not going to the past history of 500 years-the position of all previous
Governments in India and elsewhere has been the recognition of some kind of suzerainty or sovereignty of China over
Tibet and Tibetan autonomy. That was normally the basis of approach. The measure of the autonomy has varied, because
the strength of China, the weakness of China, the strength of Tibet, the weakness of Tibet has varied in the course of the
last hundred of years. But, that is the position. Every Government in China has claimed that. Many Governments in Tibet
have repudiated that. So, there it is. Anyhow, we could not become judges or interfere or intervene either in law, or in
fact, or in the circumstances, we could do nothing. That is just past history.

May I say one thing to the House? When the Premier of the Chinese Government came here 3 or 4 years ago or 2
and half years ago, he discussed this question of this situation in Tibet with me at his own instance. I did not raise it, so
far as I remember. He told me then that Tibet had always been, according to him and according to the Chinese position,
a part of the Chinese State: that is, they have always claimed it and they have had it, according to him; but yet, Tibet was
not China. Tibet is not China; Tibet is not a province of China. Tibet is an autonomous region which has been a part of
the Chinese State- that was as far as I remember his words-therefore, we want to treat it as an autonomous region and
give it full autonomy. That is how he explained the Chinese Government’s attitude to Tibet. All I could say was that we
had to recognize Chinese sovereignty over Tibet. But I was glad to hear Mr. Chou En-lai laying such stress on Tibetan
autonomy. I said if this was fully acted upon and was well known to Tibetans, possibly the difficulties would be much less,
because, I remember, difficulties had arisen already three years ago.

For nearly three years, there has been what is called the Khampa revolt in China. Khampa region, although it consists
of people of Tibetan origin, is not technically Tibet now. About 50 or 60 years ago, the Khampa region in Eastern Tibet
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was incorporated into China. It was never really adequately controlled or ruled by any authority, Tibetan or Chinese,
because Khampas are mountain people, rather tough people, not liking anybody ruling them.

When the new Chinese Government came in, quite apart form Tibet proper, the Kampa region was in China proper.
They started introducing their new reforms or changes, whatever they did in land or otherwise, in the Khampa region.
That brought them into trouble with the Khampas in Tibet-not actually in Tibet, but the Tibetans in China, you may say.
That trouble started 2 or 3 years ago or more than that-about three years ago, locally confined there. Then it spread to
the south and south-east chiefly. Naturally one does not have details. But, it was a kind of guerilla activity which went on
causing much trouble to both the parties and damage all that. That has been continuing. When, Premier Chou En-lai
talked to me, this Khampa trouble has started. It is not a kind of trouble which is of great military importance to any
Government: not that; it is a nuisance and it prevents things from settling down.

That has been continuing. Nothing new has happened except that in some border some convoy has been attacked
or taken away or something has been happening. The new thing, what has happened in Lhasa, may I say, has not flown
from that; it is really a completely new development. The very matter was mentioned by me in this House and to the
Press here the moment we heard of fighting there. Previous to that, only a few days previously, I had spoken in this
House and talked about the conflict of wills there. I thought that expression was a good expression to describe what
was happening there because there was no violence at that stage. Nobody had hit anybody. But, this conflict had come
out in the open in the sense of people talking in the open. It lasted 3, 4 or 5 days when actual firing began, I cannot say
who began it, but it began. Normally, one would say that where it is a question of military might, the Chinese Government
is much stronger than some kind of local recruits of the Tibetan Army. It is obvious. So, that has been the background of
it.

Now, it is unfortunate that all this damage is done. I do not know what damage has been done, but some considerable
damage has been done to some of the old monasteries in Lhasa, and maybe, some valued manuscripts have suffered
thereby; and all that has happened, and our sympathies go out very much to the Tibetans…..

Shri Jaipal Singh (Ranchi West-Reserved-Sch. Tribes):  Hear, hear.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: …..quite apart from the actual incidents, what has happened there, who was to blame and
who was not to blame.

In the press today, the Chinese News Agency has published some letters, which, it is said, have been written by the
Dalai Lama to the Chinese Governor, the military Governor of Lhasa, just in this month. I would not like to say anything
about those letters. I would like to have a little greater confirmation about them, about what they are, in what circumstances
they were written, whether they were written at all. It is very difficult; because all these things are being said by various
parties, it is exceedingly difficult to sift the truth out of this lot of chaff. And whatever I may say, whatever the Government
may do, may have far-reaching consequences.

We talk about Tibet, and we want to have friendly relations with the people of Tibet, and we want them to progress
in freedom and all that. At the same time, it is important for us to have friendly relations with this great country of China.
That does not mean that I or this Government or this Parliament or anyone else should submit to any kind of dictation
from any country, however great or big it may be.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: That is not the point. But it also does mean that in a difficult situation, we should exercise a
certain measure of restraint and wisdom in dealing with her, and not in an excited moment do something which may
lead our country into difficulties. (Interruptions).

Today is the 30th of this month. It was on the 20th, the early morning of the 20th, that firing began and it is now the
tenth day. There isn’t any news coming from that country, except rumours. The only news that has come to us or to the
wide world - I am leaving out China; they might have some special ways of getting news-the only news that came to us
was from our Consul-General’s telegrams to us. We got them pretty rapidly.

But what can the Consul-General report?  Remember that too. The Consul-General reports by and large what he
sees from the window of his consulate. Obviously, he cannot tell us what is happening all over Tibet. He does not know.
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He is in touch with Lhasa, and more or less Lhasa is what he can see from his consulate, just around buildings where
firing took place. He can report  that.  He cannot even tell us all that is happening in Lhasa itself. He cannot tell us
precisely and definitely what has happened to our nationals who are spread out there. He can tell us definitely that our
staff in our consulate is safe. He can tell us also that so far as he knows our other Indian nationals are safe, but he is not
certain, because he just cannot reach them, so that all news has been cut off, and it comes to us in extremely small
driblets, news that we can hardly rely upon. And it becomes difficult for me to make statements or to say that we shall
take some action, because of vague rumours which are obviously not always reliable.

Now, may I just say one word-I think I have answered it-about the people from Ladakh? It has been the old custom
of people from Ladakh to go to Lhasa, and they do not take any travel papers or anything. They go for courses of
instruction. Lhasa is in a sense their spiritual centre, their educational centre, from the Buddhist point of view. So, plenty
of people go there. At the present moment, I have been informed that four head abbots from Leh are there, as well as-
I forget the number,-about 30 or 40 or 50-or it may be somewhere about a hundred-monks and others who have gone
there. We have not got them on our register there, because they simply come and go, and do not report to us. But as
soon as I heard about this two days ago, we are making inquiries about them.

Now, I come to the statements issued, presumably by the Chinese Government. Now, those statements give a
narrative of facts according to them, and I have nothing to say to that. I can neither confirm it nor deny it, because it is
not in my knowledge to make a firm statement; if it was, I would make it.

As I said, so far as the letters which are said to have been written by the Dalai Lama are concerned, they are rather
surprising letter. I cant say more; I should like to know more about them before I say.

There are two things mentioned in this statement of the Chinese authorities. One is about Kalimpong. About that,
as soon as that appeared, the External Affairs Ministry, through a spokesman, contradicted that statement or corrected
it. I suppose hon. Members have seen it, but I shall read it out or part of it, if they have not.

“Asked for his comments on the description of Kalimpong as the commanding centre of the rebellion’ in the news
communiqué released…..an official spokesman of the Ministry of External Affairs emphatically repudiated the suggestion.
He said that a number of people from Tibet have been residing in Kalimpong for many years…….”

-many years meaning twenty, thirty, forty, fifty and more-

“…and among them are some who arrived during the last three or four years.”.

It is not many, it may be in dozens, perhaps.

“The Government of India have repeatedly made it clear to them that they should not indulge in any propaganda
activities against a friendly Government on Indian soil. The last warning was given about six months ago and since then
these persons have remained quiet. There have been no unlawful activities in Kalimpong or elsewhere either by these
people or others. It is, therefore, entirely incorrect to say that Kalimpong is the centre of any rebellious activities. The
check-posts on the India-Tibet border are adequately manned and the strictest watch is always maintained on movements
between India and Tibet.”.

Now, an hon. Member wanted precise information as to whether the Chinese Government had complained to us
about Kalimpong. I shall tell him, so far as I can remember that in the last few months or maybe a year, there has been
no complaint but there were on two occasions perhaps two or maybe three in the last three or four years in which
references to Kalimpong was made. It said that some people in Kalimpong were carrying out  propaganda activities. Our
position has always been the same. We have made it quiet clear to people who came from Tibet and even to some
important people that, “You are welcome to come here, but we cannot allow Indian soil to be used for subversive
activities or even aggressive propaganda activities against friendly Governments”. That general policy of ours applies to
every Embassy that is here; maybe sometimes they overstep the mark or we do not object when we might have
objected. That applies to every Embassy here or every foreigners here. So, that was the rule that we followed. On two
or three occasions in the past, some leaflets came out in Kalimpong, which we thought was undesirable. We drew the
attention of the people who had brought it out, saying “You should not do this, this kind of thing from Indian soil”.  As
far as we know, our instructions and warnings had effect. We are not aware, in fact, in the last many months, of any
activity in Kalimpong; it may be in people’s minds there; naturally they may have feelings; they may have sentiments. But
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I am merely saying that it is wrong to say that Kalimpong was a kind or centre from which activists were organised.

Shrimati Renu Chakravatty (Basirhat): Has the Prime Minister read Elizabeth Partridge’s article which has come
in one of the papers where she says that she has contacted the rebels? It has come out in papers.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I have not read that particular article. I do not know which article the hon. Lady Member is
referring. In one or two cases, foreign correspondents have gone and talked to people there in Kalimpong or wherever
it is. I do not know where, it may be Kalimpong or it may be elsewhere, but they have not mentioned the names or the
place or the individuals contacted. And they have given an account from the point of view more or less of those people
in Tibet, who were on the site of the revolt. That I cannot catch, I cannot get in, but broadly speaking, it is wrong to say
that Kalimpong has been the centre. Certainly, we have very good control of our check-posts, of people coming and
going from Tibet to India, and nobody in Kalimpong can easily come or go, and you cannot control something where the
movement is not easy.

I am not told that when we enquired about Elizabeth Partridge’s article, we found out that she had not gone
anywhere near the border; she had written it from far away.

The second point to which reference has been made by hon. Members is to what is said in those press statements
about our discussions here. It is not necessary for me to say that it is open to this House, this Parliament, and it is
completely free to say or do what it chooses to discuss any matter it chooses, subject always to the necessities of good
sense and wisdom of which you, Sir, are the best judge. Nobody else outside this House is going to judge.

Unfortunately, the methods of government and the way the legislatures and organizations function in China are
different from ours. Perhaps they don’t  quite realized the background or the way of our functioning. Quite apart from
what we do, or whether what any hon. Member says is right or wrong, he has the right to say it; he has the right to say
the wrong thing, as many hon. Members on the opposite side know very well!

Hem Barua: You enjoy that right equally!

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: It is, I suppose, a little difficult for people trained in a different tradition for a long time to
understand the normal ways in which a parliamentary system of Government functions. We should not be over-eager to
find fault with somebody who does not agree with us, who describes our system in a different way, but certainly it
should be made perfectly clear to all concerned that this Parliament is not going to be limited in the exercise of its right
of discussion, saying or action or anything, by any external or internal authority, whoever it may be. Having said that,
obviously that right has to be exercised always with wisdom and always thinking of the consequences, and how that right
should be exercised.

Shri Nath Pai: We can always claim to have done so in the past.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: This shows our Government is very weak, powerless to deal with questions all round India,
north, south, east, west.

Mr. Speaker: Very well.

 In view of the elaborate statement made by the hon. Prime Minister, I do not think, having regard to the situation,
it is necessary to allow any of these adjournment motions tabled.

The situation is delicate. Let us see. Nobody can prevent us from discussing. That much I can assure. The hon. Leader
of the House also has said that it might be due to the misunderstanding of others. We are an entirely independent and
free nation, and this Parliament is supreme as far as that matter is concerned, subject, of course, to the Constitution, a
Constitution not laid down by any others. We lay down the Constitution ourselves. We are always watchful and ready.
I will never hustle or muzzle this House so far as these matters are concerned.

Shri Nath Pai: We associate ourselves with the sentiments expressed by the Prime Minister with which we are
broadly in agreement, but it will be necessary that the House gets a chance to state it, because, on such an occasion, it
is necessary that you hear not merely the Government, but you hear the Opposition also, as there is a necessity to
create an impression in the world that there is near-unanimity so far as expression of sympathy for the Tibetan cause is
concerned.
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And one small sentence I want to bring to your notice. It has hurt us tremendously. It is that India is being bracketed
with the Chiang-kai-Shek gang. There is a release today in which it is said that they were coming to India because India
was going to show sympathy. These are things of which the Government should take serious note. We want friendship,
and we are dedicated to friendship with China, but we are not trying to purchase it by closing our eyes, by gagging our
mouth and plugging our ears and drugging our conscience. This needs to be very much impressed.

Mr. Speaker: Even if we have a discussion, nothing can prevent them from going on saying it.
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30 March 1959 Oral Answers to Questions

REFUGEES FROM TIBET

Short Notice Question (S.N.Q.)

Shri M. R. Masani:
Shri Asoka Mehta:
Shri Frank Anthony:

   S.N.Q Shri Naushir Bharucha:
   No. 15 Shri Goray:

Shri Shree Narayan Das:
Shri A. M. Tariq:
Shri Nek Ram Nagi:  Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether his attention has been drawn to a news report in The Statesman (Delhi) of March 21 which states:-
“The Government of India’s present anxiety concerns the movement of refugees towards the long and rambling
frontiers. India has taken steps to strengthen the check-posts and the orders are that no refugees should be
allowed to cross over.”

(b) if so, whether the report is correct; and
(c) if not, what is the policy Government propose to follow in the matter of giving effect to international law and

practice of giving asylum to political refugees entering the country form Tibet?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) Yes.
(b) and (c). The general instructions issued by the Government of India some time ago were that any persons

endeavouring to cross our frontier should be stopped at our check posts and should not be allowed to cross over
unless they have the necessary travel papers. The existing strength of our check posts on the borders is sufficient
for dealing with normal movements between India and Tibet. There has thus far not been any substantial increase
in the movement of persons from Tibet region into India. If necessity arises the strength of our check posts will be
increased.

2. The general position under International Law is that a State is free to admit or not to admit a foreigner into its
territory. This applies to giving asylum also. It is thus a matter entirely in the discretion of the Government
concerned. It is the sovereign right of the State to give asylum when it chooses but no individual can insist on
obtaining such asylum. Individual cases have to be considered on merits whenever occasion for this arises.

Shri M. R. Masani: Does not the Prime Minister appreciate that since the Chinese authorities have given instructions
to their soldiers to shoot at sight any groups or individual Tibetans who may be crossing the frontier into India and
carrying out those instructions would mean in fact co-operating in their butchery?

Mr. Speaker: What is the hon. Member asking?

An Hon. Member: Speech-making.

Mr. Speaker: What is his question?

Shri M. R. Masani: Is the Prime Minister aware that Austria, which enjoys a neutral status and had diplomatic relations
with Hungary in 1956, threw its frontiers wide open to receive thousands of Hungarian refugees and why cannot this
country follow the same brave policy?
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Shri: Jawaharlal Nehru: Primarily because this is not Austria or Hungary and secondly because the question has not
arisen. As I have said, we have not had any large numbers, or even small numbers, of people, apart from the normal traffic.
The question has not arisen; it is a hypothetical question. Whenever any question arises, it will have to be considered in
the context of events and conditions there. It is obviously impossible for me to give an answer to a question which has
not arisen.

Shri M. R. Masani: If a group of…..

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member will kindly read Rule 41. Matters involving high policy cannot be asked in a question.

Shri M. R. Masani: Would you allow me to elucidate the answer given by the Prime Minister?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member is going on giving suggestions. He is not eliciting information.

Shri M. R. Masani: I am eliciting information.

Mr. Speaker: What is it?

Shri M. R. Masani: Will the Prime Minister explain what would happen if a party of 25 or 30 Tibetans who are followed
in hot pursuit by Chinese forces come to the frontier? Will their lives be protected or will they be allowed to be
butchered?

Mr. Speaker: I think the hon. Member is also a barrister. This is irrelevant according to all standards. Hypothetical
questions cannot be asked.

Shri Frank Anthony: The Prime Minister has said that it is always within the discretion of a sovereign power to admit
asylum to those who may seek it. We have a specific context and that is, presumably the Chinese Government have given
an order to their soldiers to shoot any Tibetan seeking entry into India. In that context , I want to ask the Prime Minister
how he proposes to give asylum to a Tibetan, because he has said each will have to be considered on merits, and the
Chinese soldiers have been told to shoot them at sight.

Mr. Speaker: If they are shot at sight, how can they enter India?

Shri Frank Anthony: There need not be any deliberate mis-assumption of my question. When they will be seeking
presumably asylum on a large scale, the Chinese soldiers being ordered to shoot them at sight, I want to know how we
are going to admit them and consider each case on merit?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: You have been pleased to answer that question, Sir. All these are hypothetical approaches.
There has not been any slightest, vaguest approach to us of this kind or any facts indicating that such an approach, such
a thing, might happen. How can I answer that? Secondly, if I may say so, I do not know, because there are so many
rumours and statements. If people are shot at sight, surely the hon. Member does not imagine this kind of thing
happening on the border: People sitting on the border and waiting for people to approach the border. This kind of thing
does not happen; if they are sitting on the border, nobody will go to that border. They will go to some other border or
they will be shot down before. This kind of thing does not happen-people being pursued and so on.

Shri Jaipal Singh: May I raise a point of order? I seek your guidance. Since I have not given you notice in regard to it-
whether it is a question of privilege or not-I am raising it as a point of order. I want to know how it is that the Chinese
Embassy here have issued officially…

Mr. Speaker: We have got some adjournment motions. The hon. Member can wait and see.

Shri Jaipal Singh: I have not finished the question. It is a point of order.

Mr. Speaker: It does not arise out this. The point of order must arise out of the question. It does not arise out of this
question-what the Chinese Embassy has done here. The hon. Member will kindly wait and see. There are some adjournment
motions relating to that subject.

Shri Naushir Bharucha: May I know whether the Government have addressed any communication to the Peking’s
authorities conveying the Government’s reaction to the military occupation of Tibet?

Mr. Speaker: How does it arise out of this?
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: No, Sir; the military occupation of Tibet has been in existence for the last few years.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: If the Dalai Lama approaches the border, shall he be allowed political asylum here in India, because
it is given in the Press that if the Dalai Lama crosses the border, he will not be shot at, but others who cross the border
from Tibet will be shot at. So, if the Dalai Lama crosses the border, shall he be given asylum here?

Mr. Speaker: I am really unable to understand this question. Is the newspaper correspondent is the Prime Minister of
India? Here the hon. Prime Minister has repeatedly said no to each question. If any, when those persons come in,
certainly we will consider, not in groups, but each individual case on merits. Why should he unnecessarily embarrass to
put a question as to what will happen if the Dalai Lama comes in?

¸ÉÒ +o ̈ ÉÖo iÉÉÊ®úEò : ̈ Éé <WWÉiÉ ̈ ÉÉ¤É ́ ÉWÉÒ®äú +ÉWÉ¨É ºÉä ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÄþ ÊEò ±½þÉºÉÉ ̈ Éä ±ÉqùÉJÉ Eäò iÉEò®úÒ¤ÉxÉ 60 Eäò Eò®úÒ¤É ±ÉÉäMÉ ̈ ÉÉäVÉÚnù ½äþ <ºÉEäò +±ÉÉ´ÉÉ
´É½þÉÄ {É®ú ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉÉ®ä EÖò¶ÉEò ½äþ, =xÉEäò ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB +Éè®ú =xÉEäò ºÉ±ÉÉ¨ÉiÉÒ Eäò Ê±ÉB ½þEÚò¨ÉiÉ xÉä CªÉÉ <ÎxiÉWÉÉ¨ÉÉiÉ ÊEòªÉä ½é?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü : ½þ̈ Éå iÉÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É xÉ½þÒÆ ÊEò ±ÉqùÉJÉ Eä ´É½þÉÄ ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ªÉÉ +Éè®ú ±ÉÉäMÉ ÊEòiÉxÉä ±½þÉºÉÉ ¨ÉÆä lÉä ªÉÉ =ºÉEäò <nÇù ÊMÉnÇù ¨ÉÆä lÉä CªÉÉäÆEòÒ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú
{ÉÉºÉ EòÉä<Ç ¡èò½þÊ®úºiÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½èþ * nùÉä ®úÉäVÉ ½ÖþB ½þ̈ ÉºÉä {ÉÚUÉ MÉªÉÉ, ½þ̈ Éä Eò½þÉ MÉªÉÉ ÊEò nùÊ®úªÉÉ}iÉ Eò®äúÆ <ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨ÉäÆ * SÉÖxÉÉÆSÉä ¡òÉà®úxÉ ½þ̈ ÉxÉä nùÊ®úªÉÉ}iÉ Eò®úxÉä ÊEò
EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ ½èþ ±½þÉºÉÉ ºÉä =xÉEòÒ JÉèÊ®úªÉiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ̈ Éä * ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉ½þ ½è ÊEò ªÉÉäÆ iÉÉä VÉÉä Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ xÉä¶xÉ±É VÉÉiÉä ½æþ, =xÉEòÒ ¡àò½þÊ®úºiÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú {ÉÉºÉ ®ú½þiÉÒ ½èþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ
{ÉÖ®úÉxÉä VÉ¨ÉÉxÉä ºÉä ±ÉqùÉJÉ Eäò iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä VÉÉä VÉÉiÉä ½æþ, +É¨ÉnùÉä®ú}iÉ ®ú½þiÉÒ ½èþ, =ºÉEòÒ EòÉä<Ç ¡àò½þÊ®úºiÉ xÉ½þÒ ½èþ +Éà®ú xÉ =xÉEäò xÉÉ¨É ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú {ÉÉºÉ ®ú½þiÉä ½é * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ
½þ̈ É nùÊ®úªÉÉ}iÉ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½éþ *

Mr. Speaker: Shri Goray.

Shri B. C. Kamble: May I know whether it is a fact that the Chinese….

Mr. Speaker: I have called Shri Goray.

Shri Goray: The Prime Minster said just now about the refugees, that the policy of the government will be decided
upon when the need arises. I would like to say that when the need arises it may be rather too late to decide the policy.
You cannot start digging a well when you are thirsty. I am saying that the policy should be decided upon just now.

Mr. Speaker: He has said so. He has already said about the policy in the House.

Shri Goray: I think it is very inadequate, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: That is all right. That is not under discussion now.

Shri B. C. Kamble: Is it a fact that the Chinese authorities have issued orders to shoot? Then, will the Union Government
exercise discretion in favour of admitting the refuges in India?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: It is very extraordinary. The Chinese order to shoot, if they issued such an order, has no
relation to this question of our admitting people or not admitting people. Nothing has happened on the borders of India.
It is in the interior of Tibet that this is happening. And, certainly it is not a question of our not having a policy. We have
got a very clear policy. But the implementation of that policy depends upon the circumstances. All our check-posts have
been informed of the broad policies that should be pursued in these matters. Obviously, I cannot be expected to say that
when a large crowd comes suddenly. I should admit it-or if half the population comes. How can I commit the Government
of India to any such thing?

Shri M. R. Masani: Why not?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Because, we will not admit them. I should be quite clear about it, because no country can
possible say, if you take the past history of thousands of years “we will admit everyone”.

Shri M. R. Masani: Austria admitted thousands of people.

Shri Raghunath Singh: But we are not Austrians.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Shri Masani’s information on the subject is no doubt very intimate. I cannot challenge that.
But I do say that no country can give a guarantee, or should give a guarantee, that “we will admit every person who
wants to cross the border”.
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Shri Tyagi: On a point of order. It has been conventional in all Parliaments everywhere practically that the Ministers in
charge of Foreign Affairs and Defence have been enjoying the privilege of keeping away information on matters pertaining
to high diplomatic policy for the safety of the nation itself. Shall we not observe that convention here in this Parliament
on matters which pertain to our future relationship, that the Ministers concerned may enjoy the privilege of keeping the
information from the House?

Mr. Speaker: I am not able to understand the point of order.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: I just want to ask one very important question.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I will be forced to take disciplinary action against him.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: Only against me and not against others?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. There must be a limit to this. Does the hon. Member, Shri Tyagi, mean to say that the hon.
Prime Minister need not have said all that he has said?

Shri Tyagi: I would like to suggest that the hon. Minister in charge of Foreign Affairs and the one in charge of Defence
Affairs may have the privilege of keeping information from the House if the situation so requires.

Mr. Speaker: I have received notice of some adjournment motions.

Shri Naushir Bharucha: We still have to ask some questions. I would like to know whether the Prime Minister has
communicated his reactions regarding the latest developments in Tibet to the Chinese authorities, any type of reactions?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: No, Sir, if he is referring to the statements which were issued yesterday.

Mr. Speaker: I will come to them. There are some adjournment motions on the subject.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: Just one point. I have been abroad for 31 years and I have been often a refugee in a way. The
British Government wanted to capture me in Afghanistan. The Afghanistan Government had said, “we cannot give him
up”. And when I was in Peking, the British Government had extra-territorial rights in China and the British Government
wanted to capture me. The French Legation told me: we would inform you if the British take any action against you. So,
I was protected all the time in all the countries of the world, non-British countries. Under these circumstances, I can
request you, I can beg you that you kindly give asylum to every Tibetan who comes here. There is no harm in it.

Mr. Speaker: I have received notice of adjournment motions…..

Shri Naushir Bharucha: I request you to permit us to put some more questions.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order, they will not be answered now.
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1 April 1959 Answers to Questions

DEBATE: MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT
Released by Chinese Embassy of Article in People’s daily.

Mr. Speaker: I have received notice of an adjournment motion form Shri Khadikar:

“The release by the Chinese Embassy in Delhi of an article in the People’s Daily reiterating that the instigation for
rebellion in Tibet came from Kalimpong which is termed as centre for collision with imperialism…”

This was disposed of the other day.

“In view of the categorical repudiation by the Prime Minister on Monday the 30th March on the floor of the House
of the allegation that Kalimpong was the commanding centre of revolt in Tibet, the release thereafter by the Chinese
Embassy constitutes violation of the diplomatic privilege enjoyed by the Foreign Embassies in India.

Further, the statement was issued by the Communist Party Secretariat justifying Chinese allegations that Kalimpong
was the ‘Commanding Centre’ of the Tibetan revolt after emphatic repudiation of the same by the Prime Minister. The
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statement alleges that ‘many shady happenings are taking place at Kalimpong and that a lot of doubtful foreigners are
visiting the place’. On the basis of it, the statement further accuses the Indian Government that they are violating Panch
Shila which enjoins strict neutrality in each other’s affairs.”

So far as the facts are concerned, there is no doubt about both the facts: whether the Chinese Embassy has issued
such a note after the Prime Minister’s statement and whether the Communists Party Secretariat has used this expression
regarding what happened in Kalimpong. Both of them are correct.

Shri Nath Pal (Rajapur): Yes.

Shri Khadilkar (Ahmednagar): I may be given an opportunity to say something about it. It is a matter of very serious
concern, because the hon. Prime Minister stated categorically last Monday that there is no truth in this allegation. After
that, if the communist party and the People’s Daily repeat that allegation, that means that the Prime Minster is telling a
falsehood to this House; that is a question which the House must very seriously consider.

I am not one of those who look with a certain amount of cynical indifference to the happenings in Tibet nor would
I like to get hysterical with protests and condemnation of China. I would like to ask whether, in the given situation, acting
as the Chinese Government has done in Tibet, it is not a violation of the agreement itself. It is an international matter.
Are we not vitally concerned, because all the tribes round the Himalayan range are more or less akin to the Tibetan
people? So, our concern about Tibet is not of a political nature; it is much more than that; it is of a human, moral and
cultural nature. It must be recognized; it cannot be ignored in any manner by any party in this country.

Another factor is very important. When we accepted China’s suzerainty over Tibet, our Government has not
accepted the sovereignty of China over Tibet. So, the time has come when we must give serious thought to this mater.
We are not interfering; there was no allegation so far, till certain incidents took place inside the Tibetan border that
certain agents were acting from Kalimpong; they were imperialist agents, agents of Chiang-kia-shek, etc. Was there any
allegation in the Chinese Press to this effect before the trouble started in Tibet? I keep in touch with the news of this
nature; there was none. Now, to cover up certain actions of theirs, to make such an allegation against India is, I think,
violating certain basic fundamentals on which a solemn agreement was entered into by both the countries.

We have, by our own free will, given up extra-territorial rights over Tibet. I have nothing to say against that. But while
giving up the extra-territorial rights, we also made it certain that its local autonomy will remain and will be guaranteed.
It was guaranteed by China. I am not concerned with what is being done at the moment from a political angle, but we
have to look at it from the wider angle, which resulted in consolidating Asio-African union at Bandung. What is the spirit
of Bandung? The spirit of Bandung-the solidarity of Asian countries-was followed by actions in Tibet. It violates the spirit
underlying Bandung declarations. Ultimately, the spirit of Bandung and the spirit of Panchsheel should prevail. This
statement by the communist party or the allegation in Peoples’ Daily, I think, violates certain solemn agreements entered
into by that great and friendly country with our country. Therefore, any allegation or any suggestion that the Prime
Minister was not telling the truth to this House and not taking the House into confidence must be repudiated here and
now.

Acharya Kripalani (Sitamarhi): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I am not much concerned with what the foreigners here do. But I am
very much concerned with what our own people do. The communist party has passed a resolution in which it says, in
spite of the denial of the Prime Minister, that intrigues engineered by the imperialist are going on by the agents of
Chiang-kai-shek in our own territory, and that they have information of this. They have no information directly from
Kalimpong, but they have information via Peking…

Shri C. D. Pande (Naini Tal): Their Homeland!

Shri Raghunath Singh (Varanasi): Their Fatherland!

Acharya Kripalani: …and therefore, it must be very conclusive. Supposing tomorrow, taking the cue from our nationalists
who are the lovers of this country, the Chinese Government be so mad as to think that it was necessary to destroy this
nest of intrigue in Indian territory and invaded our territory, the logical conclusion would be, communist party would
welcome such an act…(Interruptions).

Some Hon. Members: Shame.
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Shri Panigrahi (Puri): You are not to advise here.

Shrimati Renu Chakarvatty (Basirhat): There is a limit to our patience (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Nath Pai: His voice must be heard.

Shrimati Renu Chakavartty: He has to withdraw it.

Shri Nath Pai: He should not withdraw….(Interruptions).

Acharya Kripalani: The Speaker must be allowed to have his say….

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): Why not allow a discussion? Let us have a discussion…(Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Let there be no disturbance. I understood him only to say that this will lead to this consequence.

Shrimati Renu Chakravatty: He said, we would welcome any such intervention. (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Let there be no disturbance. (Interruptions).

Shri Tangamani (Madurai): Why don’t you ban the communist party and send us all out?

Shri H. N. Mukerjee (Calcutta-Central): Here is a Member who has made some accusations. (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Shrimati Renu Chakravatty: We will take instructions only from you.

Shri Dasappa: On a point of order.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Tyagi: It is the 1st of April, I am afraid.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Tangamani: There is a limit to the 1st of April.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. Let hon. Members try to be a little more patient. No doubt this is an important matter.
Certainly there is some kind of trouble going on in Tibet. Now we do not want to allow it to extend to this country. We
have very friendly relations with them. Also, as the hon. Prime Minister said their internal matter are not to be brought
for discussion here. That is why I did not allow a discussion on this subject.

Shrimati Renu Chakravatty: No, no, what he said was…

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. The hon. Lady member is too interpretative. I am really sorry. (Interruptions). We have kept
quiet for a couple of days in spite of whatever has happened. Naturally, one cannot be sitting quiet if a number of
allegations are made from one side or the other which will be derogatory to the country or which will affect us.
Therefore, the hon. Prime Minister explained at length every one of these matters. Thereafter these two news items
have appeared-one is from the Chinese Embassy in Delhi releasing an article from the “People’s Daily” of China and the
other is a statement by the Secretariat of the Communist Party of India. The hon. Member while referring to them said
that this is a matter which causes deep concern as, apart from what the Embassy says, responsible people belonging to
a party in this country have made some allegation or similar allegations. (Interruptions). Of course, it is reported. Order,
order. What has been stated is their interpretation. I thought of giving the hon. Members an opportunity. In the meanwhile,
they are going on talking like this. It is open to any hon. Member here to say what, according to him, is the consequences
or the likely consequence of such statements. I was going to give an opportunity to the other side. I thought I might call
the hon. Lady Member but in view of her interruptions I am rather hesitant to call her. (Interruptions). Order, order. I am
not shutting out any Member or some party that certain allegations have been made in the “Peoples’ Daily”. Of course, I
will certainly give an opportunity to them to say what exactly was meant and, if necessary, and if the “Peoples’ Daily” has
to be placed here, it will be placed. All I understood from what the Acharya said was that coming as it does from a
responsible party, it might be misunderstood. That is all I understood.
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Shrimati  Renu Chakravartty: No.

Mr. Speaker: If it is a little different, it will be understood in that light. That is all. Now let the Acharya continue.

Acharya Kripalani: I want your protection to continue what I was saying.

Mr. Speaker: Very well, he might continue.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: You will have to withdraw what you said.

Acharya Kripalani: That is for the Speaker to decide and he has already decided.

Mr. Speaker: Very well. Let all hon. Members take it only in that light.

Acharya Kripalani: What I want to submit is that throughout history if there is a country in which intrigues are going
on against another country, that country has a right to see that those intrigues are stopped, and if our own people go
and say that intrigues are going on in Kalimpong, I say this is very unpatriotic…..

Shri C. D. Pande: It is treason.

Acharya Kripalani: …and it is in consonance with the previous conduct of the Communist Party. (Interruptions) I
strongly protest. After the Prime Minster has said that there is no truth in these allegations, people of our own country,
our own nationals, who consider themselves democratic, who consider themselves patriotic, show only one patriotism,
and that is for the communist block and nothing else. (Interruptions). I protest against this.

Shri Tangamani: Don’t bother.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: Acharya Kripalani has chosen to reflect upon the conduct of the Communist Party and of the
Members of this House belonging to the Communist Party. (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. What is all this shouting for?

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: You have permitted Acharya Kripalani to say what he wanted. Now may I have my say? What has
happened is that throughout the discussion on Tibet we have always tried to maintain the utterest restraint and when
all kinds of things were said which would obviously jeopardize the friendly relations between India and China we did not
muddy the waters (Interruptions). You have noted that we were ready to take part in the discussion regarding the
admissibility or otherwise of the adjournment motion, but we exercised as much of restraint as was recommended by
the Prime Minister later on. We did not need his recommendation; we restrained ourselves. But what has happened and
what has given the opportunity to Acharya Kripalani to make damaging statements about the Communist Party- the
second largest political party in this country? This is a statement issued by our party headquarters.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I will allow him an opportunity. The two points that have been raised in the adjournment
motion are-the release by the Chinese Embassy and the statement by the Communist Party Secretariat. The adjournment
motion just says:

“Further the statement issued by the Communist Party Secretariat justifying Chinese allegations that Kalimpong
was the ‘Commanding Centre’ of the Tibetan revolt after emphatic repudiation of the same by the Prime Minister. The
statement alleges that ‘many shady happenings are taking place at Kalimpong and that a lot of doubtful foreigners are
visiting the place’”.  This is the simple point.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: It is with regard to that that I want to have my say. In regard to Kalimpong in this House some
time ago the Prime Minister had himself stated that in Kalimpong a great deal of undesirable goings-on are continuing
for a long time (Interruptions).

Shri C. D. Pande: There are communists there also.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: In the second place, the Prime Minister in his statement last Monday referred by name to a
particular foreign correspondent who gave very tendentious descriptions as to what was happening in Tibet, and that
correspondent had never been further than Kalimpong according to what the Prime Minister has said.

Some Hon. Members: No, no.
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Some Hon. Members: Yes, yes.

Mr. Speaker: He did not say that.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: He was operating from there. So he was asked to leave Kalimpong and questions were asked in
Parliament about this man. That being so…

Mr. Speaker: As far as I remember, the Prime Minister said, and there was also laughter in the House, that this person
did not visit Kalimpong at all.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: He did not visit the border, that is all.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: But he was operating in Kalimpong and it was from Kalimpong that he wrote a letter to “The
Statesman” objecting to the order which put a restraint upon him. It was in Kalimpong that these things were taking
place. The Prime Minister denied that Kalimpong has been the centre of prejudicial activity in regard to Tibet-China. We
certainly accepted his denial. But if the Peoples’ Daily in China published the communiqué of the Government of that
country which says that Kalimpong is a place which is giving a lot of headache, now naturally in view of what is happening
in Kalimpong, in view particularly of the foreign correspondent in recent months sending tendentious reports which
have been utilized by our friends over here, in view of all that, it is open to any political party in this country to point out
to the Government the desirability of keeping a proper check over the activities in Kalimpong. It is from Kalimpong that
a former Prime Minister of Tibet has come all the way to Delhi-God knows from where the money came-in order to
make representations in a particular fashion and in order to jeopardize the friendship between India and China. That
being so, we have not abdicated our responsibility in regard to the maintenance of friendly relationship between India
and China and the position of Kalimpong, which has been, on the hon. Prime Minister’s own admission, a hotbed of
international intrigue. (Several hon. Members: No, no). That being so, it is open to us and it is our right and duty to refer to
the absolute undesirability of this kind of activity in Kalimpong. That is why it is open to us to say and I resent very
strongly, as strongly as I ever can-the slightest reflection coming form the Acharya or anybody else in this House or
outside upon our loyalty to this country (Several hon. Members: No, no). If this thing goes on like this, to hell with co-
operation. If you mean to say that we are disloyal to this country, let us have a fight over it. You know very well who are
really and truly loyal to this country. The reflection which comes from this man here, in spite of his eminence, is
something which we are not going to stomach and which we are going to reply in the proper way. That is why we resent
this kind of an expression.

C. D. Pande: I want to protest against the repression…

The Minister of Finance (Shri Moraji Desai): Sir, can any hon. Member be referred to as ‘this man’ in this House?

Several hon. Members: Shame, shame.

Shri C. D. Pande: I want one minute.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Home Minister.

Shri Manaen (Darjeeling): Apart from mentioning the names of the two correspondents, will the hon. Minister be
good enough to tell this House as to what definite information he has about what has happened in Kalimpong?

An. Hon. Member: Read the newspaper.

Raja Mahendra Pratap (Mathura): I have something important to say.

Mr. Speaker: I have to ask the hon. Member, Raja Mahendra Pratap, that he should not go on interrupting like this day
in and day out. Unless I call him, he ought not to interfere. I am giving him this warning. In spite of his age, I will be obliged
to request him keep out of this House if he persists in doing so. I cannot put up with this kind of interference however
great a man he might be.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: Sir, I was helping you

Mr. Speaker: He ought not to interrupt.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: I am going to stop all this, but you do not hear me.
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Mr. Speaker: No, I would not hear him.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: If you know what I am going to say you will see that peace will rule here and peace will rule
in Tibet. I beg to say…..

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. It is very wrong. The hon. Home Minister.

The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri G. B. Pant): Sir, the hon. Prime Minister dealt with this delicate problem with
his usual restraint and dignity the other day. One would have naturally expected that his words will be readily accepted
not only by the people in this country but also by those in other countries. He holds a very unrivalled position in the
international world (Interruption) and his statesmanship, integrity and passion for peace have never been questioned
anywhere (Interruption). He dealt with the matter, as I said, in a manner which should have carried conviction to everyone
at least in this House and if anything has been said thereafter, which is inconsistent with the authoritative observations
and remarks made by him, we cannot but deplore such an attitude (Interruption).

So far as this particular motion is concerned, it has two parts. One deals with what has appeared in the Peoples’ Daily
of China.

An hon. Member: Of India.

Shri G. B. Pant: Of India.

An hon. Member: No, of China.

Shri G. B. Pant: Is it of India or of China?

An hon. Member: It is of China

Shri G. B. Pant: Hon. Friends on the other side can enlighten me. They will please correct me if I am wrong. But
something was written in the People’s Daily. What has appeared there seems to repudiate what the hon. Prime Minister
had stated here the other day. We all have nothing but feelings of friendliness for China. The hon. Prime Minister has been
fighting the Chinese cause for the last many years (Interruption) and stood against very powerful blocs for the admission
of China into the United Nations Organisation. In other ways too, when China was in difficulty the hon. Prime Minister
helped China to the utmost extent possible.

Here, we are in a delicate position. We want to maintain that friendliness with China. It is our neighbour and it is a
great country. It is one with whom we have entered into an agreement and with whom our association goes back to
many many hundreds of years. But, at the same time Tibet is a closer neighbour-a very weak neighbour; one who
deserves compassion and pity if nothing else. It consists of almost unarmed people, who give their time to prayers and
to devotion and who have hardly any mundane interests. People like that, I think, should be regarded with sympathy by
everyone. And, when they are in trouble and when they are faced with a very trying ordeal, I think we cannot but feel
that sympathy for them. In fact, we have cultural ties, we have religious ties and we have those ties which poor people
have with other people elsewhere and both of us belong to those communities which still have faith in religion and in
God. So, there are many ties binding as together. In spite of that so far as political relations go, we want to adhere to the
policy which we have accepted in our relations with China and both of us have agreed to the basic principles of
Panchsheel.

After that clear enunciation of policy by the hon. Prime Minister one would have expected that his words would not
be disputed. But this paper has taken a different line. Perhaps the Chinese Government may not have noticed what the
hon. Prime Minister has said. If they had, perhaps they would not have repeated what had been repudiated and denied
categorically by the External Affairs Ministry and the remarks made by the spokesman of that Ministry had been
endorsed by the hon. Prime Minister in the course of his speech. He had also referred to that matter in full details. So,
I can quite understand that some of our hon. Members should feel perturbed and concerned when the solemn statement
made by the hon. Prime Minister is in any way disputed by any section of our people in this country. The words used in
the communiqué, I am told-I do not know if I am right; perhaps I shall stand corrected if they are wrong, but the
communiqué issued by the Central Office of the Communist Party says….

Mr. Speaker: Have hon. Members got a copy of that statement?
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Shri S. M. Banerjee: It is there.

Mr. Speaker: We cannot go by a newspaper.

Shri G. B. Pant: The communiqué issued by the Central Office of the Communist Party says that Kalimpong was the
commanding centre of the revolt. These are the words which had appeared in the report that was published by the
Chinese news agency. And if these words have also been confirmed by the Central Office of the Communist Party, after
they have had the opportunity of listening to what the Prime Minister had said…

Shri S. M. Banerjee: May I read out a portion of that statement?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. When I asked the hon. Member to give me an authoritative statement, he said, no.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: No. I have got it here. I was showing it from here.

Shri Nagi Reddy (Anantapur): I can clarify it……

Shri Tangamani: Is the hon. Minister reading from an authoritative statement issued by the party office?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I shall call Shri Tangamani by name. Should he go on talking when four others of the same
party also are talking?

Shri. S. M. Banerjee: I want to read a portion …..

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I have allowed them to speak. I have allowed them to make interruptions also. He says every
blessed thing which will destroy the goodness or the orderly manner in which this should happen. I have not been
preventing them. But let it go on in an orderly manner. If Shri S. M. Banerjee wants to speak, let him speak.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: I want only one minute. The statement is here in The Hindustan Times.

Mr. Speaker: Is it an authoritative statement?

Shri S. M. Banerjee: It is a quotation; I am reading out that quotation…..

Mr. Speaker: This is in the newspaper. The hon. Minister also has got that.

Shri G. B. Pant: Mr. Speaker, Sir, these are the words…..

Shri Nagi Reddy: This is from a different paper. I can clarify it because…. (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Unless the hon. Member has got an authoritative version, we shall go by the newspaper here. (Interruptions.)
Let there be no interruptions. Let me see. At the end, if an explanation is necessary, I shall give him an opportunity. Let
him wait.

Shri G. B. Pant: I am not aware if Shri S. M. Banerjee is a Member of the Politbureau.

Shri Nagi Reddy: There is no Politbureau Member here. They are outside…. (Interruptions)

Shri G. B. Pant: Then, the hon. Member is in no better position than I am; it is no better than that; his position is in no
way better than mine.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: I shall read out the correct version of it impartially.

Shri G. B. Pant: These words have been used in the adjournment motion that this thing was said; and the Speaker had
made inquiries. And I understood that this was almost accepted that the facts that had appeared were in this adjournment
motion and were correctly stated. But, as I mentioned, if it has not been said, then what is stated in the adjournment
motion would not be correct. If it has been said, I would not only consider it unfortunate but extremely deplorable that
a statement like this should have appeared….

Several hon. Members: Hear, hear (Interruptions).

Shri G. B. Pant: ………….after the Prime Minister had made his statement in this House and a spokesman of the
External Affairs Ministry had definitely stated that this charge as utterly unfounded and baseless. In the circumstances, if
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Members here feel that such statements are likely to give a wrong impression to the outside people, I think that feeling
must be respected. It does give rise to some sort of misunderstanding. Then, there is another statement here which is
still equally important and worth noticing.

 “The statement further accuses the Indian Government that they are violating Panchsheel which enjoins strict
neutrality and non-intervention in each other’s affairs.”.

Shri Nagi Reddy: That is a complete distortion.

Shri G. B. Pant: I am relying only on the statement.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Minister has got a copy. What is the meaning of interrupting like this?

Shri Nagi Reddy: We were not asked to bring the copy. I would bring it tomorrow morning.

Mr. Speaker: Let him keep quiet and listen.

Shri Tangamani: If the hon. Minister has not got the authoritative copy, let him only refer to………

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. Inspite of my repeated requests, no hon. Member is able to give me an authoritative version.
We all go by that appears in the newspaper.

Shri Nagi Reddy: If you give me half an hour, I shall bring it. (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: There cannot be interruptions like this. Hon. Members on both sides are relying upon newspaper reports.
One newspaper says something and omit something else and another newspaper says something more.

Shri Nagi Reddy: Why not we get it?

Mr. Speaker: ………Therefore, I shall allow both sides to refer to newspapers; unless we get an authoritative statement,
we shall be proceeding on this. Let there be no interruption.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: You may read from my newspaper.

Mr. Speaker: I am going to refer to it. When the communist Party gave the names of speakers, I found Shri S. M.
Banerjee’s name missing. But, now, I do not know why he is particular about this.

An hon. Member: He is not a Member of the Communist Party.

S. M. Banerjee: I am an Independent. But I have every sympathy with the Communist Party, and I support every right
action of theirs.

Mr. Speaker: He is not a Member of the Communist Party.

Speaker: Shri Tangamani:

We were not given any information that the adjournment motion would be coming up and we would have to bring
that statement. (Interruptions)…….

Shri G. B. Pant: ……….no cause for provocation or irritation. That is far from my intention. And I tried to deal with
matters in a dispassionate and detached way, so far as I possibly can.

So, I am saying that if there is any sort of allegation or insinuation or suggestion in the statement that the Government
of India had failed in observing the principles of Panchseel, Panchsheel of which the Prime Minister is the father…….

Shri Tangamani:  Shadow boxing.

Shri G. B. Pant: The word was really ushered into existence by him; many of the sovereign States have now accepted
it, and have agreed to pay their homage and allegiance to it. It would be a matter of regret if the Prime Minster were to
be repudiated by some of his own countrymen……

Shri Nagi Reddy: No, it has not been done. Who said that?

Shri G. B. Pant: Then, my statement is…….
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Shri Nagi Reddy: Why should he go on saying that we have repudiated something, which we have not done. He is a
responsible Home Minister. And he ought not to say this kind of thing.

Mr. Speaker: He is entitled to read what has been made in the statement. Hon. Members have made a statement. I have
allowed Shri H. N. Mukerjee to have his say. Let the hon. Minister explain his own standpoint. I shall ultimately decide
what is to be done.

Shri G. B. Pant: I am basing my remarks on what has been stated in the text of the adjournment motion itself.

Shri Nagi Reddy: I shall get the statement in half an hour.

Shri G. B. Pant: I am not referring to anything extraneous or external to it. Everything that I have said is germane to
and arises out of the text of the adjournment motion it self. So, what I am saying is this that if this is correct, then I take
it that the Mover has taken good care to see that the words that he has used are really authentic and correct. So, I am
saying that if anybody here in our country has said that the Government of India has infringed the basic principles of
Panchsheel that would be a matter of deep regret to everyone of us here, because, the Prime Minster has, as I said a
minute earlier, persuaded many other countries, to accept this Panchsheel, and among other countries, China too. So, it
would be a matter of real sorrow and even of anguish to some of us, if it were said that the Government of India had
failed to act up to their professions with regard to the solemn doctrine of Panchsheel. So, I am in agreement with the
spirit of the remarks made by the Mover…..

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Allow a discussion.

Shri G. B. Pant: ………and also to a large extent with what Acharya Kripalani has said.

Several hon. Members: Hear, hear.

Shri Nagi Reddy: He is not prepared to read the final statement we have made, and yet he is making a statement like
this..(Interruptions).

Shri G. B. Pant: Every observation that has been made….(Interruptions)

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. Let us hear the hon. Minister.

Shri G. B. Pant: I hope that when the hon. Members who seem to be a little excited cool down a little, they themselves
will probably agree with every word of what I have said. That is all that I have to say.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: May I ask a question to the hon. Home Minister?

Shri Frank Anthony (Nominated-Anglo-Indians): I want a clarification from the hon. Home Minister with regard
to the first point raised in this adjournment motion. I submit with respect that it raises a very vital matter in respect of
diplomatic convention. Can any Embassy which enjoys certain immunities in this country issue a statement in effect
saying that the Prime Minister of the county is a liar, that the Government of the country…..

Shri Nagi Reddy: It is not issued by the Embassy.

Shri Frank Anthony: As far as I can make you said that the Embassy here had either released or endorsed a statement,
had released or endorsed it. Could the Pakistan High Commission, for instance, issue a statement here saying that the
Government of India is conniving at, or encouraging, subversive activities in Pakistan…..

Shrimati Renu Charkravartty: It is not done.

Shri Frank Anthony: ……..and our own Embassy say this is in Peking? They would not be permitted to say, they would
be turned out at least. I mean it is a vital matter. What is the Government’s reaction to this obvious abuse of diplomatic
privilege?

Shri Braj Raj Singh: One question, sir.

Shri Raja Mahendra Pratap: You hear me, all trouble will end.

Mr. Speaker: I have heard both sides.
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Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: We would like to reply.

Mr. Speaker: There is no question of replying in this.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: I just want information from the hon. Home Minister.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: We have not got an opportunity.

Shri Nagi Reddy: I want to clarify the position of the Communist Party. It has not been clarified.

Mr. Speaker: I am not going to hear.

Shri Nagi Reddy: May I request you one thing? Just one sentence. I will make a request.

Mr. Speaker: I have allowed Shri Hiren Mukerjee to speak.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: You have allowed so many others to speak also.

Shri Nagi Reddy: Tomorrow, I will read out the statement of the Communist Party so that things can be clarified.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I am not going to allow

Shri Nagi Reddy: I will send you an official copy of our statement. I make a request. I am prepared to send an official
copy of the statement to you, and I only request you to see that, that statement is read for clarification tomorrow in the
House so that this distortion may not go on always here.

Acharya Kripalani: Shri Anthony has asked a question from the Home Minister about diplomatic immunities. I suppose
that question must be answered.

Mr. Speaker: When is the hon. Prime Minister returning?

The Minister of Parliamentary Affairs (Shri Satya Narayan Sinha): He is returning tomorrow. He will be
present in the House tomorrow.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: To the hon. Home Minister I want to ask one thing.

Shri Nagi Reddy: May I request an answer from you for my enquiry?

Shri Braj Raj Singh: You were pleased to call me. They are not giving a chance.

Mr. Speaker: No harm. He will have an opportunity.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Only a question.

Mr. Speaker: I am not passing any final orders now.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Rose-

Mr. Speaker: I am not going to allow him now.

An adjournment motion has been placed before the House stating that after the Prime Minister’s statement, the
Chinese Embassy in India has circulated a copy of an article appearing in the People’s Daily of China, where it is said to
have attributed that the centre of rebellious activity-that is what I find in the adjournment motion-is still in Kalimpong.

It also refers to a statement issued by the Communist Party of India stating among others that “many shady
happenings are taking place at Kalimpong and that a lot of doubtful foreigners are visiting the place”.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Quite right.

Acharya Kripalani: Quite right?

Mr. Speaker: Quite right. These two statements are made after hon. Prime Minister’s statement, and are likely to bring
about unfriendly relations, or snap the friendly relations that exist between the two neighboring countries of India and China.

Regarding the earlier one relating to the issue of the circulation of a paper by the Embassy, a point was raised as to
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whether it was open to any Embassy to carry on or to circulate certain papers notwithstanding the fact that the Prime
Minister of this country had made a statement. That is a matter of policy which has to be investigated or which has to
be explained.

Regarding the second point, I have been given the P.T.I. report wherein, substantially, though not word for word, the
same thing appears:

 “Referring in this connection to the Chinese charge that Kalimpong has become the command centre of Tibetan
rebels, the statement said, ‘we all know that many shady happenings are taking place in Kalimpong and that a lot of
doubtful foreigner are visiting this place’”.

Therefore, so far as that statement is concerned, the statement is not challenged.

In the adjournment motion two statements are made, one relating to the Embassy circulating the paper, a copy or
an extract; the other one a statement by the Communist Party of India. The Communist Party still says here, agreeing
with what that paper has said, that Kalimpong is the centre of all this trouble.

Shri C. D. Pande: On a point of order, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: There is no question of point of order.

The hon. Members on this side have said that it is true, and therefore they stick to it. Here is a statement of the hon.
Prime Minister that it was suggested some time ago that there were some people carrying on not an intrigue but a
whole conspiracy here. That was exaggerated and  at the same time, he has seen to it that nothing happens. But there is
a definite statement by a responsible party here notwithstanding even the recent reiteration of the hon. Prime Minister.
This is likely, as Acharya Kripalani has said, to embitter the feelings between the two great countries. This is a very
serious mater, if it is true.

So far as whether it is open to them from a diplomatic standpoint or not, that is also a serious matter for this House
to consider.

If these statements are allowed to be made, if they are false, it may create disturbances or difficulties in the way of
our foreign policy. I do not make light of this matter. Anyhow, the hon. Prime Minister is not here. Let us wait.

In the meanwhile, if the hon. Members here belonging to the Communist Party want to place the statement, a true
copy of the statement here, I shall only be too glad to receive it.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: May I just beg you…..

Shri Braj Raj Singh: I had given notice of an adjournment motion about Pravada’s comment yesterday. You had written
to me and I want to approach you. What has been your decision about that?

Mr. Speaker: It is irrelevant now.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: The Pravada has again published it.

Shirmati Renu Chakravartty: Right though this entire debate’ that has been going on, one point has never occurred
either to the hon. Home Minister or those great upholders of the dignity of India, that in the Communist Party
statement, which has also appeared in this Press, there is a statement saying that an enquiry is being requested, an
investigation by the Prime Minister. I think it is quite within our jurisdiction, and we have done it right throughout; we
have not accepted the fact which has been stated on the basic of a little chit from the Deputy Minister to the Prime
Minister that these foreigners have not been there and that they have not been intriguing there. Therefore, are we not
within our rights, even being fully patriotic Indians, if some things are happening there, to ask the Prime Minister to
institute an enquiry? Why has this thing been right throughout completely subdued and completely kept away from the
House by the hon. Home Minister? We are completely within our rights.

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon): The hon. Member thinks that the Prime
Minister has been making statements without making enquiries. I take very strong exception to that.

Secondly, the matter had been brought to the notice of the Government by the Chinese Embassy last July, and a
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thorough- going enquiry was made into all the allegations made by the Chinese Government, and we have sent an aide
memoire dated the 2nd August 1958 repudiating all the charges, giving them the result of our enquiry, and not one of them
was found correct. And it is on the basis of that report that the Prime Minister has made his statement. There is no
reason why we should make another inquiry just because the Communist Party wants it.

With regard to the second point, as to whether there was a violation of diplomatic privileges, actually there is really
no violation of diplomatic privileges as such, but it is highly improper for any Mission posted in any country to make any
critical statement about the Government of that country or its activities. It is not the function of a Mission posted
anywhere, in any country, to make a critical estimate of that Government’s policy or to criticize the activities of that
Government. In this case, the Prime Minister’s integrity has been challenged, his honesty has been challenged. We take
very strong exception,…. (Interruptions)-what is the point of shouting? We take very strong exception to the statement
made by the Communist Party, the full text of which has already appeared….

Shrimati Renu  Chakravartty: Where?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: …..in the Times of India. It is true that in that statement, by implication, they do say that a
Government which is committed to Panchsheel has been giving a portion of its territory for carrying on subversive
propaganda or subversive activities against them. Sir, I categorically deny that this has been done, and on behalf of the
Government, I can say that no part of India will be used ever by any country or any group to do propaganda or carry on
subversive activities against any country, much less against a friendly country like China.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: May we be allowed to place on the Table of the House a statement….

Mr. Speaker: All that I can say is that this matter will stand over till tomorrow.

There is one other thing. Shrimati Reenu Chakravartty said that she feels, and her party feels, that these subversive
activities are happening in Kalimpong, but that they only want an investigation to be made by the hon. Prime Minister.
Sitting here, I can only say that there are ways of bringing this matter to the notice of the Prime Minister. The hon. Prime
Minister said only day before yesterday that these activities are not being carried on, they have made inquiry and so on.
So to say this in a paper or in a statement to the Press is not necessary, they might have written to the Prime Minister
saying, ‘Notwithstanding this, we have got this information’. Therefore, it is that Acharya Kripalani said that it is not right
to do this. Let this stand over. As to who is right and who is wrong will be decided by the House.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: On a point of explanation…

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Prime Minister will be here tomorrow.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Will the Home Minister reply to one question?

Shriamti Renu Chakravartty: May I ask whether tomorrow the entire question of the charges which we have in our
possession regarding espionage there will also be allowed to be discussed?

Mr. Speaker: I have postponed my decision as to whether to admit the motion or not. I shall hear the hon. Prime
Minister tomorrow and make up my mind as to whether it ought to be admitted. If I admit it, I will allow a discussion
tomorrow evening. Every adjournment motion, if admitted, will be taken up at the end of the day. Therefore, if it is
admitted, all hon. Members will have an opportunity to bring whatever records or materials they may like us to have.
They won’t be taken by surprise. All this will happen only after admission. This is only the preliminary stage.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: What about the lathi charge?

Shri Braj Raj Singh: May I know whether it is a fact that a certain very important member of the Communist Party
of India was called by the Chinese Embassy here and certain consultations were held there, certain briefs were given and
after that a meeting was held and some decisions were taken? Will the Home Minister inquire about this? Also
….(Interruptions)

An Hon. Member: What is there for the Home Minister to inquire?

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: This kind of counter-challenging has been allowed in the past that certain people are
spies in the headquarters of the Communist Party. They could not prove it but it remained on the records and this sort
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of tendentious things are being allowed by you.

Mr. Speaker: Very well. The hon. Lady Member admits that they will go and talk by saying, why should they not?

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: I object strongly to the way you have tried to distort the whole matter.

Mr. Speaker: What has she said? I cannot understand.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: My point is that you have tried directly to distort what I have said. I have not once
agreed that we are going to talk with the Chinese Embassy every day. Is that what you are saying? Is that what I have said?

Mr. Speaker: Now Papers to be laid on the Table.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: I rise to a point of order….

The Minister of Mines and Oil (Shri K. D. Malaviya): With your permission, may I ….

Mr. Speaker: Order, order please (Laughter).

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: My point of order refers to this. You permitted Shri Braj Raj Singh to make a certain statement
and put that on the record of the House and also to be communicated to the Press of the world. That refers to an
allegation that a particular Embassy had certain contacts with some particular Members of the House.

An Hon. Member: He said Communist Party.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: As far as the fact of the situation is concerned, personally I can certainly say this that there is no
harm done if Members of this House go anywhere. But as far as we are concerned, as far as Communists in this House
are concerned, I can categorically deny that there is any such connection between us and the Embassy of any country
here, and, therefore, the insinuation is completely wrong. Besides, from the point of view of diplomatic relationship, I
think it is highly improper for Members of this House to insinuate that Members of certain Embassies, Embassies of
Socialist countries in particular, have a kind of peculiar relationship with Members of the Communist Party. That is a
matter of which you have to take note. What I have been noticing in these proceedings is that you are rather soft in
regard to allowing certain things to get into the record, things which militate against the Communist Party. That we can
look after ourselves. The Communist Party can look after itself. But as a matter of fact, we are entitled to protection
from you to see that any improper remarks, remarks which go against the whole grain of our relationship with others,
are not put on the record. But sometimes you are soft in allowing such things. (Interruptions)

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: You hear everybody. You hear me also.

Mr. Speaker: I will hear him later.
Shri Braj Raj Singh has tried to draw the attention of the House to what he had heard or to what he had been

informed, that some Members of the Communist Party had discussions with the Chinese Embassy.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: I did not say that. I said a very important member of the Communist Party was called. I did not
say ‘any Member of the House’. I wanted to know about it from the Home Minister. (Interruptions)

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. It is all on record. (Interruptions by several Members from the Communist Group).

Shri Braj Raj Singh: They were traitors in 1942.  CªÉÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ úEò®ú ®ú½äþ ½éþéþ ?
(Interruptions)

Mr. Speaker: So far as I am concerned, I would never like to give any impression that I am not holding the scales even.
I am sorry if I created an impression of that kind. I would be the last person to create such an impression, or to do
anything to create such an impression in the mind of any hon. Member in this House or any Party. So far as I am
concerned, all Parties are entitled to respect. Each Party is trying to do its best to serve this country. (An Hon. Member:
Doubtful).

I do not make any distinction. It may be that each individual Party thinks that it is superior to the other Party. So far
as I am concerned, all Parties are equal.
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Shri Braj Raj Singh wanted to bring that matter to the notice of the hon. Home Minister. I understood from the
manner in which the hon. Lady Member got up-and there was some disturbance then-that she said-”There is no harm
in seeing”. I do not know. It may be a misunderstanding. I thought she said-‘What is the harm if I go and see?’ (prolonged
laughter). That was how I understood.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: No, no. I never said that. (Interruptions) You are distorting what I said.

Mr. Speaker: It is a mistake. I am saying it is a mistake. (Interruptions) If hon. Members disturb members of other parties
who are speaking, it is all right. But some hon. Members disturb when members of their own party are speaking and that
is why sometimes I am not able to hear them properly (Interruptions).

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Even if we are 30 members, we are not frightened to face a hostile House. (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. So, the matter stands.
Papers to be laid on the Table, Shri A. M. Thomas.

Shri Vajpayee (Balrampur): Sir, what about my adjournment motion?

Shri S. M. Banerjee: And about other adjournment motions, Sir?

Mr. Speaker: I have disallowed those motions.

Shri Vajpayee: Sir, I had given notice of an adjournment motion.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. Raja Mahendra Pratap.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: Sir, I just want to say a few words. I want peace in this House and I want peace in Tibet. I say
if these gentlemen can endear themselves to China they can be very useful in bringing about peace in Tibet. We can send
them to Peking, China. (Interruptions). If I were the Prime Minister, I will make list of these, our communist friends. I will
say: ‘Thank you very much for your objecting to my declaration.’ (Interruption). I would have said: ‘You did very right in
saying that my statement was wrong. By saying this, you endear yourselves to China. China became pleased with you. So
you are the best instruments for peace. You are patriots; you cannot be unpatriotic, no hon. friends here is unpatriotic.
So we can utilize you for peace.’ (Interruptions). Our Jan Sanghi people and these people who are objecting to the
conditions in Tibet can be sent to Kalimpong and they can try to influence the Tibetans from there and bring peace. We
want peace in this House and we want peace in the world.

Mr. Speaker: Papers to be laid on the Table; Shri A. M. Thomas.

Shri Vajpayee: What about my adjournment motion, Sir?

Mr. Speaker: I have disallowed that motion.

Shri Vajpayee: But there is no reason given, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Vajpayee will come and see me in the Chamber.

Shri Vajpayee: No, Sir.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Shri Vajpayee and Shri Assar and others had given notice…….

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. (Interruptions). I am not going to allow this kind of interruptions.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Sir, have we forgotten Delhi? We have confined ourselves to Tibet only.

Mr. Speaker: I want Mr. Banerjee to keep out of the House for the rest of the day.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: I am going, Sir. (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: He is so much interrupting the business of this House that I hereby order him to withdraw from the
House for the rest of the day.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Sir, I am going. But this adjournment motion means……
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Mr. Speaker: Let him withdraw.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Yes, Sir, I am going.

Mr. Speaker: I cannot put up with this kind of interruptions any more.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Thank you very much, Sir.
(Shri S. M. Banerjee then left the House.)

Shri Braj Raj Singh: May I submit, Sir……

Mr. Speaker: No, no. Papers to be laid on the Table.

The Deputy Minister of Food and Agriculture (Shri A. M. Thomas): Sir, I beg to lay on the Table under…..

Shri Vajpayee: Sir, I rise to move an adjournment motion. If the adjournment motion is not going to be admitted, I must
know the reasons why it is not going to  be admitted.

Mr. Speaker: I have disallowed the motion.

Shri Vajpayee: On what ground, Sir?

Mr. Speaker: Let us get along Mr. Thomas. (Interruptions).

Shri Vajpayee: It is not a continuing matter, Sir. (Interruptions). There is no State Assembly, and Parliament is the only
forum. There was a violent lathi charge.

Shri Punnoose (Ambalapuzha): One word, Sir.

Shri Tangamani: There is a Municipal Corporation……

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. There must be an order maintained in the House. Mr. Vajpayee, Mr. Assar, Shri Braj Raj Singh
jointly sent me a notice of an adjournment motion. I disallowed that adjournment motion.

Shri Punnoose: It is very important, Sir. It happened in Delhi and not in Tibet.

Mr. Speaker: Let it happen here. If I disallow an adjournment motion should they go on moving it? Then what is the use
of my disallowing it? (Interruptions).

Order, order. I am going to allow a short-notice question regarding the subject of that adjournment motion. I may
tell the House that it is about the death of somebody of Tibetan origin who died in police custody. That is what is
reported in the Press. That ought to be brought in by this adjournment motion. Should there be an adjournment motion
if somebody dies? Death is deplorable. But, I will allow a short-notice question on that matter. I am going to allow the
Minister to make a statement or answer that short-notice question.

If after each adjournment motion is disallowed, an hon. Member gets up and says: “This is my adjournment motion
and I intend stating it here’, then I will have to close the shop and go. Things are being done here in such a way that I am
exceedingly sorry that hon. Members do not observe decorum. I am trying to accommodate every hon. Member. They
have to satisfy me. I have been saying this for three or four days. Nobody has cared to see me. Hon. Members want to
make statements here. They can come and see me and convince me about the thing. I have not been asked to revise my
decision. I am prepared to meet them. Shri Banerjee or Shri Braj Raj Singh or Shri Vajpayee. They can come and satisfy
me as to why I should revise my decision. Then I shall bring it before the House. So…….

Shri V. P. Nayar (Quilon): Sir, I would submit that Mr. Banerjee who has been ordered by you to leave the House did
not give an adjournment motion on the death of the Tibetan. As I understand, Sir, his motion was with reference to the
lathi charge right under our nose at Delhi. There is no State Legislature. I feel that a Member is entitled to know the
reason of your ruling.

Mr. Speaker: I said it is a simple matter of law and order. If some people gather and the police ask them to go and they
refuse are beaten by police, immediately, an adjournment motion is brought in. This Parliament is spending thousands of
rupees everyday, and should we take up the time of the House like this? Is it necessary that an hon. Member should get
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up and go on disturbing the House? There is a limit to this.

Yes, let us go to the next item papers to be laid on the Table.

�����������

3 April 1959 Answers to Questions

STATEMENT RE: THE DALAI LAMA

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): The other day, three days ago,
I think, when I was speaking about recent happenings in Tibet, I mentioned that I would keep the House informed of
every fresh development. In the last two days, day before yesterday and yesterday, we have been receiving a number of
messages. They were often delayed because they had to come through a rather devious route.

Yesterday I was thinking of informing the House of a certain development, but then I hesitated to do so, because I
wanted it to be fully confirmed; I was waiting for some details. We received them last evening. We could have issued this
news to the Press last evening, but I thought I should inform the House first and then the Press can have it.

The facts are that on the 1st April, i.e. day before yesterday morning, we received a message via Shillong dated 31st

March evening that an emissary with a message from the Dalai Lama had arrived at our border check-post at Chutangmu
in the North-East Frontier Agency. He had arrived there on 29th March stating that the Dalai Lama requested us for
political asylum and that he expected to reach the border on the 30th March, i.e. soon after he himself had come. We
received the message on the 1st. The same evening, i.e. 1st April evening, a message was received by us again via Shillong
dated 1st April that the Dalai Lama with his small party of 8 had crossed into our territory on the evening of the 31st

March.

Expecting that some such development might occur, we had instructed the various check-posts round about there
what to do in case such a development takes place. So, when he crossed over into our territory, he was received by our
Assistant Political Officer of the Tawang sub-division, which is a part of Kameng Frontier Division of the North-East
Frontier Agency. A little later, the rest of his party, the entourage, came in. The total number who have come with him or
after him is 80. From the 2nd evening, i.e. yesterday, we learnt that this party in two groups is moving towards Tawang,
which is the headquarters of that sub-division and that he is expected to reach Tawang the day after tomorrow, Sunday,
5th evening.

Shri Braj Raj Singh (Firozabad): I want a clarification, which is a very important one.

Shri Khadilkar (Ahmednagar): I want a little more information.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: This is the information that the Prime Minister has got just at present. If he gets more, he has
promised us that he will place it before the House.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: I want a clarification. There is a news in the Press that the New China News Agency had published
the very same news yesterday. How is it that the Government of India here did not get this confirmation till the last
evening? The Prime Minister himself said that he knew the information when he was making a statement here yesterday,
but he could get the confirmation only last evening. May I know whether we are going to give political asylum to the
Dalai Lama?

Shri Khadilkar: We have given the Dalai Lama asylum here…

Shri Nath Pai (Rajapur): We do not know if we have given him.

An hon. Member: We have.

Shri Khadilkar: I want a clarification. The Dalai Lama is the temporal and spiritual head of Tibet. Does the asylum
confer the same right on him and will he be functioning in the same capacity on the Indian soil? That is a very serious
matter.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: So far as Mr. Khadilkar’s question is concerned, about spiritual rights, etc., I cannot answer it. It
is a complicated matter which will have to be considered. But there is no doubt that he will receive respectful treatment.
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Shri Naushir Bharucha (East Khandesh): Is it a fact that the Dalai Lama was injured?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: No, Sir; he is quite healthy.

As for the other question, I myself have stated that we knew it day before yesterday evening- in fact, if I may say so,
I was not here then, but we knew about his having crossed the frontier, but we wanted certain confirmation about
details, whether the whole party had crossed over, where they were, etc., before I mentioned it to this House. Yesterday
morning, I was not in a position to do so, although I knew that he had crossed the border. In the evening I was, but I
wanted to wait for the meeting of the Lok Sabha today to say so, instead of giving the news to the Press.

�����������

22 April 1959 Oral Answers  to Questions

INDIAN CONSUL-GENERAL IN LHASA

S.N.Q. No. 28 —    Shri S. A. Mehdi:
                               Shri Nath Pai: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that our Consul General in Lhasa was subjected to restrictions regarding his movements since

the current unrest in Tibet;
(b) if so, nature of these restrictions; and
(c) whether these restrictions are still in operation?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) to (c)  For some days after fighting broke out in Lhasa on the 20th March it was impossible for the Consul-General

and his staff to go out of the premises of the Consulate General. The Vice-Director of the Foreign Bureau told the
Consul-General that in their own interest, except for every essential work the personnel of the Consulate
General should not leave their premises. Chinese troops who were posted just outside the premises did not
allow any person to go out of the premises or come in. When the Consul-General wished to go out on the 20th

March to see the Indian nationals and send some members of his staff to the market, the Chinese guards informed
him that they had to take up the matter with the Foreign Bureau. The Consul-General found it difficult even to
send a letter to the Foreign Bureau. Two or three days later, he was told by the guard that persons who were in
possession of identity cards with photographs endorsed by the Foreign Bureau would be allowed to leave the
premises. On or about the 8th April the Chinese Foreign Bureau returned the identity cards sent to them for
endorsement and thereafter difficulties about the movement of the staff disappeared. The Consul-General was
informed by the Foreign Bureau on April 11 that only cars with special permits of the Military Control Commission
could be used. He would be provided with a car by the Control Commission whenever he required one. On the
17th the Foreign Bureau informed the Consul-General that he could use the Consulate car without any special
permit and that the staff of the Consulate-General also could leave the premises without showing their identity
cards or passports to the guards. Since then all restrictions appear to have been removed.

Shri S. A. Mehdi: Is it a fact that even wireless connection was cut off some time after that?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: No, Sir.

Shri Vajpayee: Are we to understand that our Mission in Lhasa was virtually under house arrest in those days?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): No, Sir; that would not be
correct. The facts indicate that conditions were such in Lhasa, if I may say so, that for some time it was not completely
under the control of the Chinese authorities. As soon as they came more or less under their control, they permitted the
staff of the Consulate to go out; but, not during the period when presumably the conditions were not wholly under their
control.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ VÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú EòÉéºÉÖ±Éä]õ VÉxÉ®ú±É {É®ú ºÉä |ÉÊiÉ¤ÉxvÉ ½þ]õÉ Ê±ÉªÉä MÉªÉä ½éþ iÉÉä CªÉÉ <ºÉEòÉ ªÉ½þ +lÉÇ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ Eäò´É±É ±½þÉºÉÉ xÉMÉ®ú ¨Éå

½þÒ Ê¤ÉxÉÉ ÊEòºÉÒ |ÉÊiÉ¤ÉxvÉ Eäò PÉÚ̈ É ºÉEòiÉä ½èþ ªÉÉ ºÉÉ®äú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå nùÉè®úÉ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: Ê¢ ±É½É±É ªÉ½þ iÉÉä JÉÉ±ÉÒ ±½þÉºÉÉ xÉMÉ®ú EòÉ ºÉ́ ÉÉ±É lÉÉ! +¤É +Éè®ú VÉMÉ½þÉå {É®ú iÉÉä VÉÉxÉÉ É̈é ºÉ̈ ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò =xÉEäò Ê±ÉB EòỀ öxÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ !
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Raja Mahendra Pratap: I just want to say…..

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member may ask and not say.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: I ask a question. I say we have enemies on the West; we have enemies on the East. Is it proper
to create more enemies in the North? We are friendly to Tibet; but we should not say things that annoy China. That is
what I say. Is it proper?
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27 April 1959 Answers to Questions

STATEMENT RE: SITUATION IN TIBET

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I have made
several statements in the House in regard to the developments in Tibet. The last statement was made on April 3, in
which I informed the House that the Dalai Lama had entered the territory of the Indian Union with a large entourage.
I should like to bring this information up-to-date and to place such additional facts as we have before the House.

A few days ago, the Dalai Lama and his party reached Mussoorie, where Government had made arrangements for
their stay. I have had occasion to visit Mussoorie since then and have had a long talk with the Dalai Lama.

In the course of the last few days, reports have reached us that considerable numbers of Tibetans, numbering some
thousands, have recently crossed into the Kameng Frontier Division of the North-East Frontier Agency and some
hundreds have also entered the territory of Bhutan. They sought asylum, and we have agreed to this. Some of them who
carried arms were disarmed. We do not know the exact number yet. Temporary arrangements are being made in a camp
for their maintenance until they can be dispersed in accordance with their wishes and the necessities governing such
cases. We could not leave these refugees to their own resources. Apart from the humanitarian considerations involved,
there was also the law and order problem to be considered. We are grateful to the Government of Assam for their help
and co-operation in this matter.

So far as the Dalai Lama and his party are concerned, we had to take adequate measures on grounds of security and
also to protect them from large numbers of newspaper correspondents, both Indian and foreign, who, in their anxiety to
obtain first hand information in regard to a matter of world importance, were likely to harass and almost overwhelm the
Dalai Lama and his party. While we were anxious to give protection to the Dalai Lama and his party, we were agreeable
to giving these newspapermen suitable opportunities to see him. I had received an appeal from nearly 75 representatives
of news agencies and newspaper from Tezpur requesting me to give them such an opportunities. A senior officer of the
External Affairs Ministry was, therefore, deputed to proceed to Tezpur in advance to deal with the press representatives
and photographers who had assembled in that small town of Assam. This officer made the necessary administrative
arrangements to meet, as far as possible, the wishes of the newspapermen to see the Dalai Lama and to photograph him.
Soon after entering India, the Dalai Lama indicated his wish to make a statement. We were later informed that this
statement would be released at Tezpur. Our officer made arrangements for the distribution of a translation of the
statement to the newspaper correspondents.

In view of certain irresponsible charges made, I should like to make it clear that the Dalai Lama was entirely
responsible for this statement as well as for a subsequent briefer statement that was made by him from Mussoorie. Our
officers had nothing to do with the drafting or preparation of these statements.

I need not tell the House that the Dalai Lama entered India entirely of his own volition. At no time had we suggested
that he should come to India. We had naturally given thought to the possibility of his seeking asylum in India and when
such request came, we readily granted it. His entry with a large party in a remote corner of our country created special
problems of transport, organization and security. We deputed an officer to meet the Dalai Lama and his party at Bomdila
and to escort them to Mussoorie. The particular officer was selected because he had served as Consul-General in Lhasa
and therefore was to some extent known to the Dalai Lama and his officials. The selection of Mussoorie for the Dalai
Lama’s stay was not finalized till his own wishes were ascertained in the matter and he agreed to it. There was no desire
on our part to put any undue restrictions on him, but in the special circumstances, certain arrangements had necessarily
to be made to prevent any mishap. It should be remembered that the various events in Tibet, culminating in the Dalai
Lama’s departure from Lhasa and entry into India had created tremendous interest among the people of India and in the
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world press. After his arrival in Mussoorie, steps were taken to prevent the Dalai Lama from bring harassed by crowds
of people trying to see him as well as by newspapermen. Apart from this, no restrictions about his  movement were
placed on him. He has been told that he and his party can move about Mussoorie according to their wishes. It should be
remembered that the Dalai Lama has recently not only had a long strenuous and dangerous journey, but has also had
harrowing experiences which must affect the nerves of even a hardened person. He is only just 24 years of age.

These are some bare facts, but behind these facts lie serious developments which may have far reaching consequences.
Tragedy has been and is being enacted in Tibet, passions have been let loose, charges made and language used which
cannot but worsen the situation and our relations with our northern neighbour. I am sure that the House will agree
with me that in considering matters of such high importance, we should exercise restraint and wisdom and use language
which is moderate and precise. In these days of cold war, there has been a tendency to use unrestrained language and
often to make wild charges without any justification. We have fortunately kept out of the cold war and I hope that on
this, as on any other occasion, we shall not use the language of cold war. The matter is too serious to be dealt with in a
trivial or excited way. I would, therefore, appeal to the press and the public to exercise restraint in the language. I regret
that occasionally there have been lapses from this on our side. In particular, I regret that grave discourtesy was shown
some days ago to a picture of the head of the Chinese State, Chairman Mao Tse-tung. This was done by a small group of
irresponsible people in Bombay. In the excitement of the moment, we cannot allow ourselves to be swept away into
wrong courses.

It is not for me to make any similar appeal to the leaders, the press and the people of China. All I can say is that I have
been greatly distressed at the tone of the comments and the charges made against India by responsible people in China.
They have used the language of cold war regardless of truth and propriety. This is peculiarly distressing in a great nation
with thousands of years of culture behind it, noted for its restrained and polite behaviour. The charges made against India
are so fantastic that I find it difficult to deal with them. There is the charge of our keeping the Dalai Lama under duress.
The Chinese authorities should surely know how we function in this country and what our laws and constitution are.
Even if we were so inclined, we could not keep the Dalai Lama under some kind of detention against his will, and there
can be no question of our wishing to do so. We can gain nothing by it except the burden of difficult problems. In any
event, this matter can be easily cleared. It is open to the Dalai Lama at any time to go back to Tibet or wherever he wants
to. As the Panchen Lama has made himself responsible specially for some strange statements, I have stated that we
would welcome him to come to India and meet the Dalai Lama himself. Should he choose to do so, every courtesy will
be extended to him. I have further said that the Chinese Ambassador or any other emissary of the Chinese Government
can come to India for this purpose and meet the Dalai Lama. There is no barrier for anyone to come peacefully to India,
and whether we agree with him or not, we shall treat him with the courtesy due to a guest.

Another and an even stranger allegation has been made about “Indian expansionists” who, it is alleged, are inheritors
of the British tradition of imperialism and expansion. It is perfectly true that British policy was one of expansion into
Tibet and that they carried this out by force of arms early in this century. That was, in our opinion, an unjustified and
cruel adventure which brought much harm to the Tibetans. As a result of that, the then British Government in India
established certain extra territorial rights in Tibet. When India became independent, we inherited some of these rights.
Being entirely opposed to any such extra territorial rights in another country, we did not wish to retain them. But in the
early days after Independence and partition, our hands were full, as this House well knows, and we had to face very
difficult situations in our own country. We ignored, if I may say so, Tibet. Not being able to find a suitable person to act
as our representative at Lhasa, we allowed for some time the existing British representative to continue at Lhasa. Later
an Indian took his place. Soon after the Chinese armies entered Tibet, the question of these extra territorial rights was
raised and we readily agreed to give them up. We would have given them up anyhow, whatever developments might have
taken place in Tibet. We withdrew our army detachments from some places in Tibet and handed over Indian postal and
telegraph installations and rest houses. We laid down the Five Principles of the Panchsheel and placed our relationship
with the Tibet region on a new footing. What we were anxious about was to preserve the traditional connections
between India and Tibet in regard to pilgrim traffic and trade. Our action in this matter and whatever we have done
subsequently in regard to Tibet is proof enough of our policy and that India had no political or ulterior ambitions in
Tibet. Indeed, even from the narrowest practical point of view, any other policy would have been wrong and futile. Ever
since then we have endeavoured not only to act up to the agreement we made, but to cultivate the friendship with the
Chinese State and people.
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It is therefore a matter of the deepest regret and surprise to us that charges should be made which are both
unbecoming and entirely void of substance. We have conveyed this deep feeling of regret to the Chinese Government,
more especially at the speeches delivered recently in the current session of the National People’s Congress in Peking.

I stated some time ago that our broad policy was governed by three factors: (1) the preservation of the security and
integrity of India; (2) our desire to maintain friendly relations with China; and (3) our deep sympathy for the people of
Tibet. We shall continue to follow that policy because we think that is a correct policy not only for the present but even
more so for the future. It would be a tragedy if the two great countries of Asia- India and China- which have been
peaceful neighbours for ages past, should develop feelings of hostility against each other. We for our part will follow this
policy, but we hope that China also will do likewise and that nothing will be said or done which endangers the friendly
relations of the two countries which are so important from the wider point of view of the peace of Asia and the world.
The Five Principles have laid down, inter alia mutual respect for each other. Such mutual respect is gravely impaired if
unfounded charges are made and the language of the cold war used.

I have already made it clear previously that the charge that Kalimpong was the centre of the Tibetan rebellion is
wholly unjustified. We have large number of people of Tibetan stock living in India as Indian nationals. We have also some
Tibetan émigrés in India. All of these deeply respect the Dalai Lama. Some of these have been exceedingly unhappy at
developments in Tibet; some, no doubt, have anti-Chinese sentiments. We have made it clear to them that they will not
be permitted to carry on any subversive activities from India, and I should like to say that by and large they have acted
in accordance with the directions of the Government of India. I cannot obviously say that some one has not done
something secretly, but to imagine or say that a small group of persons sitting in Kalimpong organised a major upheavel
in Tibet seems to me to make a large draft on imagination and to slur over obvious facts.

The Khampa revolt started in an area of China proper adjoining Tibet, more than three years ago. Is Kalimpong
supposed to be responsible for that? This revolt gradually spread and, no doubt, created a powerful impression on the
minds of large numbers of Tibetans who had kept away from the revolt. Fears and apprehensions about their future
gripped their minds and the nationalist upsurge swayed their feelings. Their fears may have been unjustified, but surely
they cannot be denied. Such feelings can only be dealt with adequately by gentler methods than warfare.

When Premier Chou En-lai came here two or three year ago, he was good enough to discuss Tibet with me at
considerable length. We had a frank and full talk. He told me that while Tibet had long been a part of the Chinese State,
they did not consider Tibet as a province of China. The Tibetan people were different from the people of China proper,
just as in other autonomous regions of the Chinese State, the people were different even though they formed part of
that State. Therefore, they consider Tibet an autonomous region which would enjoy autonomy. He told me further that
it was absurd for anyone to imagine that China was going to force communism on Tibet. Communism could not be
enforced in this way on a very backward country and they had no wish to do so even though they would like reforms
to come in progressively. Even these reforms they proposed to postpone for a considerable time.

About that time, the Dalai Lama was also here and I had long talks with him then, I told him of Premier Chou En-lai’s
friendly approach and of his assurance that he would respect the autonomy of Tibet. I suggested to him that he should
accept these assurances in good faith and co-operate in maintaining that autonomy and bringing about certain reforms
in Tibet. The Dalai Lama agreed that his country, though, according to him, advanced spiritually, was very backward
socially and economically and reforms were needed.

It is not for us to say how far these friendly intentions and approaches materialize. The circumstances were undoubtedly
difficult. On the one side there was a dynamic, rapidly moving society; on the other, a static, unchanging society fearful of
what might be done to it in the name of reform. The distance between the two was great and there appeared to be
hardly any meeting point. Meanwhile, change in some forms inevitably came to Tibet. Communications developed rapidly
and the long isolation of Tibet was partly broken through. Though physical barriers were progressively removed, mental
and emotional barriers increased. Apparently, the attempt to cross these mental and emotional barriers was either not
made or did not succeed.

To say that a number of ‘upper strata reactionaries’ in Tibet were solely responsible for this appears to be an
extraordinary simplification of a complicated situation. Even according to the accounts received through Chinese sources,
the revolt in Tibet was of considerable magnitude and the basis of it must have been a strong feeling of nationalism which
affects not only upper class people but others also. No doubt, vested interests joined it and sought to profit by it. The
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attempt to explain a situation by the use of rather wornout words, phrases and slogans, is seldom helpful.

When the news of these unhappy developments came to India, there was immediately a strong and widespread
reaction. The Government did not bring about this reaction. Nor was this reaction essentially political. It was largely one
of sympathy based on sentiment and humanitarian reasons and also a certain feeling of kinship with the Tibetan people
derived from long-established religious and cultural contacts. It was an instinctive reaction. It is true that some people
in India sought to profit by it by turning it in an undesirable direction. But the fact that reaction of the Indian people was
there if that was the reaction here, one may well imagine the reaction among the Tibetans themselves. Probably this
reaction is shared in the other Buddhist countries of Asia. When there are such strong feelings, which are essentially not
political, they cannot be dealt with by political methods alone, much less by military methods. We have no desire
whatever to interfere in Tibet; we have every desire to maintain the friendship between India and China, but at the same
time, we have every sympathy for the people of Tibet, and we are greatly distressed at their hapless plight. We hope still
that the authorities of China, in their wisdom, will not use their great strength against the Tibetan but will win them
through friendly co-operation in accordance with the assurance they have themselves given about the autonomy of the
Tibet region. Above all, we hope that the present fighting and killing will cease.

As I have said above, I had a long talk with the Dalai Lama three days ago at Mussoorie. He told me of the difficulties
he had to face, of the growing resentment of his people at the conditions existing there and how he sought to restrain
them, of his feelings that the religion of the Buddha, which was more to him than life itself, was being endangered. He said
that up to the last moment he did not wish to leave Lhasa. It was only on the afternoon of the 17th March, when,
according to him, some shells were fired at his palace and fell in a pond nearby, that the sudden decision was taken to
leave Lhasa. Within a few hours the same day he and his party left Lhasa and took the perilous journey to the Indian
frontier. The departure was so hurried that even an adequate supply of clothes etc. could not be brought. When I met
the Dalai Lama, no member of his entourage was present. Even the interpreter was our own. The Dalai Lama told me
that the two statements which had been issued were entirely his own and there was no question of anybody coercing
him to make them. Even though he is young, I could not easily imagine that he could be coerced into doing something
he did not wish. All my sympathy goes out to this young man who at an early age has had to shoulder heavy burdens and
to face tremendous responsibilities. During the last few weeks, he has suffered great physical and mental strain. I advised
him to rest for a while and not to take any hurried decisions. He felt very unhappy at conditions in Tibet and was
especially anxious that fighting should stop.

Shri Khadilkar (Ahmednagar): Of course, I know there is no opportunity for discussion; I do not want to press it,
but I would like to have a little clarification,…….

Mr. Speaker: I shall get copies of this circulated to all hon. Members. Let them read it.

Shri Khadilkar: Some clarification is called for.

Mr. Speaker: Not now. Hon. Members will read the statement leisurely and then let us see.

Shri Khadilkar: Will you give some time for discussion?

Mr. Speaker: I cannot make any promise. Can I go on making promises to other hon. Members also? Let any proper
motion come in proper time. Let hon. Members take time to study all this and make up their mind as to whether there
is anything more that has to be clarified. All this I have to consider.

Speaker: Shri Hem Barua: I want a little clarification.
Speaker: Mr. Speaker: Not now. Hon. Members will kindly read the statement, and then if really there is some very
important matter, we shall see.
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5 May 1959 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +É|É´ÉÉºÉÒ
¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ:

¸ÉÒ ®úPÉÖxÉÉlÉ ËºÉ½þ:
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4007 ¸ÉÒ ½äþ̈ É ¤É°ü+É:

¸ÉÒ ºÉäo +Éo ¨Éä½þnùÒ:

¸ÉÒ |Éo MÉo näù́ É: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) VÉ¤É ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ½þÉ±É EòÉ Ê´ÉpùÉä½þ +É®ú¨¦É ½Öþ+É ½èþ iÉ¤É ºÉä +¤É iÉEò ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå |É´Éä¶É ÊEòªÉÉ;

(JÉ) ´Éä ÊEòxÉ ÊEòxÉ nù®úÉç ºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉÒ ÊEòiÉxÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå |ÉÊ´É¹]õ ½ÖþB;

(MÉ) =xÉ ¨Éå ºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVÉxÉèÊiÉEò ¶É®úhÉ nùÒ VÉÉ SÉÖEòÒ ½èþ;

(PÉ) ´Éä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò ÊEòxÉ-ÊEòxÉ ºlÉÉxÉÉå {É®ú ¤ÉºÉ MÉªÉä ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(b÷.) =xÉ Eäò {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ +Éè®ú =x½åþ +xªÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÒ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ näùxÉä EòÒ CªÉÉ ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü):

Eò) {É½þ±ÉÒ ¨ÉÉSÉÇ Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ºÉä ÊVÉxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå xÉä ªÉÉjÉÉ {ÉjÉÉå (]Åäõ´Éä±É {Éä{ÉºÉÇ) Eäò ¤ÉMÉè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå |É´Éä¶É ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ, =xÉEòÒ `öÒEò ºÉÆJªÉÉ iÉÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É xÉ½þÓ

½èþ, {É®ú ´Éä 7500 Eäò ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ ½þÉåMÉä *

JÉ) ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 1500 ±ÉÉäMÉ SÉÖlÉÉMÆÉ¨ÉÚ Eäò {ÉÉºÉ ´ÉÉ±Éä nù®æú ºÉä ½þÉäEò®ú +ÉªÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 5000 ±ÉÉäMÉ iÉÖ±ÉÖÆMÉ±ÉÉ ºÉä, VÉÉä =kÉ®ú-{ÉÚ́ ÉÇ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉxiÉ BVÉåºÉÒ

Eäò EòÉ¨ÉÆMÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉÆiÉ Êb÷́ ÉÒVÉxÉ ¨Éå ½èþ, +Éè®ú Eò®úÒ¤É 700 ±ÉÉäMÉ ÊºÉÎCEò¨É Eäò xÉlÉÚ±ÉÉ +Éè®ú VÉä±Éä{É±ÉÉ nù®úÉç ºÉä ½þÉäEò®ú +ÉªÉä ½èþ *
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8 May 1959 Answers to Questions

DISCUSSION RE: SITUATION IN TIBET

Mr. Speaker: Shri Khadilkar.

Braj Raj Singh (Firozabad): What is the time allotted for discussion? Up to what time will it go on?

Mr. Speaker: The time allotted is 2 and half hours. It is now, say, a quarter past twelve. The discussion has to conclude
by a quarter to three.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty (Basirhat): Does it mean that 20 or so minutes more at the end, for the non-official
business, will be given?

Mr. Speaker: Yes. That would not be cut. Hon. Members are aware that the time allotted is 2 and half hours. So, I shall
restrict each speech to 15 minutes. In the case of the hon. Member who raises the discussion, I will allow him some
more minutes, say, five minutes more.

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): I do not wish to take too much
time of the House. 20 minutes will be ample for me.

Mr. Speaker: Not 20 minutes for everyone.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am saying that I shall also abide by the rule,-about 15 minutes as far as possible.

Mr. Speaker: Normally I do not impose any restriction upon the hon. Prime Minister.

Shri Khadilkar (Ahmednagar): Mr. Speaker, I thank you for allowing me an opportunity to raise a discussion on the
situation in Tibet. After listening to the comparison in statement about that recent developments in Tibet, by our Prime
Minister I had expected that the Chinese Government would take note of it and would stop further campaign, in which
we have been accused of interference, expansionism and several other charges have been levelled against us. Unfortunately,
the same type of charges have been repeated in this country by the communist party organ and almost every point that
was covered by the statement has been challenged in a signed article in the last issue of New Age. I felt that the
communist party would not at least fail to take note of what the hierarchy which they accept. I mean the Communist
hierarchy what at least Lenin said about the freedom of nationalities. But I do not want to repeat here what Lenin said
about the question of autonomy or self-determination of people of distinct nationality.



52 INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES

These charges were repeated by responsible persons. We have been painted in the same way as the Americans were
painted or even now are being painted in the campaign against them. We have been tarred with the same brush so far as
the Chinese Press is concerned. At Mussoorie, the Prime Minister suggested that let the Panchen Lama come over to
India or any dignitary of the Chinese State and let them talk the matter over. I felt that it would have been proper and
I fervently hoped that China would accept the invitation and instead of bringing it down to the level of a propaganda of
a vicious nature, Tibetan issue would be lifted up and taken on a diplomatic level. But unfortunately, it seems that the
diplomatic channels are still blocked. I do not know why.

The propaganda that was carried on from the platform of the Chinese People’s Congress is now being carried on
through the columns of the Peking People’s Daily. Readers are ventilating their views and only yesterday, the Peking People’s
Daily has said. “We shall hit back” in blunt terms. Not only that; I am really surprised that this propaganda is carried on
at a still lower level. There are workers’ rallies and students’ rallies all over China where the minds of the people
especially of the younger generation are being poisoned against our country.

I want to know what we have done concerning Tibet. Have we taken some new line? Have we not stated in 1949-
50 what we are stating today, or, are we stating something else that we had not communicated before? This is the
question. Therefore; I would like to point out what we frankly told before and what we are saying about the Tibetan
uprising now. There are several charges; I do not want to repeat them here. They have been answered by our Prime
Minister in a most dignified and restrained manner. The Prime Minister knows fully well that in our country, though
Government can decide, and even the Prime Minister can say something, but, as it was said once upon a time by
Roosevelt, perhaps the Government can remain neutral, but people cannot remain neutral. They make up their decisions.
It is a vital moral issue. All the minds cannot be just controlled. In this country, you cannot switch off and switch on the
propaganda machine, as is being done in China. It is most unfortunate.

For instance, take the case of interference. I was astounded to read it-a most fantastic charge-and I was reminded of
a small incident in jail. While we were prisoners in 1932, in our neighbouring yard, behind a wall, a young prisoner was
mercilessly caned. He was shrieking and we could not bear it. We rushed to the door of the yard and protested against
the hitting. All the warders came; the Superintendent arrived on the spot and said, “What is this?” We said, we have a
right to protest. He ordered us to be locked up in the barracks. Later on, the jail superintendent had recorded in our
record books that for interference in the administration of the jail, our privileges were cut off. The charge of interference
in the Tibetan affairs is of a similar nature.

Are we going to be silenced because it is a friendly country with whom we have tried to cultivate friendship despite
certain issues hanging on fire and because our foreign policy is being guided by certain basic fundamental human values?
Are we not to test the events in Tibet on the same touchstone? Are we to be inhibited hence-forward when we are
dealing with our neighbour with a different system of Government? While we deal with the problems like Algeria and
the Algerian Government in exile do we not openly take sides? Their Prime Minister was here and he was received by
our Prime Minister as well as our people. Our relations with France are not in any way hostile. We have expressed our
views about Central Africans and the sort of terror practiced against the African people by the British imperialists. So far
as Tibet is concerned, is it proposed that India should watch the events in Tibet considering that it is a military problem
and a domestic problem. As Robespierre, one of the French Revolution leaders, said, China can send missionaries,
though they are not welcome, with guns and settle that affair. Can we adopt that attitude? Is it consistent with our
policy? What is our policy?

I would just not like to go over all the statements and communications that were exchanged in 1950 between our
Government and the Government of China. But I would just point out what we have stated there and what the people
of Tibet feel about it. It is not a question of what we feel or what the Chinese feel; it is a question of what the Tibetan
people feel about it. I would like to point out that in 1950, the Tibetans made a representation to the United Nations.
What did they say in that representation? They have stated there that:

“The Chinese claim Tibet as a part of China. The Tibetan feel that racially, culturally, geographically, they are far apart
from the Chinese. If the Chinese find the reaction of the Tibetans to their unnatural claim not acceptable, there are
other civilized methods by which they can ascertain the views of the people of Tibet.”

We are also saying the same thing. And at that time, fortunately, when this statement was submitted to the United
Nations, no suspicion was expressed that there was, in drafting it, some hidden hand under the influence of some foreign
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power, Indian hand behind it. This was the voice of the Tibetan people as it was represented to the United Nations.
Therefore, this we accepted, and while carrying on the negotiations, we stated in our note of the 26th October, 1950:

“In the present context of world events, invasion by Chinese troops is deplorable and, in the considered judgment
of the Government of India, not in the interest of China or peace”.

What we have told them today? Have we changed today? We are saying the same thing.

Of course, the Chinese reply was very curt. They said: it is entirely a domestic problem of China.

Again, when it was a question of communication, trying to understand each other’s problem, we stated, and stated
in a very frank manner, that the Government of India was convinced that the problem could be settled by peaceful
negotiation, adjusting the legitimate Tibetan claim to autonomy within the framework of Chinese suzerainty. This is very
important. No section of responsible opinion, no party in this land, has seriously advocated the independence of Tibet.
But certainly we want Tibetan people assured freedom to shape their own lives and their own destiny. We do not want
to create a new Himalayan cock-pit. If Tibet is declared independent, there is a possibility of lots of complications. Do we
not realise that? (Shri Ranga: who said that?) But at the same time we must realise that when we relinquished whatever
rights we had acquired after Britishers left-and I must say we must feel proud about it; our Prime Minister said “we do
not want to have those extra-territorial rights”-when we relinquished them, we never claimed anything in return. It was
a unilateral declaration. But I am confident that the Prime Minister would have felt, while making this moral gesture, that
the Chinese would also try to respect the rights of the Tibetan people, instead of asserting them on the basis of the old
title deeds of doubtful value, title deeds which were imposed on the Tibetan people by the old feudal emperors.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Kendrapara): They have respected them by publishing maps wherein a portion of
India is included in China.

Shri Khadilkar: I am coming to that.

Therefore it is surprising, and the charge is again repeated that we are influenced by some foreign power. With all
the force at my command, I would appeal to this House to tell the Chinese people that it is insulting; because when we
got freedom, if we take the gamut of experience of the last ten years of our relationship with China, in the early period
their remarks about our Prime Minister and of our Government, to put it very mildly, were never flattering. They
doubted whether we had achieved freedom. With all this background we have to consider the repetition of this charge
of foreign influence. And in this correspondence also I find this, namely, “you are being guided by some foreign influence”-
in order to create the impression that because we were under foreign domination, such a suspicion could be thrown
with advantage. It is done with a view to create a sort of inhibition in our mind while dealing with our neighbour with
whom we want to maintain the most friendly relations. This is the position.

Therefore, so far as the Tibetan uprising is concerned, on this occasion, we must realise that it is the Tibetan people
who have created the problem for China. Whether it is to be dealt with militarily or not we are to sit quiet, that is
different matter altogether. We cannot sit quiet. Of course, they have a military might. They can send in divisions and say
“we have restored peace”-as it is said that you can create a desert by ruthless repression and call it peace and later on
you can build up socialism there. Our idea of socialism is totally different. I am a Marxist, and Marxism means the highest
type of humanism. If somebody is going to vulgarise Marxism and parade over the world a new type of slavery, I will
never tolerate it. (Interruption). Certainly it is not your monopoly.

Therefore, so far as Tibet is concerned, who in this country desires that the old relic of society should be preserved
as a museum piece? I am told-I do not know, but I am prepared to believe it-that even the young Panchen Lama does not
want to preserve that old society. He wants to change it. But he wants to change it and transform it with the consent
of the people-that is the main difference-not with the military machine, not with the military strength, but with the
consent of the people. That is a certainly different method. And, as we have said, Chinese method and our method is
different.

So, our approach to Tibetan affairs is the same. It has been very consistent. We have not changed it. Only, it is a
question of how China is going to deal with Tibet and deal with a friendly country like India.

It is a great tragedy, because, for the first time, when a country like China is dealing with another friendly country
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which is not in the least imperialist and which tries to crystallise its relationship in a positive way, as it is based on Panch
Sheel, we get this experience. China should realise it how we would feel about it. That must be clearly understood in this
context, and if we ignore it in a certain cloudy, idealistic thinking, I do not think it would benefit the world, nor would it
help to consolidate world peace.

Things have come to a pass where we have to face realities. Therefore, my first submission is that so far as our Prime
Minister’s statement is concerned and the Government of India policy is concerned, we are consistently following this
policy; and though we have given up our extra-territorial rights, we have never accepted Chinese sovereignty-that
distinction is there-,we have only accepted Chinese suzerainty. We shall accept it in the larger interests.

Shri Ranga (Tenali): Why should we?

Shri Khadilkar: Then there is another question. When I said we must take into consideration the gamut of experience
of our relationship within the last ten years, there are other factors also. When dealing with India, the Chinese Communist
Government is a government necessarily inspired by certain nationalist feelings, nationalist sentiments. Indian Communists
can afford to disregard Indian national sentiments; that is their tradition; they have not grown up in our nationalist
tradition which is the misfortune of Indian communism.

Shri Muhammad Elias (Howrah): You are there to defend it!

Shri Khadilkar: Yes, do not worry about it.

Therefore, what I am going to say on this occasion need not to be taken as something Chauvinistic. Our civilization
is woven round like Himalayas, and all our culture, our thought has some imprint of the Himalayas from the ancient ages.
If some power, with big military might, sits at the top of the Himalayas and says “we are the masters of the situation to
deal with this problem”, I feel they are not properly appreciating the Indian sentiment, the Indian mind so far as the
Himalayas and our traditional flow of civilization in this land are concerned.

An Hon. Member:  The Ganga comes from Himalayas.

Shri Khadilkar: I would appeal to the Chinese to give more thought to this aspect of the problem.

When I mention the Himalayas; I also feel that after the consolidation of freedom in China there is an area of
geographical indecision on our border. We need not bring it over in this controversy. But one thing is certain. When they
are saying every time “Oh, you are still being influenced by some foreign power’, we must also tell them that whatever
the British did and whatever legacy they have left, we accept it consistent with our national interest. We do not want to
encroach upon anybody’s freedom, but at the same time as the Prime Minister said the other day, we will have to judge,
issue to issue, what is to be done, what is not to be done, from the point of view of our national security. After repeated
requests these cartographic errors, or mistakes as they are called, it is are not yet rectified. I am not sure but I am told
that the same Chinese map was exhibited at the recent Afro-Asian Solidarity Conference, dominated by my hon. Friends
on the right. They exhibited the same wrong map in Calcutta. They never raised any voice of objection. In that map-I have
examined that map very carefully and I have a photograph of it….

An Hon. Member: Not only the Congress but all Parties were there.

Shri Khadilkar: I have examined that map. All things that were of the old regime of Chiang Kai Shek have been rectified
and only the border remains to be rectified. Do we not know what happened as regards the indecision of the border,
when the question with Burma came? When the question of two provinces of Burma on the border, Kachin State and
Wa came, there was trouble. Therefore I would appeal to my Chinese friends in all humility, but in all earnestness, that
they should try to settle this issue. As another big power in Asia, we cannot be subdued, we cannot be cowed down
hence-forward. ‘Oh! You are under foreign influence and therefore you are not your own masters’- this argument should
not be bandied about any Communist hence-forth in this land. This is my humble submission. There is another danger
which my Communist friends ought to appreciate. What is that danger? After freedom, we consistently followed the
policy of non-alignment and non-commitment. Western protagonists of the cold war feel that this uncommitted area is
a vacuum because there are no strategic bases. In such a situation if China, by her present policy is going to push or pull
us in this or in that direction and thus putting us into the cold war conflict, we must guard against that. We are the
masters or the makers of our policy. We have adopted it after a good deal of thought. Therefore, at this juncture I would
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appeal to the Chinese-it is no use appealing to my hon. friends here-that it is not in the interest of world peace……..

An Hon. Member: Always appeal to the principles.

Shri Khadikar: I would appeal to the Chinese that it is not in the interest of world peace to weaken the hands of Shri
Nehru. Why I say this is because he plays a role, when the world is divided in two camps he supplied the bridge to avoid
conflict.

In effect, the two ideologies are contending for world supremacy. Indian policy reflects, if I may say so a new ideology
emerging, which represents a certain synthesis, where representatives of contending powers can sit together and
discuss, debate and try to settle issues in a peaceful manner. That was Panchsheel and that was the spirit of Bandung. We
welcomed China at Bandung in the same spirit. We thought that with China, India and Soviet Union, we can certainly
consolidate peace in Asia and Africa and can avoid the danger of war.

Let me remind my Chinese friends that people in India, Africa, Asia, and everywhere-particularly in India-feel that
after the Second World War, a force of liberation was released. It has helped to demolish the old Imperialist powers and
strengthen freedom in the countries formerly under colonial domination. Do you want to create a sense of frustration
or suspension if not of resistance in the minds of our people? You must give thought to it very patiently and very
earnestly and appreciate the spirit in which we are operating in this land and are appealing to the people of the world.

In conclusion I would like to say one word. As it has been said-my Communist friends know it-by a great Communist
leader, you should never get dizzy with success. I would appeal to the Chinese friends in all sincerity that we want their
friendship. But we want their friendship with honour and with mutual trust. Otherwise with mutual suspicion, when
there are issues, they are kept at the background. When these issues come up before the public, immediately forgetting
friendship if they are going to attack our bona fides, we must resist Chinese attempts and resist it with all the might at
our command.

We are not big because we have got a big army. We have been judged in the wide world by the people of the world
because in international politics we have introduced a new element - that is my conviction - to judge events on certain
basic human values-values of freedom, values of compassion and so many other things. I do not want to repeat them. Are
we going to judge Tibetan events not according to the same values, not on the same touchstone? I feel that we must
stick to it and whatever be the charges made in the heat of the controversy they should not deter us from this course.

With these words, I would appeal that we should not take seriously what that teenage Lama said in China.

An Hon. Member: Panchen Lama.

Shri Khadilkar: Panchen Lama, I am sorry. It was, to my mind, impertinence. I could have excused it in a young man of
his age, but how it was released to the press by the friendly Chinese power is something that I cannot understand. To say
that our monuments are not well kept, to say that we had given discriminatory treatment to him and at the same time
to say that the Dalai Lama here is under duress is just absurd. When there is an open invitation for him to come and
meet and settle the issue, he didn’t. I hope the Chinese will appreciate the deep sentiment and the vital interest not the
political interest but a very vital interest that we have in Tibetan freedom and the whole Himalayan region, if I may say so.

Acharya Kripalani (Sitamarhi): Sir, the subject is important, the time allowed is very short and I will try to be as
brief as possible. It is nothing unusual for countries to criticize each other in their internal and external policy. Nobody
take this criticism to be interference in the internal affairs of the country. If it were so then the hard criticism that is
being leveled by China against Yugoslavia would be considered internal interference in the affairs of that country. But in
the Communist world there are two standards of judgement-one for themselves and the other for others with whom
they think they are in opposition.

Recently, China has become supersensitive to any criticism. When a person is supersensitive, I am afraid, he has a bad
conscience. Even the mildest remarks of the Congress President were denounced. Why? –because she said that Tibet
was a country. I can understand the wrath against me because I have never believed in the bona fides, I have never
believed in the professions or the promises of the Chinese. Mine has been the solitary voice in this House-almost
solitary-raised against this rape of a nation. As early as 1950, I said in this House that the Communist Government in
China was in charge of the country. The Government of India, therefore, thought it right that it should not be denied the
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membership of the UN and we advocated the cause of China. But if we had waited a little, we would have been more
cautious. Soon this nation that had won its freedom so recently, strangled the freedom of a neighbouring nation with
whose freedom we are intimately concerned. Our Government’s attitude is understandable only on the assumption
that Tibet is a far off country and is none of our concern.

“But supposing what has happened in Tibet happens in Nepal, then I am sure we will, whether we are well prepared
or not, go to war against China. In that case what would become of our advocacy of China to the membership of the
United Nations?”

Then, Sir, again in 1954, I said in this House: “Recently we have entered into a treaty with China. I feel that China,
after it had gone Communist, committed an act of aggression against Tibet. The plea is that China had the ancient right
of suzerainty. This right was out of date, old and anti-quated. It was never exercised in fact. It had lapsed by the flux of
time. Even if it had not lapsed, it is not right in these days of democracy, by which our Communist friends swear, by which
the Chinese swear, to talk of this ancient suzerainty and exercise it in a new form in a country which had and has nothing
to do with China. Tibet is culturally more akin to India than it is to China. I consider this as much colonial aggression on
the part of China as any indulged in by the Western nations. Whether certain nations commit aggression against others
does not always concern us. But in this case we are intimately concerned because China has destroyed a buffer state. In
international politics, when a buffer State is destroyed by a powerful nation, that nation is considered to have committed
aggression against its neighbours.”

Sir. England went to war with Germany not because Germany had invaded England but because it had invaded
Poland and Belgium.

Sir, further, I said in this House: “It is also well-known that in the new map of China other border territories like
Nepal, Sikkim, etc., figure. This gives us an idea of the aggressive designs of China. Let us see what the Chinese themselves
did in the Korean War. As soon as the U.N troops, or more correctly the American troops, reached the borders of
China, it felt insecure and it immediately joined the Korean war…

I do not say that because China conquered Tibet we should have gone to war with it. But this does not mean that
we should recognize the claim of China on Tibet. We must know that it is an act of aggression against a foreign nation.”

Again, Sir, in the same year, I said: “A small buffer state on our borders was deprived of its freedom. When we made
a feeble protest we were told that we were the stooges of the Western powers. If I remember alright we were called
‘running dogs of imperialism’.”

Again, Sir, in 1958 talking about Panchsheel, I said: “This great doctrine was born in sin, because it was enunciated to
put the seal of our approval upon the destruction of an ancient nation which was associated with us spiritually and
culturally.”

Sir, at that time, some hon. Member intervened and asked: “Is that nation suffering?”

My reply was: “Whether it is suffering or not is not the question. It was a nation which wanted to live its own life and
it ought to have been allowed to live its own life. A good government is no substitute for self-government.”

Sir, some of our friends in the Rajya Sabha have said that we should continue to plead the cause of China for the
membership of the United Nations. I respect their opinion. They think that as a member of the United Nations, China
would be subject to some public opinion there. This is not a fact. There is South Africa, there is France, there is Russia
and many other aggressive nations. Because they are members of the United Nations they have not ceased to be
aggressive.

We are again told that though China might have broken Panchsheel, we must stick to Panchsheel. Sir, I do not consider
that the principles of the Panchsheel are moral imperatives. Even moral imperatives cannot be stuck to unilaterally in the
international world. Panchsheel implies a mutuality of respect for each other’s integrity and sovereignty. How can there
be respect for these things unless there is mutuality? Panchsheel also implies peaceful co-existence. How can there be
peaceful co-existence unless it is an idea that applies to more nations than one? You cannot have peaceful coexistence
alone. It is an impossibility. Panchsheel therefore implies mutuality and you cannot practise it if others violate it. And we
have seen how nation after nation having sworn by Panchsheel have been violating it. In the present case, China has not
only violated them, but has accused us of violating them. Chor Kotwal Ko Danda.
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Sir, I feel even if we go on emphasizing our friendship with China by saying Chini-Hindi bhai bhai, at  the end of days,
I say, this nation will never be friendly to us. Why? Because a friendly nation does not go and howl at another nation in
the public market. If they have to say that Kalimpong was-what do they call it-the “command centre” then it was open
to them to have brought it to our notice through diplomatic channels. And they did it six months earlier; the case was
investigated & the charges was found unfounded and a report was sent to them. They had nothing further to say. Why
was this method of diplomatic approach not employed on this occasion? Why this howling at a friendly nation in the
market place? I cannot quite understand how it is possible to be friendly with this nation with this mentality.

Yet our efforts to save it will only result in this that they will not give us credit for good intentions. They will only give
us credit for cowardice. It will never appear to a bully that you are doing things out of your goodness; it will only appear
to him that you are frightened.

Not only do they not care for us, but I say this Communist China does not care for the whole of Asia. It does not
care even for the opinion of Asia. If it had cared, it would have realized that it was alienating the whole of Asia, especially,
South East Asia. To whom will South East Asia look for support? It will more and more look to America even as the more
powerful nations of Europe are looking to America. If they are afraid of China, (fear makes strange bad fellows) and I
have absolutely no doubt that they will look to America for support. They cannot look to Russia. Therefore, the Chinese
have destroyed the very confidence of the Asian nations.

There is another reason also. The Asian nations know that there is Formosa, that there are the off-coast islands, that
there is Hong Kong. All this is Chinese territory. It is populated by Chinese people. They (Communist China) do not go
that side and conquer that territory and incorporate it with China to which it rightly belongs. But, they go to an alien
nation and an alien people and they conquer them. The Asian nations are not stupid. They know that they do not do it
not because Chiang Kaishek has more power than Communist China, but because America is behind it. They know, if
they attack these places persistently, America would step in. They know that if America steps in, there will be the Third
World war of which they are mightly afraid. They are not ready for it. Even if Russia may be ready, China is not ready.

They are doing things which injure not only India, but their own case. Selfishness always works like that. When selfish
and aggressive people take to violence, they defeat their own objects. Not only has China earned a bad name, it has
made the Asiatic people to look towards directions from which they wanted to wean them. China has extended the
area of cold war. It has made matters worse instead of bettering them. I do not think even the conquest of Tibet was an
adequate price for what they have earned for themselves and the way in which they have done it.

Therefore, I am glad that at least in this, we are not involved and our Prime Minister in the Rajya Sabha made it clear
that whatever may happen, in this cold war, we maintain our position of non-alignment. He has declared his position. But,
what do the Chinese say?

An Hon. Member: Let them say, what they like.

Acharya Kripalani: They say, by name, “Shri Nehru had been pushed by the West into an important role in their so-
called sympathy with Tibetan movement.” Whatever the Chinese may say, I believe our foreign policy is safe in the hands
of our Prime Minister. I further say, that they should thank their stars that it is in the hands of our Prime Minister.

But, whatever the Chinese may say, we are not concerned with them. We are, as I said once before here, more
concerned with our fellow countrymen. May I ask them (the Communists) a few questions: whether they approve of the
wild, violent and not true to facts propaganda that is carried on from day to day in China? Do they believe that the Dalai
Lama was really kidnapped?

Shri Kamalnayan Bajaj: Panchen Lama is in duress.

Acharya Kripalani: After what our Prime Minister has repeatedly said, do they believe that the Dalai Lama issued
these letters under duress? Do they believe that these letters had something to do with the officers of our Foreign
department?

An Hon. Member: Of course, they do.

Acharya Kripalani: All right. Do they believe that the Dalai Lama is under surveillance in India? If they believe why do
they get their information from Peking? Why don’t they go to Mussoorie. I am sure, if applied to the Prime Minister, or
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even without application, they will be allowed to go to Mussoorie and see things for themselves. But they want to see
things through Peking and from nowhere else. They will not take facts even from the Prime Minister. They will not go
there. They will take it from Peking blindly. May I ask, do they believe that India has expansionist designs on Tibet or, for
the matter of that, on any other country? Above all, do they believe in the maps that have been published by China? That
is the crucial question. Then, we will know where we stand and where they stand in this country. If they do not believe,
have they advised their dear friends in China to suppress these maps? These are maps, we are told, that were published
by Chiang Kaishek. Do they want China to follow in the footsteps of Chiang Kaishek, I ask my Communist friends. We
are interested to know things from them categorically. Their representatives are here. Let them answer all these questions.
If they do not answer them, then, I say that they have got no case and China has got no case.

One thing more and I have done. I would draw the attention of the Prime Minister to what is said in China that the
Dalai Lama and his companions are under surveillance. I know whatever restrictions are placed upon their liberty are
for safety reasons. They are also imposed so that the Tibetans may not say in India things that may be distasteful to China,
they may not say things that might touch the sensitive soul of the Chinese.

An Hon. Member: Have they a soul?

Acharya Kripalani: We are putting these restrictions on their account, and those for whom we are doing all these
things, do not want them. I see no reason why more freedom of expression and more freedom of movement should not
be allowed to the Dalai Lama and his companions when the Chinese do not appreciate our good offices and even when
they find evil in our good deeds. In the Kingdom of Hell, Satan said, “Evil be thou my good”. When they suspect us of evil,
let us allow the Dalai Lama and his companions to come out and meet the newspaper people and other people and
political associations and political people and give out their mind. Only then will my communist friends be convinced.

Dr. P. Subbarayan (Tiruchengode): Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the two speeches that have preceded mine with
the care that is due. My hon. Friend Acharya Kripalani ended by asking some questions of our communist friends and I
hope they will face them boldly and answer them. I want also to ask them a question. In spite of the repeated statements
which have been made by the Prime Minister, still the Chinese Peoples Daily has said that the Prime Minister has spoken
for the expansionists. I would like to know what is meant by expansionists and how the Prime Minister has spoken for
the expansionists when he has taken great care to state our policy. They have said that the Prime Minister has supported
the expansionists. I cannot see how they came to this conclusion when he has been most careful to state that our policy
is not changed. As he has stated in this House while he made his statement on Tibet, there were only three points which
he laid down.

The first was the security of India. Nobody can deny that because any Government worth its name, the security of
the country is the most important. We may believe in non-violence, and we try to follow that policy in the best way we
can, but at the same time, the world being what it is, we have got to take care that our security, is not disturbed.

Secondly, what did the Prime Minister say? He said that friendly relations with China should be continued, and we
want to develop that further because for at least two thousand years, friendly relations have continued between China
and ourselves. Was there anything wrong in what he said? Have our Communist friends ever thought of this situation?
Have they ever said that there is this one man in this country who is standing between peace and war? I ask them that
question, because he has consistently maintained it in spite of all that has happened in this world, that India stands for
non-alignment, not out of any selfish interests, but out of the interests created in India because of the policy laid down
by the great Mahatma. I remember once Mahatmaji said.”When I am gone, he will speak with my voice”. And he is doing
it every time he speaks on the world situation. That is, to maintain peace, to get nations together, get them round a table
and settle quarrels by negotiations rather than by the arbitrament or arms-that has been the policy of India. I do not
think that in spite of what has happened in Tibet, in spite of the distress it has caused to the Indian people, we have in any
way travelled away from the position we have taken up. Therefore, it is up to all Indian parties including my communist
friends, to strengthen the hands of the Prime Minister, if they do believe in world peace. It is no use talking about world
peace and at the same time doing things which really do not go to maintain world peace. There is, no doubt, a cold war
and we have avoided the cold war; and in bringing the Bandung Powers together, we tried our best to keep the cold war
away from the east, or from Asia if I may so put it.

But what has happened? The way in which the Chinese public opinion has reacted, the way in which the Chinese are
behaving goes to prove that they are as much in the cold war as the European nations are.
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Shri M. C. Jain (Kaithal): More than that.

Dr. P. Subbarayan: Somebody said ‘more than that’ It may be more, but I am not going as far as that. I am only saying
that they are as much in it…

Acharya Kripalani: They want to bring India also into it.

Dr. P. Subbarayan: The Chinese want to bring us? If the hon. Member say that, I agree with him. By ‘they’, I suppose the
hon. Member means not the whole of the Asian Powers but only China. Of course, China is interested in the cold war
because Russia is interested in the cold war, and naturally, they want to bring the cold war to our shores too. But I am
glad to say that the Prime Minister has avoided this attempt to bring India into the cold war; he is still trying by whatever
means he has in his possession to keep Asia out of the cold war.

Shri Ranga: As much of it as possible.

Dr. P. Subbarayan: As he has said himself: we still attach more importance to means than to ends. As long as we can say
that we are looking at the means and not at the ends, we shall be going in the right direction. But as regards our friends
on the opposite side, I think they do believe, whatever they may affirm, that ends justify means. That is what we want to
get away from. The end can never justify the means. If you really go about in the right way and in the right direction, you
would have accomplished what you want, and what you have accomplished will always remain, because the means you
adopted to get the success you have had has been righteous means. As long as that policy is maintained. I do not think
that even the Communist Party can quarrel with the foreign policy as followed by the Prime Minister. I think what has
always influenced him is the question of means and not the ends at all.

Though the situation is most delicate, I would still like to ask our friends this question. There have been these
Chinese maps published where the MacMohan Line has been entered into, if I may so put it in that manner. Of course,
they have said that this was a map produced in the times of Chiang Kaishek. Have they tried to correct that position?
Have they tried to admit the rights we have in the borders which have been there and which belong to us? Can at least
the Communist friends who claim influence with their counter-parts in China not maintain the position that this
country holds and at least claim the part of the county which belongs to us as ours? This is not doing anything wrong
either to their conscience or to their policy or to their tenets. It is only maintaining our own position.

It has been said time and again that we do not want to interfere with the internal policy of any Government. Do they
not realise that when the treaty was made between India and China, we gave up rights which we had at the time. We
could have said if we wanted that we were the successors to the British Government, and we were entitled to the
position we held in Tibet. And yet, because we felt that we should not follow the imperialist line, we on our own free will,
gave up the position we held there. Is that not proof enough to say that we are no more expansionists? And yet this
word ‘expansionist’ is being bandied about from day to day. Is this the way to create friendly relations? I would beg my
Communist friends and the Chinese authorities not to talk of expansionism because there is no question of expansionism
in this country at all. We want to maintain the territory which we have, and we want to live in terms of amity and
friendship with all nations, no matter of what colour the nations are. Our position is one of friendly relations with all
countries including our neighbour Pakistan. They are now coming out with the statement because this has happened,
that there may be a mutual military pact. I am glad the Prime Minister has categorically said that we do not want to enter
into any military alliances of any kind whatsoever. We maintain our position for peace, we maintained our position as a
non-aligned nation, at the same time, acting as occasion demands provided we are on the path of righteousness.

Shri S. A. Dange (Bombay City-Central): The problem presented during this debate is a very complicated problem.
It is not the problem of Tibet. It is the problem of our foreign policy. As far as that policy is concerned, it is well known
that the Communist Party supports in general the foreign policy of the Government of India as enunciated by Prime
Minister Shri Jawaharlal Nehru.

While we are supporting that policy, it does not mean that either the Prime Minister or the other countries,
whatever their governments, are quite infallible. I do not attribute infallibility either to the Prime Minister here or to the
Prime Minister of China or to the Prime Minister of Russia or to the Prime Minister of America.

Dr. P. Subbarayan: There is no Prime Minister in America.
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S. A. Dange: Therefore, while supporting the general foreign policy of Government, we can have points where here and
there we might have differences of opinion.

So, if it comes to a question of policy, our policy stands as it was. There is general support to the Prime Minister’s
policy of peace. Now, he himself has stated that on this question of Tibet, what ultimately has happened is that a little
crack has taken place in the feelings of friendliness between China and India and that Panchsheel has suffered a crack.
Now, when a crack takes place, naturally two sides have to advance together to heal the crack. For us in India, it is our
business to see how our side heals the crack. It is for the Chinese side to see how they advance on their side to heal the
crack. Therefore, I am looking at the question from that point of view only.

Some speakers have asked us many questions. Unfortunately, I have not got the text of the questions here. Neither
could I take them down as I am not shorthand writer.

An Hon. Member: You can remember them.

Shri S. A. Dange: Well, my memory is not so sharp as yours, sorry. Even then, I do not mind answering those questions
as far as I can remember them, here if there is time, outside on the rally, if you want it. Yes.

So, let us have a debate, and let us have a friendly debate, and I think this question should be resolved through a
friendly debate. (Interruptions).

Shri A. K. Gopalan (Kasergod): We were not interrupting them. What is this?

Shri S. A. Dange: Why do you interrupt, please?

It is a friendly debate as far as India and China are concerned. That is what I read in the press, and as far as the Prime
Minister is concerned, he has taken his stand on that.

I do not think he has been accused of expansionism as a part of his policy, nor do we maintain that Prime Minister
Nehru’s policy is a policy of expansionism. We do not maintain it, we do not say it, and we do not even think it. But
whether the speech that was heard here and some other speeches reflect expansionism or not? That is the point.

Some Hon. Member: No no. (Interruptions).

Shri S. A. Dange: Please. Do not interrupt at least on our side.

So, do not some of the political parties, when they make their statements, have some suggestions of expansionism?
But that suggestion is rather made on the basis of either. Tibet and we have cultural links therefore we are culturally one,
so, culturally Tibet is ours, but politically it is Chinese. The Chinese have committed aggression against Tibet which is
culturally ours; therefore, we must defend it. Slowly it goes over to expansionism. This is where that ‘culture’ logic leads
us.

Shri Raghunath Singh (Varanasi): Chinese logic!

Shri S. A. Dange: It is not that Acharya Kripalani is capable of expansionism or anything, that is not the suggestion at
all, because to practice expansionism, two things are required: firstly, political guts and secondly, real hard guns.

Acharya Kripalani: The Chinese have got.

S. A. Dange: Fortunately, the PSP has not got either of them. So, I am not accusing them of expansionism though they
may like to bask in the idea of being a greater and greater party and country and all that.

So, I am not taking up the question that they are raising just now here. Firstly, I am dealing with the position as it has
been stated by the Prime Minister, that he has no ideas of expansionism. I agree with that.

The question is: certain statements have been made by the Chinese side, and certain statements of theirs have been
denied by the Prime Minister, e.g. the Dalai Lama being held under duress. I do not think the first statement made was
that the duress was practiced by the Government of India. The Dalai Lama escaped under duress by the rebels, and in
fact, when the Prime Minister-he will excuse me-sometimes mentions that the Chinese do not observe the truth, may
I ask him one question? At one time it was suggested by him also that perhaps the Dalai Lama’s letters were not his own
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at all. Later on, the Dalai Lama himself acknowledged that the letter were his. Now where was the propriety and the
truth in this case?

Therefore, when the Prime Minister says that he feels hurt, I am sure he will also admit that the other side will also
feel hurt. Therefore, the hurt is on either side, and therefore it should be healed only by friendship.

Shri C. D. Pande (Naini Tal): On which side do you stand?

Shri S. A. Dange: I stand here in the Parliament of India. I hope you understand that. So, when I am saying that I support
the foreign policy of the Government of India and the Prime Minister particularly, I think you should know where I stand
and where the party stands.

Therefore, the first part of the problem is like this. The Prime Minister and even many of his supporters in the
Congress Party want this thing to be decided peacefully without any cold war being imported, and by friendly discussions
and talks. But on the Chinese side, of course, there is a difficulty. The difficulty is simply this.

If China as acknowledged by the Prime Minister was to have suzerainty over Tibet, and if Tibet is acknowledged to
be an autonomous region of the Chinese Republic, then naturally, diplomatically or in terms of international politics, the
question does not rise why we should discuss the Tibetan problem in India or anywhere else, in UNO or some place. It
is certainly the right of every country to decide the question of its own autonomous region. That is the only correct
position, and that position was also conceded even by the Prime Minister, That the problem of an autonomous region
should certainly be the responsibility of the suzerain Republic of China.

But, if we then try to tell them that they must do this and that, and if they consider that as an interference, then what
is wrong? They themselves have asked the question-it has appeared in the press already and I will repeat it for the benefit
of hon. Members. If they were to set up a committee on linguistic provinces of India, would that be right? Though these
States are autonomous, they are within the Union of India. Therefore, the Chinese Government would not be correct
in taking up the position that they should discuss and ask the Prime Minister as to what is happening in U.P which has
a common boundary with Tibet, or in Assam which has a common boundary with Tibet. Since they have shown that
much restraint, I think it would be right and friendly for us also to show some restraint, though some of us may
sympathise with the Tibetans.

Now, the question is: what is this sympathy for the Tibetans? If it is a question of sympathy for the Dalai Lama as the
head of the Buddhist religion, still he is the head of the Buddhist religion, then Panchsheel is not concerned with
Buddhism, nor is the Government of this concerned with Buddhism, because it is a secular State. It is concerned with
Buddhism as much as it is concerned with Hinduism, Christianity, Islam and so on. If it feels very much attracted towards
the maintenance of the head of the Buddhist Panth in Mussoorie, it should equally feel interested in maintaining the
heads of Islam or Hinduism or the other religions in India. If the poor among the Buddhists are to be maintained, to be
helped-I have no objection-every religions group may also ask: what about our poor being maintained?

Now, the point may be raised that this is a question of law and order, defence and security and so no. If that much
is the problem, I do not mind it. If 10,000 refugees got frightened in Tibet and they crossed over, I do not challenge the
honesty of the Government of India on that account because they allowed asylum to certain refugees. Well, we are a
very hospitable country since time immemorial and we give hospitality to both guests and invaders and every one. So,
hospitality is in our blood. I only want that these groups do not create new centres of friction between us and the
Chinese. That is all that I want to see, and that is exactly what the others do not wish to see.

So far as the Government of India are concerned, so far as words and theory are concerned, they are taking up the
attitude more or less of maintenance of Panchsheel, maintenance of friendliness and so on. I would plead that this
bitterness and challenging each other’s honesty and statement of facts should stop, because, after all, the Prime Minister
himself the other day in the Rajya Sabha, dealing with the Dalai Lama’s coming here and so on, was not sure of his facts,
because he cannot verify all the facts. Not that all the facts supplied to him by his officers are always wrong. No. But an
officer can go wrong. Officers’facts can be wrong. Therefore, he said: I believe it is so, I am not sure etc. That is certainly
the correct way to say.

So, I would say that the problem should be resolved on the basis of not importing cold war elements as far as the
Prime Minister and his supporters are concerned. For example, his statement which was made on April 27, is very good:
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but what do I find there? I do not think it was right to give currency to the idea in that statement that the Dalai Lama
had fled-it was his statement that I am quoting, not that the Prime Minister, is maintaining it that way-because Buddhism
was in danger and his religion to him was more precious than his life. If that was so, he should not have fled. That is
another matter. But then, if it is so, are we supporting that system of Buddhism? Are we officially going to lend support
to it? That would be a problem and that problem, as the Prime Minister stated in his statement, he has not resolved. Of
course, there is a sort of sympathy towards him. In fact, in that statement he gave us the fact that the poor young man
is just 24 years old. Certainly, a 70 year old statesman ought to feel a fatherly interest in a young man of 24. Certainly, the
Lama is inexperienced and all that, and I am sure the Prime Minister will advise him properly. But nobody charges the
Prime Minister with holding the Dalai Lama in duress. But then if you go round and tell the Indian people that he thinks
he is fighting for Buddhism and the protection of his religion by coming here, then I think that statement should be
verified and the Prime Minister should later on make that position clear.

As regards the questions which have been asked by these political parties, I think I have answered one or two
questions about the duress, about expansionism and so many other things. But I am not prepared to believe that some
of these gentlemen do not have expansionist words at least.

Shri C. K. Bhattacharya (West Dinajpur): What about the map?

Shri S. A. Danger: If our territory is shown in the Chinese map as theirs, the Chinese should correct it.

An Hon. Member: ‘If ’.

Shri S. A. Dange: Yes. I have not seen the map, because I did not attend that Afro-Asian Conference which Congressmen
and other parties and especially Shri Khadilkar attended with a magnifying glass!

Shri Ansar Harvani (Fatehpur): How long will it take the Chinese to correct the map? (Interruptions).

S. A. Dange: The Prime Minister himself has made a statement that he is taking up the question with the Chinese
Government and that they are going to settle it by peaceful means.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Kendrapara): But he has also said that the replies are very unsatisfactory.

Shri S. A. Dange: We should be realistic enough to know that if a line in a map is removed, that part of the country
does not go out of our hands. If people believe it will, they have a poor idea about maps and their values and a poor idea
about India’s own integrity also.

My hon. Friend, Acharya Kripalani, has given a very good advice to the Chinese. Of course, every one of us has to
give advice to everybody else. He asked: if they are so minded, instead of going over to Tibet, why did they not go over
to conquer Formosa and Quemoy? May I ask a separate question? Instead of going over to Tibet, why not ask the
Government of India to invade Goa first? (Interruptions). Advice is very simple. It is easier to liberate Tibet, if it is being
enslaved by China. But you dare not offend American imperialism because it will intervene. You know that China will
never go to war with India, whatever you do. Therefore, you have the guts to fight about it, but you have not the guts to
fight about Goa.

So, this advice about invading this territory and that territory is always useless. We know why we do not go to Goa,
why we do not do it. Therefore, this question of Tibet, as it is being understood, by my hon. Friends of the P.S.P is, I think,
a question which they more or less look at as a handle to fight the Communist Party.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Yes. (Interruptions).

Shri S. A. Dange: They are not worried about Tibet at all. They are not worried about anybody. Their whole problem
is ‘How can we fight the Communist Party?’ Gentlemen, you can fight us. We are here in our country. Let us fight.

I am told Acharya Kripalani the other day asked-he will correct me if I am wrong; I was not present here….

Acharya Kripalani: All these things are excused.

Shri S. A. Dange: Thank you very much for your magnanimity. I hope you do the same thing with regard to others also.
I am told Acharya Kripalani made a statement and asked: If the Chinese armies invade India, where will the Communists

be? Will they be with us?
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Acharya Kripalani: I asked a question. Let him reply to it now.

Shri S. A. Dange: I will reply now. Now, the Communist Party is not in the habit of waiting for foreign armies to
liberate India. We know these gentlemen who were waiting for Hitler to come through Stalingrad and to liberate them.
We know that. They were waiting for the Japanese army to enter Calcutta to liberate them. We are not waiting for any
army to come. We are not in the habit of waiting for foreign armies (Interruptions). At that time, it was claimed that they
were the followers of Mahatma Gandhi. Mahatma Gandhi never debated the question of the Germans or the Japanese
liberating them. But these gentlemen right in Yeravada, next door to me, were discussing that question, not the Acharya
himself. They were discussing ‘what would happen when Hitler would break through Stalingrad and we would just be out
of Yeravada?’

These were the dreams. But we have not got that habit of waiting for foreign armies to do our job, because we can
do it ourselves. We can die fighting for that job. We can either accomplish it or we can fail to accomplish it.

Shrimati Sucheta Kripalani (New Delhi): You were collaborating with the British during that time.

Shri S. A. Dange: We know your collaboration, what it is.

Now, it has been denied by some of these friends that they do not talk of expansionism. In that case, here is a
statement. I was just told that Shri Majumdar, Chairman of the Tibetan Conference-to be held in Calcutta-which is being
inaugurated by Acharya Kripalani, which is being presided over by Shri Jaya Prakash Narain and the dear young lady who
just now interrupted-said that they must fight for the independence of Tibet and end the suzerainty of China over Tibet.

Shrimati Sucheta Kripalani: For your information, we may add that we are not attending that conference; we have
nothing to do with that conference.

Shri S. A. Dange: Very good. So they will not now fight for the independence of Tibet. That is a good thing.

Now, there are one or two points. I do not know if I have left any question unanswered.

Acharya Kripalani: You have covered everything.

Shri S. A. Dange: That is good. He was doubtful whether I would answer his questions. I think that he is satisfied that
I have covered everything.

With regard to Tibet, there is one last point I want to make. What is the foundation of the whole thing? It is said that
the Tibetan people have risen in revolt against imperialist invasion. On this point, we should at least, to some extent,
believe the facts given by China. Just as we expect them to believe facts inside our country as given by us-as the Prime
Minister asks, ‘Why don’t you accept the facts as we give about our country?’-similarly they would ask ‘Why don’t you
believe facts as we give them for our country?’ There should be mutual belief.

With regard to Tibet, it is well-known that there is a serf system. There were 200,000 lamas attended by 800,000
Tibetans. They have a system by which these 800,000 give thousands maunds of ghee and butter as khand or rent to the
monasteries; the land is concentrated in the hands of the Bhikkus and there is a general feeling of revolt in the minds of
the Tibetan peasantry. This is the relation that subsists in Tibet, and naturally we, as a progressive country, ought to side
with the Tibetans. We as a progressive country, swearing by socialism, trying to carry out land reforms, trying to liberate
serfs in our country-that type of serfdom does not now exist here-we should sympathise with those Tibetans who are
trying to overthrow that system. Even the Time magazine, which represented the visit of Shri Morarji Desai so well in
America, has written that this lama system, this monastic system in Tibet is a system based on serfdom.

Now, these gentlemen want to continue that system. The Chinese and Tibetan peasantry want to do away with it.
Naturally, there was bound to be clash. I do not say there was clash. There was clash. But then stories told us as if there
was mis-firing of guns and that was why the Lama could go away or was kidnapped. There was something of an uprising
but the Chinese at first could not handle it-all these stories are funny stories. Will the Chinese who could put well-
armed shells at Quemoy which prevented the Seventh Fleet from coming nearer, will they misfire a shell on the Dalai
Lama’s palace?

An Hon. Member: Why not?
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Shri S. A. Dange: The Chinese guns were not manned by Acharya Kripalani. They would hit well; because they aim well,
they hit well, which, of course, could not be understood by my friend and he believes in these stories.

It was not a war of aggression nor was it a national uprising. Therefore, when we sympathise with China, I will plead
with the Prime Minister, please sympathise with the serfs first, with those who are rising against the Lama system, next,
with those who want to protect the serfs, that is the Chinese system of Government and its system of laws and
constitution and, if we have any quarrel with them with regard to certain accusations, let us sit down and argue about
those accusations and settle them without bringing in the arguments put forth by these other political parties.

Therefore, I do make a distinction between the standpoint of the Prime Minister and the standpoint of the other
parties, the use which the other parties are making of this happening and the way in which the Prime Minister wishes to
resolve that deadlock. That deadlock should be resolved on the basis of Panchsheel; that crack must be healed. But the
crack cannot be healed by simply saying: ‘We sympathise with the Tibetans.’ The crack can be healed by saying: ‘Yes’, as he
himself has said, ‘You have a right over Tibet; it is an autonomous region of yours and the Tibetan system of serfdom must
be overthrown surely and you are trying to carry out the reforms’. Those who want to rebel against it, if they want to
run away, let them run away.

An Hon. Member: Kill them.

Shri S. A. Dange: If they have come with arms, then, certainly they will be fought. It is not a question of killing.

After all, these refugees have come here. Well if it is a problem of their disturbing your economy, if you wish to assist
them for a time, do. But, are we going to maintain them at State expense? Are they really refugees of our country, as we
treated the refugees from Pakistan? In fact, the Pakistan refugees were treated worse than the refugees of Tibet in some
respects. Surely, I want to know why there is so much love flowing towards these Tibetan refugees. The love for the
other refugees is a little drying up and they are being thrown into Dandakaranya. Why are we very solicitous of the
7,000 ft. temperature for these Tibetan refugees which they require, for their health would suffer if they come down to
the plains?

I am not an expert on Buddhism but I thought that the Great Buddha did not live in the palace of the Birlas in his
own days. Neither did he eat from their plates. You know the story of the Buddha. When once a rich woman offered him
rice in a gold plate, he ate the rice and threw the gold plate in the river.

An Hon. Member: Here is a Buddha!

Shri S. A. Dange: But the present inheritor of Buddhism will eat the rice and sell the gold plate in the black market.
This is not the way in which we ought to show our sympathy…(Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I never try to interrupt the hon. Member. But taking a particular point and then saying that
the present Buddhists-the Buddhists all over the world and let nothing be said against them here-will eat the rice and
sell the gold plate in the black market is not right. He need not depend upon this point for developing his argument.
There are Buddhist and Buddhist; there are Hindus and Hindus. Shall we say that all Hindus are bad simply because one
man is bad?

Shri S. A. Dange: I am not referring…(Interruptions).

Shri Raghunath Singh: Sir, this should be withdrawn.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Shri S. A. Dange: I am not referring to the Buddhists as such at all. I am referring to the monasteries we have built; I
am referring to the muths we have built. Even the Prime Minister and the Congress Party are moving a Bill in order to
control the funds of muths. Does it mean that these muths have become bad and black-marketeers. But, a religion
deteriorates from its pristine purity and becomes its own opposite when it tries to cultivate wealth, land and serf rights
and so on. The system deteriorates. That is why I say this.

I am quite sure that the Dalai Lama is a good Buddhist. I am quite sure that the 10,000 Buddhist refugees who have
come here are good Buddhists. Like good Buddhists, let them go round and live according to what Buddha preached.
They should not compel us and ask funds from the Government of India.
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Dr. Ambedkar when he wrote his book on Buddhist Sangha said few things are necessary for the Buddhist, viz., three
pieces of cloth, a needle and thread and a bowl in order to take rice and drink water. They go begging and live on alms
given and, for the rainy season, take shelter in a cottage. This is the original system. Therefore, I am just pleading that the
really good democratic principles of Buddhism should be practiced by the present inheritors of Buddhist traditions. That
is what I am pleading for. I am not charging that they have gone into the black market or anything like that. It is a
misunderstanding which has been created (Interruptions). Therefore, I certainly accept…

Mr. Speaker: General remarks about a whole community may be resented.

Shri S. A. Dange: I am saying that the innate Buddhist instincts of these people will enable them to relieve the Prime
Minister and the Treasury of the burden of looking after their health, looking after the questions of their shelter and
after the question of law and order.

Finally, I would appeal to the Prime Minister not to get under the pressure of certain political parties to hustle up
the question in such a way that the Panchsheel is more or less blown up in action. Though preserved in theory, it may be
blown up in practice. That is what I would plead with him.

Certainly if there is a vendetta against the Communist party, let us fight it within the border; let us fight it out. But
that is not the question. The question here is not of the Communist party and the other parties, the Communist Party
of India or the P.S.P. The question here is of friendly relations between China and India.

 I am quite sure that the Acharya is dead set that the Chinese can never be friendly with us. But I do not think that
is the attitude either of the Government of India or of the whole of Congress Ministry. Therefore, I would again plead,
let sober thoughts prevail and let this bitterness not increase.

As far as I know the Chinese themselves have tried to be sober (Interruptions). Let me cite one example. I may tell
you from my own experience that in the Chinese Press and in the Soviet Press, since friendly relations were established
with India and the Panchsheel declarations were signed, their Press has refused scrupulously to publish news of firing
and strikes in India. I raised this question: ‘Why did not these people publish these news?’ They said, ‘it might hurt the
feelings of the Prime Minister. It might hurt the feelings and disturb Panchsheel. Therefore, we do not wish to publish the
happenings about these things’. That Press has scrupulously kept away the news even when a hundred people were being
shot dead in the streets of Bombay. Why have they done it? They have done it because they want to keep friendly
relations with our country. If such a Press is a little bitter on this Tibetan question, let us understand that there is ground
for being bitter. Therefore, let us overcome it and state facts as they are. I hope the whole thing will be resolved by
mutual negotiations and the Panchsheel crack will be healed, though it may be to the disliking of Acharya Kripalani who
wants to lead his Army into China.

Mr. Speaker: Shri Sivaraj.

Raja Mahendra Pratap (Mathura): Sir, the atmosphere has become poisonous.

If you allow me then it will become clear. (Interruptions.) May I say a word, Sir?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Siva Raj (Chingleput-Reserved-Sch. Castes): Sir, the Prime Minister’s statement both in the Rajya Sabha and
elsewhere has dealt with every aspect of the situation without fear or favour of China and in a sober and solemn
manner, befitting his position as the Prime Minister of India and also as one of the world’s great leaders. In fact, in…

Mr. Speaker: There is too much noise in the House. Will the hon. Member come forward?

Shall I call upon the Prime Minister at 2-30?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know when you may conclude this debate. By 2.30? There is other business at 2.30.

Mr. Speaker: It must be concluded by 2.45. The debate started at a quarter past 12. We have allotted 2 and half hours.
If it is the desire of the House, this may go to some other day; I have no objection.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: It is not my desire, of course; not at all.
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Mr. Speaker: We must conclude it by 2.45.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: If necessity  arises I shall speak only for five minutes!

Some Hon. Member: No, no.

Mr. Speaker: I shall request the hon. Prime Minister to speak at 2.30. He could go on for 15 minutes.

Shri Siva Raj: I was saying that the Prime Minister-both in the Rajya Sabha and elsewhere-has dealt with the problem
in a very sober and a solemn manner and befitting his position. In that view, I feel that this discussion that we have today
is somewhat superfluous, but I welcome this discussion. In the first place, because it affords yet another occasion for this
House and the people of India to express their views and thereby to strengthen the hands of our Prime Minister in
tackling what is undoubtedly a very delicate and difficult problem.

I also welcome this discussion because it gives me an opportunity on behalf of the Parliamentary group of the
Republican Party of India to associate itself with the sentiments expressed by Shri Khadilkar and other Members who
have dealt with this question.

I would like to take this opportunity to state the views of our party. In the first place I want to state that we fully
endorse the views shared by the Prime Minister in this matter.

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

Secondly, we feel that in the final analysis this question should be left to be solved and settled by China and Tibet
together. We also would like to see that the Prime Minister uses his good offices and his eminent position to bring them
together for such a settlement. We feel that it is our moral obligation to make the Dalai Lama feel at home and to give
all protection. We also feel that the Tibetans must be given the freedom of movement to carry on their lawful avocations
and trade even as the Chinese had been enjoying and are enjoying in our land.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: There ought not to be loud talks. We can presume that those who stay in this Hall do stay for
the sake of listening and not of talking.

Shri Siva Raj: But what we could not understand is China’s attitude towards India. We do not understand why China
is so irritable. Its irritability is one which we cannot understand. It may be due to the fact that China thinks that India is
a stumbling block to her career of red imperialism. Or does she think that India is really making great success of
democracy and democratic planning? Or, does she understand our friendliness or rather misunderstands our friendliness
for our weakness? Anyway, this question has touched and aroused the moral conscience of the world for whatever
reason it may be.

One of the reasons why I was not happy about this debate so far is that there has never been that correct approach
to the discussion of this situation. Some speeches were either political in their approach or they had an ideological
approach. The real approach ought to be moral. The point is that we have always supported the idea of any people
enjoying their own freedom and their own way of life. Rightly or wrongly, the Tibetans have chosen a way of life and I find
that it is the most democratic way of life in the sense that they choosed their leader, the Dalai Lama, in a very democratic
way and thereafter chose to worship him. We are of course accustomed here to put stones in temples and worship
them, but there they choose a living human being and worship him. That is the set-up that they have got and the people
willingly sacrifice and surrender whatever rights they have in devotion and worship of the Dalai Lama.

I think my friend Shri Dange was speaking without his books when he referred to the kind of Buddhism that exists
in Tibet. There, it is the case of the whole population of Tibet sacrificing what little they have to see that the Dalai Lama
is respected, worshipped and almost protected by their devotion.

Whatever may be the reason that had prompted this movement in Tibet, the fact remains that China as a suzerain
power should have stood her words, namely, guaranteeing the autonomy of Tibet. It would not be proper for China to
interferer with the internal life and internal affairs of Tibet. What they should be worried about was to see whether
Tibet will by her action affect her security and their peace and their tranquility. The Chinese ought to be worried about
their border. One will begin to doubt the sincerity of China when she says that she is for the autonomy of Tibet. Of late,
she has changed her position and says Tibet is not a protectorate, it is not a country and so on and so forth. So far as we
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are concerned, we have always expressed-not merely from the floor of this House but the people of India in different
ways have expressed sympathy and concern over the sufferings of people who are agitated and struggling for liberation
and freedom. If in Tibet, it happens that the people want to have their own way of life and practice it in their own
country, it ought to be our concern to see that the country, namely, China, is approached in a manner so as to help those
people to realise their ambition.

We feel that the Prime Minister should use, as I said, his good offices to get round China to his point of view. As the
Prime Minister himself has pointed out, these feelings-not one of hostility actually but feelings of misunderstanding-
towards India are temporary, and it is possible for the Prime Minister with his influence in world politics to bring about
a settlement between Tibet and China. I do not want to take one side or the other. It is very unfortunate that the debate
has so far proceeded on party lines. There is no room for party discussions at all on this question. Whatever we may do,
let us not forget our mission, as a country which through the ages, more particularly during the period of Asoka, spread
her message of peace and goodwill and human happiness.

Jh cztjkt flag % mik/;{k egksn;] frCcr dk ekeyk ,d cgqr uktqd ekeyk gS vkSj eq>s bl ckr dh izlUurk gS fd ;gka ij
tks dqN dgk x;k gS og cgqr gh fjLVªsaV ds lkFk dgk x;k gSA eq>s izlUurk gS fd vkt dE;qfuLV ikVhZ ds izoDrk us Hkh vius
pÎ¹Vdks.k esa og ujeh fn[kkbZ gS tks fd igys izkIr ugha FkhA ,slk izrhr gksrk gS fd ewYd dh jk¶Vªh; Hkkoukvksa us tks dqN vius
dks O;Dr fd;k mlls gekjs dE;qfuLV fe=kksa us dqN lcd lh[kk gSA ysfdu eq>s vk¶p;Z gqvk tcfd dE;qfuLV izoDrk us ;g dgk
fd fd mÙkj izns¶k vkSj fcgkj esa dsUnz dh ljdkj vxj dksbZ n[ky ns rks lEHkor% og mlh rjg gksxk ftl rjg dh frCcr esa phu
dh ljdkj dk n[ky gSA eq>s rks ;g ckr lqu dj vk¶p;Z gh gqvk vkSj lEHkor% dE;qfuLV izoDrk egksn; us og ,xzhesaV ugha i<+k
ftlesa ;g dgk x;k gSA

“The Tibetan regional government would voluntarily carry out the reforms, without interference from the Chinese Central
Government and that latter would assist the Tibetan people.”

vc tgka rd frCcr esa fjQkElZ djus dk loky gS] lq/kkj djus dk loky gS mlds fy, rks phu dh xouZesaV Hkh ;g ekurh

gS fd frCcr dh tks vUn#uh ljdkj gS frCcru jhtuy xouZesaV gS mldk dke ;g lq/kkj djuk gS vkSj ;g dke phu dh ljdkj

dk ugha gSA

vkt ogka ij ykek¶kkgh ds tks dqN tqYe gksrs gSa mUgsa [kRe djus ds fy, phu dh ljdkj ;fn dqN djs rks mldk leFkZu

dgha nwljh txg ls gks] eSa le>rk gwa fd ;g ,d ,slh pht gS ftl ij fd xEHkhjrk ls fopkj djus dh t:jr gSA vly esa ekeyk

dqN vkSj gh gSA lu~ 1951 esa phu vkSj frCcr esa tks djkj gqvk Fkk mlesa rks frCcr dks frCcr gh dgk x;k FkkA mldh igyh gh

/kkjk dgrh gSA

“Tibet would enjoy regional autonomy”

ysfdu lu~ 1954 es tks ,xzhesaV gqvk og ;g FkkA

“The Republic of India and the People’s Republic of China on trade and intercourse between the Tibetan region of China and
India.”

pkj lky ds ckn ge ns[krs gSa fd frCcr dk uke frCcr ls gV dj frCcr jhtu~ cu tkrk gSA vc 4] 5 lky ds ckn ,d
nwljh fLFkfr iSnk gksrh gS vkSj og ;g fd phu dh ljdkj dks lEHkor% ;g vf/kdkj izkIr gks x;k gS fd og frCcr ds vUnj viuh
QkStsa ysdj ?kql tk; vkSj ogka ij vkUrfjd lq/kkjksa dks djsa] ;g ubZ fLFkfr tks iSnk gks xbZ gS bl dks gesa xEHkhjrkiwoZd v/;u djuk
iM+sxkA eSa ekurk gw¡ fd gekjh ljdkj dks vFkok fgUnqLrku ds ukxfjdksa dks ;g g+d gkfly ugha gS fd og phu ds vUn:uh ekeyksa
esa dksbZ n[ky nsa] ;g Bhd gS fd ge frCcr ds vUn:uh ekeyksa esa dksbZ n[ky u nsa ysfdu ,d ckr vo¶; Lohdkj djuh iM+sxh
fd gekjk tks ut+nhdh eqYd gS] uScj gS mles tks dqN ?kVuk,a gksrh gS mudk vlj gekjs Åij iM+s fcuk ugha jg ldrk vkSj ;gh
ugha fd gekjk mlls lkaLÑfrd lEcU/k gS vkSj mu ?kVukvksa dk vlj gekjs Åij Hkh iM+us okyk gS cfYd blfy;s Hkh fd dgh ogka
?kfVr gksus okyh ?kVukvksa ls gekjh viuh vkt+knh ij rks dksbZ vkap vFkok [krjk vkus okyk vFkok iSnk gksus okyk ugha gSA dE;qfuLV
ikVhZ ds izoDrk us dgk gS fd phu ls dHkh fgUnqLrku dks [krjk ugha gksxkA eS vk¶kk d:axk fd ;g ckr ges¶kk dk;e jgsA gekjs



68 INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES

ns¶k ds ukxfjd dHkh ;g ugha pkgsaxs fd phu ls gesa dksbZ [krjk gks ;k phu dks ge ls dksbZ [krjk gksA ge lnk ls ¶kkfUr fiz; jgs
gS vkSj ge pkgrs gSa fd phu ls gekjs lEcU/k fe=krkiw.kZ cus jgsa vkSj og ns¶k vius n¶kZu vkSj fQ+ykl+Qh ds eqrkfcd viuk fodkl
djs vkSj mUufr djs ysfdu tgak ge ;g pkgrs gSa ogka ge ;g Hkh pkgrs gSa fd ge ftl rjg ls vius thou dks O;rhr djuk pkgsa
vkSj viuh thou dks O;rhr djus fn;k tk;A

ysfdu blh ds lkFk&lkFk tc phu ds uD¶kksa esa dqN bl rjg dh ckrsa Nirh gSa vkSj muds ud¶kksa esa gekjs ns¶k dh VSfjVksjht+
dks phu dk fgLlk n¶kkZ;k tkrk gS rks gesa t+jk nq%[k gksrk gSA gesa nq%[k gksrk gS tc phu dh rFkkdfFkr ikfyZ;kesaV ds vUnj dqN
bl rjg dh ckrsa dgh tkrh gSa fd phu eSd eksgu ykbu dks Hkkjr vkSj phu dks ckaVus okyh ykbu ugha ekurk vkSj mudh vksj
ls ;g dgk tkrk gS fd og bl fo¹k; dks Hkkjr ls r; djuk pkgrs gSaA ;g rks Bhd gS fd og bl ekeys dk gy Hkkjr ls ¶kkfUre;
rjhdksa ij py dj djsaxs] ,slk mUgksaus dgk gS ysfdu tks bPNk,a mUgksaus O;Dr dh gSa mu bPNkvksa dh iwfrZ dksbZ vklku iwfrZ ugha
gSA bl rjg dk [;ky j[kuk vkSj ;g dguk fd fgUnqLrku dk dksbZ ukxfjd bDliSaf¶k;fuLV ikWfylh ij pyuk pkgrk gS ;k
bEihfj;fyLV ikWfylh ij pyuk pkgrk gS Bhd ugha gS D;ksafd vxj dksbZ ,slh ckr jgh gksrh rks frCcr esa vkt fgUnqLrku dh ljdkj
dk vf/kdkj gks ldrk Fkk vkSj og vius vf/kdkj dks frCcr esa [kRe djus dh ckr ugha lksprhA geus mls [kRe fd;k vkSj lgh
rkSj ij [kRe fd;k ysfdu ;g eq>s cM+s nq%[k ds lkFk dguk iM+rk gS fd tc geus vius vf/kdkj dks [kRe fd;k rc geus bl
ckr dh ft+n ugha fd fd phu ljdkj dks Hkh ;g pkfg;s fd og viuh izHkqlÙkk frCcr ij Fkksius dh dksf¶k¶k u djsaA lu~ 1951
esa tks djkj gqvk mls ge dg ldrs gSa fd og ,d rjg ls csch eMZj gqvk vkSj lu~ 1951 dk d+jkj f¶k¶kq gR;k dgh tk ldrh
gS ftlds fd vUrxZr frCcr dh vkt+knh dk guu fd;k x;kA vkt tc ge ;g ekurs gSa fd frCcr ,d vkVksuksel jhtu gS] bls
fgUnqLrku dh ljdkj ekurh gS vkSj phu dh Hkh ljdkj ogka ij viuh Q+kStsa ;g dg dj Hkst jgh gS fd ogka ij nykbZ ykek tks
dqN djuk pkgrs gS mls ogka dh turk ugha pkgrh ;k dksbZ nwljh ckr gS] eSa fuosnu djuk pgw¡xk fd ;g phtsa dg dj vkt frCcr
ds vUnj tks phuh QkStsa ?kqlsM+h xbZ gS og phu dh ljdkj dksbZ vPNk dke ugha dj jgh gSA

bl {ÉÞ¹BHkwfe esa mik/;{k egksn;] gesa ;g tku ysuk pkfg;s fd ;g iaNsu ykek dkSu lkgc gSaA ;g lkgc igys tks phu ds
dqferkax ljdkj Fkh mlds lkFk gksrs Fks vkt ogh iaNsu ykek phu dh orZeku lkE;oknh ljdkj dh Hkkoukvksa dks O;Dr djrs gSa
vkSj mudh vkokt eSa viuh vkokt feyk jgs gSaA vkt phu ljdkj us frCcr dk izfrfuf/kRo djus ds fy, mudks ekU;rk nh gSA
vc eSa nykbZ ykek vkSj iaNsu ykek ds ekeys esa T;knk ugha tkuk pgrk vkSj u gh eq>s bldk dksbZ vf/kdkj gS fd eSa muds ckjs
esa dqN vkSj viuh Hkkouk,a O;dRk d:a ysfdu bruk t:j gS fd tgka rd fd fgUnqLrku ds vius ÝafV;lZ dh lqj{kk dk loky
gS mlesa fgUnqLrku dk ,d&,d ukxfjd cgqr fnypLih j[krk gS vkSj gekjs ns¶k dh lqj{kk dh vkSj mldh Hkwfe ij fdlh Hkh fons¶kh
}kjk fdlh izdkj dk buØkspesaV fd;k tkuk mls lgk ugha tk;sxkA vc tSls fd phu esa Nis uD¶kksa esa gekjs Hkkjro¹kZ ds dqN fgLls
dks phu dk Hkkx fn[kyk;k x;k gS vkSj vxj dHkh bl rjg dh dksbZ gekjs fgLls ij buØkspesaV gksus okyh ckr gks rks mlesa rks
fgUnqLrku ds gj ,d ukxfjd vkSj cPps&cPps dks xgjh fnypLih ysuh iM+sxh vkSj ;g Li¹V :i ls dguk iM+sxk fd ge bldks
dHkh vkSj fdlh gkykr esa cnkZ¶r ugha dj ldsaxsA

vkt ge ij ;g nks¶kkjksi.k fd;k tk jgk gS fd ge yksx bDliSaf¶kfuLV ikWfylh ij py jgs gSa vkSj mlds fy;s fdUgha ikfVZ;ksa
vkSj O;fDr;ksa ij muds }kjk vk{ksi yxk;k tk jgk gS vkSj nwljh vksj fgUnqLrku ds iz/kkuea=kh dh iz¶kalk dh tkrh gS ysfdu eSa vius
mu fe=kksa dks ;g crykuk pkgrk gwa fd blesa mudks D;k ,srjkt gS vxj dqN nwljh ikfVZ;ka viuh uhfr ds eqrkfcd lgh ckr dguk
pkgrh gSaA tgka rd fd phu dh viuh izHkqlÙkk dk lEcU/k gS geus dHkh Hkh phu dh rjQ vka[k mBk dj ugha ns[kk gSA fgUnqLrku
ds gj ,d ukxfjd us phu dh ljdkj dks ;w0,u0vks0 esa ekU;rk fnykus ds fy, viuh vkokt mBkbZ gS ysfdu vxj phu fdlh
nwljs ewYd ij vfrØe.k djus yxs vkSj dksbZ ,slh ckr djus yxs tks fd mfpr vkSj U;k;laxr u gks rks flQZ blfy;s fd pwafd
phu gekjk fe=k gS blfy;s mlds fo#) ge dksbZ vkokt+ u mBk;sa vkSj viuk fojks/k izdV u djsa] eSa le>rk gwa fd ;g ,d ,slh
ckr gS ftl ij fd xEHkhjrk ls fopkj djus dh t:jr gSA

dE;wfuLV ikVhZ ds oDrk egksn; us ;g dgk fd ns¶k dh dqN jktuSfrd ikfVZ;ka frCcr dh ?kVuk dks ysdj tks dqN dg jgh
gSa og okLro esa dE;qfuLV ikVhZ dks uhpk fn[kkus] mlls yM+us ds fy;s vkSj mlls Q+k;nk mBkus ds fy;s dg jgh gSaA esjk dguk
;g gS fd fgUnqLrku dh mu jktuSfrd ikfVZ;ksa dks ftudh viuh uhfr fgUnqLrku dh ljt+ehu ls gh curh gS mudks fdlh nwljs
dks [kRe djus ds fy;s fdlh nwljs dh enn ysus dh t+:jr ugha gSA bfrgkl bl ckr dk lk{kh gS fd lu~ 1942 ds Lok/khurk
laxzke ds nkSjku gekjs bu Hkkjrh; lkE;oknh fe=kksa us D;k fd;k vkSj blds fy, mUgsa fdlh nwljh jktuSfrd ikVhZ us jk; ugha nh
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FkhA bl ns¶k esa ogh ikVhZ ¶kfDr¶kkyh cusxh vkSj mUufr djsxh ftldh uhfr ns¶k ds fgr esa gksxh vkSj ftldk y{; turk dh lsok
djuk gksxkA blfy;s gekjs Hkkjrh; lkE;oknh fe=kksa dh ;g f¶kdk;r gS fd vU; jktuSfrd ikfVZ;ka frCcr ds loky dks ysdj mUgsa
blfy, nckus dh dksf¶k¶k dj jgh gSa fd mudh ¶kfDr fujUrj c<+rh tk jgh gS] lgh ugha gS vkSj eSa le>rk gwa fd ;g ,d ekus
esa leL;k dks ihNs ys tkuk gS vkSj lgh leL;k dh rjQ /;ku nsuk ugha gSA eSa ekurk gwa fd frCcr dk elyk fgUnqLrku dh fons¶k
uhfr ls xgjk lEcU/k j[krk gSA eSa rks Hkkjr ljdkj ls bl ckr dh vk¶kk djrk fd 1951 dk tks djkj gqvk mls og vLohdkj
djs vkSj og ;g dgs fd ftl rjg ge viuh izHkqlÙkk dks [kRe djrs gSa mlh rjg phu dh ljdkj Hkh frCcr ij ls viuh izHkqlÙkk
dks [kRe djsA vkf[kj ;g izHkqlÙkk fdl ls izkIr gqbZ\ frCcr ds Åij phu dh izHkqlÙkk dh tks ckr dgh tkrh gS rks og lqtjSUVh
dE;qfuLV ikVhZ dh uhfr ls ugha feyh gS cfYd og rks mu djkjksa ls feyh Fkh tks fd muds chp gq, FksA vc pwafd phu dh izHkqlÙkk
frCcr ij dk;e gS blfy;s ge ogka ij Q+kStsa Hkst ldrs gSa vkSj tks dqN ogka ij phu ljdkj }kjk fd;k tk jgk gS Bhd gS] eSa

le>rk gwa fd ;g bl leL;k dks ns[kus dk lgh n f¹Vdks.k ugha gSA

vc nykbZ ykek us tks Hkkjr esa vkdj ¶kj.k yh vkSj nwljs frCcrh ¶kj.kkFkhZ ;gka Hkkjr esa vk jgs gSa rks mudks ¶kj.k nsuk ;g
rks Hkkjr dh viuh ijEijkvksa ds loZFkk vuqdwy gSaA

vc vxj ogka frCcr esa dksbZ xM+cM+ gks vkSj ogka ij fdUgha yksxksa ds }kjk turk dk ¶kks¹k.k gks jgk gks rks ml ¶kks¹k.k dks nwj

djus ds fy;s ;g dgka rd mfpr gksxk fd ge ;k phu ogka ij muds chp esa n[ky vankt djsA bl ¶kks¹k.k dk vUr djuk rks

Lo;a ogka dh turk dk dke gSA blds vfrfjDr D;k gekjs fy, ;g eku ysuk lgh gksxk fd ml eqYd esa ftldh fd ,d frgkbZ

vkcknh ekDlZ dh gSa] ogka ij pkjksa vkSj ¶kks¹k.k vkSj xM+cM+ py jgh gS \ ysfdu vxj ¶kks¹k.k ogka ij gks Hkh jgk gks rks ¶kks¹k.k dk

dkSu leFkZu djrk gSA ¶kks¹k.k dks rks [kRe gh fd;k tkuk pkfg;sA ¶kks¹k.k dk leFkZu djus dk rks dksbZ loky gh ugha mBrk gS ysfdu

loky ;g gS fd og fdlh ,tsalh ds }kjk gks fdl lk/ku ls gks ;g lkspus dh pht gSA phu dh dE;qfuLV ljdkj djs ;k dksbZ

vkSj djs ;g loky ugha gSA fgUnqLrku dh dE;qfuLV ikVhZ] ihfdax ds ihiYt Msyh us] phu ljdkj us vkSj :l dh tks lekpkj

,tsalh gS bl lcus ,d rjg dh ckrsa dgh gSaA bu ckrksa ds ihNs D;k jkt gS\ ge ;g eku ysrs gSa fd phu gekjs Åij geyk ugha

djsxkA ysfdu vkt ugha ipkl lky ckn ,slh fLFkfr vk ldrh gSA rks gedks vHkh ls ;g ns[kuk gksxk fd gesa Hkfo¹; esa phu ls

;k fdlh nwljs eqYd ls rks [krjk iSnk ugha gksxkA mlls gedks vkxkg gksuk pkfg;s gesa ;g ns[kuk pkfg;s fd frCcr esa tks dqN

gks jgk gS og lgh gS ;k ugha] vkSj vxj lgh ugha gS rks ml ij gedks viuh jk; O;Dr djuh gksxhA gesa ;g dguk gksxk fd ge

phu ds fe=k gSa vkSj mls lnk Qyrk&Qwyrk ns[kuk pkgrs gSa ysfdu vxj phu dh rjQ ls fgUnqLrku dh vktknh ds fy, Hkfo¹;

esa Hkh [krjk iSnk gksus dh lEHkkouk gks ldrh gS rks ge pqi ugha djsaxs] ge ml fLFkfr dk fojks/k djsaxsA vkt fgUnqLrku dh turk

us ;g lkQ rkSj ls fn[kyk fn;k gS fd frCcr esa tks dqN gqvk gS mls fgUnqLrku dh turk ilUn ugha djrhA bldk eq[; dkj.k

;g gS fd ;g fgUnqLrku ds fy, ,d utnhdh loky gSA vxj vkt uSiky] HkwVku ;k flfDde esa dqN ,slk gks fd ogka dk cQj

VwVrk gks] vkSj mls gekjh vktknh ds fy, Hkfo¹; esa [krjk iSnk gks ldrk gS rks gesa ml rjQ /;ku nsuk gksxkA fgUnqLrku ds iz/

kkuea=kh vkSj dkaxzsl ikVhZ vkSj nwljh jktuhfrd ikfVZ;ka tks bldk fojks/k djrh gSa] rks bl ckjs esa mudk viuk n f¹Vdks.k gks ldrk

gSA eSa dguk pkgwaxk fd fdlh jktuhfrd ikVhZ ij ;g vkjksi yxkuk fd og bldk vejhdk ls izHkko ds dkj.k ;k muds balfij'ku

ds dkj.k fojks/k dj jgh gS vuqfpr gksxkA ,slk rks ogh yksx dg ldrs gSa tks fd nwljksa ls balfijs'ku ysrs gSaA ;gka ds rks T;knkrj

yksx ,sls gSa tks fd fdlh nwljs ls balfijs¶ku ugha ysrsA ge rks ifjLFkfr;ksa ds vuqlkj viuh uhfr fu/kkZfjr djrs gSaA gekjs fy,

fdlh nwljs ls vkns¶k ysus dk loky gh iSnk ugha gksrkA dqN ,sls yksx gSa ftuds ckjs es ;g loky mB ldrk gS D;ksafd og nwljksa

ls balfij'ku ysrs gSaA

rks eSa fuosnu d:axk fd frCcr dk elyk ,d uktqd elyk gS ysfdu bl loky ij fgUnqLrku dh turk viuk Li"V er

u ns vius fopkj O;Dr u djs blfy;s fd ;g dgk tk;sxk fd ogka ge ,DlIyk;Vs'ku dk;e j[kuk pkgrs gSa] ;g dguk Bhd ugha

gksxkA eSa vk'kk d:axk fd gekjs dE;qfuLV fe=kksa ds n f"Vdks.k esa ifjorZu gksxkA vkSj og bl rjhds ls jgsaxs vkSj lkspsaxs fd fgUnqLrku

dh ljtehu dk fgr muds eu esa fdlh Hkh nwljs ns'k ds fgr ls Åij gksxkA gekjs vkil esa erHksn gks ldrs gSa] vkSj ge

fHkUu&fHkUu rjhds ls lksp ldrs gSaA gks ldrk gS fd geesa dksbZ xyr lksprk gks ysfdu vius ns'k ds izfr rks gekjk lcls igys
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drZO; gksuk pkfg;sA rks eSa vk'kk djrk gwa fd gekjs iz/kkuea=kh fgUnqLrku dh Hkkoukvksa dk vknj djrs gq, ,slk iz;kl djsaxs fd ftlls

frCcr dh vUn:uh LorU=krk dk;e j[kh tk ldsA

eSa blds lkFk gh ;g fuosnu Hkh djuk pkgrk gwa fd vxj geus lu~ 1951 dk le>kSrk u ekuk gksrk rks vkt ;g loky iSnk

gh u gksrkA lu~ 1951 esa bl izns'k dks frCcr dgk x;k] lu~ 1954 esa bldks frCcr jhtu~ dgk x;k vkSj vc lu~ 1959 esa ge

ns[krs gSa fd phuh lsuk;sa mlesa izos'k dj jgh gSaA ;g phtsa gekjs lkeus Hkfo"; dh ?kVukvksa dks vafdr djrh gSaA gesa Hkfo"; ds fy,

vxkg jguk pkfg;s vkSj lkspuk pkfg, fd gedks D;k [krjk iSnk gks ldrk gSaA bu 'kCnksa ds lkFk eSa pkgwaxk fd frCcr ds elys

ij fgUnqLrku dh ljdkj dksbZ lgh :[k ys vkSj dgs fd ge ges'kk phu ds fe=k jguk pkgrs gSa] ysfdu gesa ;g Li"V dj nsuk

pkfg, fd bl fe=krk ds uke ij vxj gels ;g dgk tk;sxk fd ge ,Dlisa'kfuLV ikWfylh cjr jgs gSa ;k vejhdk ds dgus ij

ge bl rjg dh uhfr viuk jgs gSa] rks ge bldks cnkZ'r ugha djsaxsA

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Shri Vajpayee.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: I have been in China, I have lived in China…

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I have called Shri Vajpayee.

Jh oktis;h ¼cyjkeiqj½ % mik/;{k egksn;] bl ckr ls bUdkj ugha fd;k tk ldrk fd frCcr dh ?kVukvksa ds dkj.k Hkkjr

vkSj phu ds lEcU/k esa ruko iSnk gks x;k gSA ysfdu bl ruko dk mÙkjnkf;Ro Hkkjr ds Åij ugha gSA

tc ls phu esa dE;qfuLV 'kklu vk;k] P;kaxdkbZ'ksd ds lkFk cM+s eS=khiw.kZ % lEcU/k gksrs gq, Hkh Hkkjr us u;s phu dk Lokxr
fd;k vkSj lalkj ds jk"Vªksa esa mls lEeku dk LFkku feys bl ds fy;s ge us mu ls c<+ dj iz;Ru fd;kA gekjs iz;Ruksa dks ns[k
dj dHkh&dHkh ,slk yxk fd eqnbZ lqLr gS vkSj xokg pqLr gSA geus phu dh odkyr dh D;ksafd ge le>rs Fks fd dE;qfuTe ls
gekjk erHksn gksrs gq, Hkh ;fn phu dh turk ml ekxZ dk voyEcu djrh gS rks ;g ml dk iz'u gSa] vkSj fHkUu&fHkUu thou

i)fr;ksa ds gksrs gq, Hkh Hkkjr vkSj phu fe=krk ds lkFk jg ldrs gSaA ysfdu bl fe=krk dks igyk vk?kkr yxk ml fnu tc frCcr

dks phu dh lsukvksa us eqDr fd;kA gekjs iz/kkuea=kh us mlh le; iwNk Fkk fd frCcr dks fdl ls eqDr fd;k tk jgk gSa] frCcr ij

fdlh ns'k dh xqykeh ugha FkhaA Hkkjr frCcr dk fudVre iM+kslh gSA vrhr ds bfrgkl esa vxj ge pkgrs rks frCcr dks vius lkFk

feykus dk iz;Ru dj ldrs Fks] ysfdu vkt tks phu ds usrk Hkkjr ij foLrkjoknh gksus dk vkjksi yxkrs gSa] os ;g Hkwy tkrs gSa

fd ge us dHkh Hkh frCcr dks vius lkFk feykus dk iz;Ru ugha fd;kA frCcr NksVk gSA ysfdu ge us ml ds i Fkd vfLrRo dk

leknj fd;kA ge us frCcr dh Lora=krk dk lEeku fd;k] vkSj ge vk'kk djrs Fks fd phu Hkh ,slk gh djsxkA ysfdu dE;qfuLVksa

ds rjhds vyx gksrs gSaA muds 'kCnksa dh ifjHkk"kk;sa vyx gksrh gSaA tc og xqyke cukuk pkgrs gSa rks dgrs gSa fd ge eqDr djus
tk jgs gSa] vkt tc og neu dj jgs gSa rks dgrs gS fd lq/kkj djus tk jgs gSaA vxj dgha lq/kkj djuk gS rks ftUgsa lq/kjk cukuk
gS mu esa lq/kkj dh izo fÙk iSnk gksuk pkfg;sA lq/kkj Åij ls ugha yknk tk ldrkA ysfdu frCcr esa tks dqN gks jgk gS og lq/kkj
ugha gSA 1950 ds le>kSrs ds vUrxZr frCcr dh Lok;ÙkÙkk dk phu }kjk leknj fd;k tkuk pkfg;s Fkk] ysfdu phu us frCcr ds
vUn:uh ekeyksa esa n[ky fn;k] phu ls yk[kksa dh la[;k esa phuh frCcr esa yk dj clk;s x;s ftl ls frCcr oklh vius gh ns'k

esa vYi la[;k esa gks tk;sa vkSj vkxs tk dj frCcr phu dk vfHkUu vax cu tk;sA frCcr ls gtkjksa ukStokuksa dks phu esa Hkstk x;k

u;s etgc dh f'k{kk izkIr djus ds fy;s] ysfdu tc og ykSV  dj vk;s vkSj phuh usrkvksa us ns[kk fd mu ij vlj ugha gks jgk

gS] vkSj mu dk mRlkg vfeV jgrk gS] rks mu ds dku [kM+s gq, vkSj mUgksaus frCcr dh thou i)fr dks feVkus dk iz;Ru fd;kA

orZeku la?k"kZ ,d cM+s jk"Vª }kjk ,d NksVs jk"Vª dks fuxyus dh bPNk ds dkj.k mRiUu gqvk gSA

mik/;{k egksn;] esjk fuosnu gS fd] ge us tc frCcr ij phu dh izHkqlÙkk Lohdkj dh rks ge us cM+h xyrh dhA og fnu cM+s

nqHkkZX; dk fnu FkkA ysfdu xyrh gks x;hA vkSj ge 'kk;n ;g le>rs Fks fd ;g ekeyk gy gks tk;sxk] u;k la?k"kZ iSnk ugha gksxk]

vkSj ge nwljksa dks ekSdk ugha nsuk pkgrs Fks fd gekjs vkSj phu ds erHksnksa dk ykHk mBk;saA ysfdu ifj.kke D;k gqvk\ phu us dsoy

frCcr ds gh lkFk gq, le>kSrs dks ugha rksM+k] exj ml le>kSrs dh i "BHkwfe esa Hkkjr ds lkFk tks le>kSrk gqvk ml dk Hkh mYya?ku

fd;kA iap'khy dh ?kks"k.kk dgka x;h\ tks iap'khy ds nkos djrs gSa mu dk dguk gS fd iap'khy ds vUrxZr yksdra=k vkSj vf/kuk;d

okn lkFk&lkFk thofr jg ldrs gSaA vxj dE;qfuLV lkezkT; ds vUrZxr frCcr ds /keZfiz; vkSj 'kkfUrfiz; yksx viuh fof'k"V thou
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i)fr dh j{kk ugha dj ldrs] rks ;g dguk fd brus cM+s lalkj esa dE;qfuTe vkSj fMekØslh lkFk&lkFk jg ldrs gSa bl dk dksbZ

vFkZ ugha gksrkA ge phu ds vUn:uh ekeyksa esa n[ky ugha nsuk pkgrsA exj frCcr phu dk vUn:uh ekeyk ugha gSA phu cU/kk

gqvk gS frCcr dh Lok;Ùkrk dk leknj djus ds fy;s] frCcr ds vUn:uh ekeyksa esa n[ky u nsus ds fy;sA ysfdu og le>kSrk

VwV x;k vkSj eSa le>rk gwa fd vc Hkkjr dks Hkh&Hkkjr ljdkj dks Hkh viuh fLFkfr ij iqufoZpkj djuk pkfg;sA le>kSrs nksuksa rjQ+

ls pyrs gSa] nksuksa rjQ ls ikyu gksrs gSaA vxj phu us le>kSrk rksM+ fn;k] rks gesa vf/kdkj gS fd ge viuh ifjLFkfr ij fQj ls

fopkj djsaA D;k dkj.k gS fd frCcr dh turk dks ml dh Lora=krk ls oafpr fd;k tk jgk gS\ frCcr D;ksa Lora=k ugha jg ldrk\

dgrs gSa fd og igys Lora=k ugha Fkk] rks D;k tks ns'k igys Lora=k ugha Fkk] mldks Lora=k gksus dk vf/kdkj ugha gks ldrk\ D;k

tgka igys xqykeh Fkh] ogka vc Hkh xqykeh jguh pkfg;s\ vxj vYthfj;k dh Lora=krk dh vkokt dk ge leFkZu dj ldrs gSa vkSj

og leFkZu djuk Ýkal ds vUn:uh ekeyksa es n[ky nsuk ugha gS] rks frCcr dh Lora=krk dk leFkZu phu ds vUn:uh ekeyksa es

n[ky dSls gks ldrk gS\ vHkh esjs fe=k Jh [kfMydj us dgk fd ns'k esa dksbZ Hkh ,slh ikVhZ ugha gS] tks frCcr dh Lora=krk dk leFkZu

djrh gSA eSa mu ls viuk er&Hksn izdV djuk pkgrk gwaA eSa ,d NksVh ikVhZ dk izfrfuf/k gwa] ysfdu gekjh ikVhZ frCcr dh Lora=krk

dh fgek;r djrh gSA vkSj frCcr dh vktknh dh vkokt fdrus yksx mBkrs gSa] bl ls og vkokt lgh gS ;k xyr] bl dk fu.kZ;

ugha gks ldrk gSA phuh lkezkT;oknh vius i'kqcy ds }kjk frCcr dh Lora=krk dh vkokt dks vkt nck ldrs gSa] exj Lora=krk

dh fiiklk dks feVk;k ugha tk ldrkA neu dh ml vkUnksyu dss vkx esa vka/kh dk dke djsxk vkSj vkt ugha rks dy frCcr dh

turk viuh Lora=krk dks izkIr dj ds jgsxhA exj iz'u ;g gS fd ge ml ds fy;s D;k dj ldrs gSaA eSa us fuosnu fd;k fd ge

us 1950 esa xyrh dhA vc gesa ml dk n.M Hkqxruk iM+ jgk gSA ysfdu le; gS izk;f'pr djus dk] x+yrh dks igpkuus dk vkSj

eSa iz/kkuea=kh th ls bl ckr dh vk'kk djrk gwa fd og bl volj ij ns'k dh djksM+ksa turk dk lgh izfrfuf/kRo djsaxsA eqV~Bh Hkj

gekjs fe=kksa dks NksM+ dj lkjk Hkkjr bl iz'u ij ,der gS fd frCcr esa tks dqN gks jgk gS] og ugha gksuk pkfg;sA ysfdu D;k ;g
lEHko gS fd frCcr phuh jkT; ds vUrxZr viuh Lok;Ùkrk dk miHkksx dj lds\ eq>s rks yxrk gS fd dE;qfuLV i)fr vkSj
Lok;Ùkrk nksuksa ijLij&fojks/kh ckrsa gSaA dE;wfuLV jkT; esa Lok;Ùkrk ugha gks ldrhA ekvks&Rls rqax us 1930 es dgk Fkk fd ge us

,slk lafo/kku cuk;k gS fd vxj dksbZ ge ls ckgj tkuk pkgsxk] rks ckgj tk ldsxkA frCcrh rks ckgj tkus dh ckr ugha djrs FksA

os rks viuk i Fkd vfLrRo j[kuk pkgrs Fks] exj mUgsa bl dh Hkh btkt+r ugha nh xbZA mUgksaus ;g Hkh dgk fd ge ,sls Qwy dks

f[kyrk gqvk ns[kuk pkgrs gSa] ftl esa gtkjksa ia[kqfM+;ka gksaxhA gtkjksa dh rks ckr vyx jgh] frCcr dh dksey dyh dks Hkh dqpyk

tk jgk gSA tks frCcr esa lkezkT;oknh cu dj cSBs gSa] os ge ij vkjksi yxk jgs gSaA ge us dHkh frCcr dks Hkkjr esa feykus dk iz;Ru

ugha fd;kA ge us tgka phu dks la;qDr jk"Vª la?k esa LFkku nsus dh odkyr dh Fkh] ogka ge frCcr dks Hkh LFkku nsus dh odkyr

dj ldrs FksA ;qØsu lksfo;r la?k esa vyx LFkku ij cSBk gSA rks D;k frCcr phu ds lkFk gksrs gq, Hkh la;qDr jk"Vª la?k esa vyx

LFkku ugha Hkj ldrk Fkk\ exj ge us phu dh fe=krk ds fy;s ,slk ugha fd;kA vkSj ml fe=krk dk D;k izfrnku feyk\ ge fe=krk

vkt Hkh pkgrs gSa] exj ml fe=krk dk egy frCcr dh vktknh dh yk'k ij ugha [kM+k fd;k tk ldrkA vU;k; dks ns[k dj ge

vka[ksa cUn ugha dj ldrsA ;g Hkkjr dh ijEijk jgh gS vkSj blh ijEijk esa gekjs iz/kkuea=kh us ns'k dh fons'k*uhfr dk lapkyu

fd;k gS fd tgka dgha vU;k; gksxk] ekuork dk guu gksxk] vR;kpkj gksxk] ge viuh vkokt+ mBk;saxs] ge lR; dh Hkk"kk dks cksysaxs

vkSj fuHkhZd gks dj ge in&nfyr gksus okys ds vf/kdkjksa dk lja{k.k djsaxsA vkt frCcr dlkSVh gS usg:th dh uhfreÙkk dh] frCcr

dlkSVh gS Hkkjr ljdkj dh n <+rk dh] frCcr dlkSVh gS phu dh iap'khy&fiz;rk dhA iap'khy dh ?kks"k.kk;sa djus ls] iap'khy dh

tks Hkkouk gS] ml dk vknj ugha gksxkA iap'khy dh dlkSVh vkpkj.k gSA gekjs iz/kkuea=kh fdrus Hkh la;e ls dke ysa] ysfdu vxj

ml ls frCcr dh leL;k gy ugha gksrh] rks gesa ekuuk iM+sxk fd ml uhfr esa FkksM+h lh n <+rk] FkksM+h lh lfØ;rk ykus dh

vko';drk gSA

nykbZ ykek frCcr esa jgsa] ;k tk;sa] ;g dksbZ cM+k loky ugha gSA ;g rks frCcrh vkil esa r; djsaxsA ysfdu frCcr ,d dlkSVh

gS cM+s jk"Vª }kjk NksVs jk"Vª dks fuxyus dhA vxj NksVs ns'k bl rjg ls fuxys tk;saxs] rks lalkj dh 'kkafr dk;e ugha jg ldrh

gSA nf{k.k iwohZ ,f'k;k esa vusd ns'k ,sls gSa] ftu esa phuh cgq&la[;k esa fuokl djrs gSa vkSj frCcr ds dkj.k mu lc ns'kksa es ,d

vk'kadk dh ygj mRiUu gks xbZ gSA tgka rd Hkkjr dk loky gS] ge ij rks phu dh 'kfu n f"V fn[kkbZ nsrh gSA phu ds uD'kksa esa

gekjk izns'k crk;k x;k gSA phu ds dE;wfuLVksa us P;kax&dkbZ&'ksd dks rks fudky fn;k] exj mu ds uD'kksa dks j[k fy;kA vxj
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os pkgrs] rks uD'kksa dks Hkh fudky ldrs FksA vkSj gekjs dE;wfuLV nksLrksa us rks os uD'ks ns[ks gh ugha gSaA eq>s mudh ckr ij fo'okl

ugha gksrkA ysfdu ;g phu dh vizR;{k vkØe.k gS Hkkjr ds ÅijA mÙkj izns'k ds nks LFkkuksa ij phuh dCtk tek dj cSBs gSaA ;s

?kVuk;sa vkus okys ladV dh vksj ladsr djrh gSaA gesa vkrafdr gksus dh vko';drk ugha gSaA exj gesa n <+ uhfr viukuh pkfg;sA

,d ckr eSa vkSj fuosnu d:axkA nykbZ ykek Hkkjr esa vk;s gSaA os Lora=krk ds yM+kdw gSa] vius ns'k dh Lora=krk ds fy;s la?k"kZ

dj jgs gSa] ftl ds dkj.k mu dks viuk ns'k NksM+dj Hkkjr esa vkuk iM+k gSA eSa pkgrk gwa fd mUgsa vius ns'k dh Lora=krk dh yM+kbZ

Hkkjr esa pykus dk vf/kdkj gksuk pkfg;sA muds Åij tks cU/ku yxk;s x;s gSa] os ;|fi lqj{kk ds fy;s gSa] ysfdu mu cU/kuksa dks

<hyk djus dh vko';drk gSA vxj gekjs ns'kHkDr vaxzsth jkT; ds fnuksa esa nwljs ns'kksa es tk dj Hkkjr dh Lora=krk ds fy;s iz;Ru

dj ldrs Fks vkSj gekjh vka[kksa esa lEeku dk LFkku izkIr dj ldrs Fks] rks dksbZ dkj.k ugha gS fd nykbZ ykek dks Hkh bl ckr dh

NwV u nh tk;sA nykbZ ykek vxj phu ds lkFk le>kSrk djus esa lQy gksa] vkSj gekjs iz/kkuea=kh bl lEcU/k esa dksbZ e/;LFkrk

dj ldsa] rks bl ls c<+dj ns'k dh tkurk dks dksbZ vkSj vkuUn ugha gksxkA ysfdu vxj phu ds usrkvksa dks lh/kh jkg ij ugha yk;k

tk ldrk] jktuSfrd ;k dwVuhfrd ncko ls mUgsa ugha le>k;k tk ldrk vkSj og cekZ] yadk vkSj baMksusf'k;k ds tuer dks tkxzr

dj ds] laxfBr dj ds izHkkoh :i ls ml dk izdVhdj.k dj ds vxj phu ij vlj ugha Mkyk tk ldrk] rks Hkkjr ds lkeus

bl ds flok dksbZ fodYi ugha jgsxk fd ge nykbZ ykek dks NwV ns nsa fd og viuh ns'k dh vktknh ds fy;s iz;Ru djsa vkSj Hkkjr

ds tks ukStoku frCcr dh Lora=krk dks vewY; le>rs gSa& blfy;s ugha fd frCcr ds lkFk mu ds ?kfu"B lEcU/k gSa] vfirq blfy;s

fd ge xqykeh esa jg pqds gSa] ge xqykeh dk nq[k vkSj nnZ tkurs gSa] ge vktknh dh dher tkurs gSa&mUgsa dk;Z djus dh Lora=krk

nh tk;sA frCcr dh turk vxj vktknh ds fy;s la?k"kZ djrh gS] rks Hkkjr dh turk ml ds lkFk gksxh ge viuh lgkuqHkwfr mu

dks nsaxs vkSj ge phu ls Hkh vk'kk djsa fd og lkezkT;okn dh ckrsa u djsA lkezkT;okn ds fnu yn x;sA fdUrq ;g u;k lkezkT;okn

gSA bl dk [krjk ;g gS fd ;g ,d ØkfUr ds voj.k esa vkrk gS] ;g bUdykc dh iks'kkd igu dj vkrk gS] ;g ubZ O;oLFkk dk

ukjk yxkrk gqvk vkrk gS exj gS ;g mifuos'kokn] gS ;g lkezkT;oknA vrhr ds bfrgkl esa ge xksjksa ds lkezkT; ls yM+rs jgs ysfdu

vc ;g ihyksa dk lkezkT;okn Hkh izdV gks jgk gS fo'o dh Nr ijA gesa n<+rk ds lkFk ml dk Hkh eqdkcyk djuk pkfg;sA

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, this matter concerning the developments in Tibet has come up
before this House as well as before the other House on several occasions in the course of the last few weeks and I have
had occasions to make many statements on the situation arising from these developments. I should have thought that
enough had been said for the time being about the basic facts. So those facts as known were challenged, in statements
from China. Some of the statements from China in so far as they relate to India were not accepted as facts by us. And
I wondered at one time whether it would serve any useful purpose for us to carry on this argument which could only
mean really a repetition of what had been said. Nevertheless, it is perhaps a good thing for us to have this brief
discussion here. But in the course of this discussion so many basic facts have been challenged, or basic ideas have been
challenged, that it raises much wider issues than what has happened in Tibet.

The hon. Member who just spoke before me with warmth said many things which challenged all the basic assumptions
of our policy which have been accepted by this House and I think by the country as a whole with remarkable unanimity.
Nevertheless, we challenged all those basic assumptions. Either he has never believed in those basic assumptions or
what has happened in Tibet has made him change his opinion.

Now, I do not propose in these few minutes to discuss all the basic assumptions of our policy. All I would like to say
now is that I do not hold with the hon. Member who has spoken. I do not agree with much that he has said and so far
as Government is concerned, we are not going to follow the policy that he has suggested that we should follow. I should
like to make that perfectly clear.

I may said in passing remarks that we have laid no limitations on the Dalai Lama, except the limitations of good sense
and propriety of which he himself is the judge. But for the hon. Member to suggest that we should allow him to do
something which he has not himself suggested, that is, making India the headquarters of some kind of a campaign and
that we should allow the hon. Member and his party to join in this campaign is something which seems to be so odd. I
cannot imagine how even he could have made it if he had thought about it. I need not say much about it, because it has
no relation to facts, no relation to what is happening in the world, or in India, or in Tibet, or in China or anywhere.
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He also laid stress on the 1954 Agreement, the agreement with China in regard to Tibet. He said we should never
have done it. Again I do not quite understand what is meant by this-this kind of statement or this kind of view-point.
What exactly he expects us to do is not clear except may be perhaps to hold public meeting in Ramlila Maidan and
deliver speeches. That is not the way that foreign policy of a country is conducted, by public meetings held in various
places in India. Public meeting are important no doubt. But we have to come up against not only basic policies and
assumptions, but hard facts in regard to foreign policy.

I have no doubt in my mind that the agreement we made with China with regard to Tibet was a right agreement. It
was a correct agreement and we shall stand by it and it is not correct even for him to say that that agreement has been
broken. It may be said that he thinks that certain implications of that agreement have not been, according to him, or
according to anybody else, carried out. That is a different matter. But there is no question of that agreement having been
broken. It lasts; it functions.

I do not know how many people here know the background of all these problems. We have been moved naturally,
we have had a kind of emotional upheaval, by recent happenings and it is quite understandable that that should be so
because of certain intimate emotional and other bonds with Tibet, with the people of Tibet or the mountains of Tibet;
or Kailash or Manasarovar and so on, a mixture. We can understand that. And we can respect this emotional response.
Nevertheless any policy that we lay down or attempt to follow cannot be based on an emotional unheaval. They have to
bear some relation to facts.

I do not know how many hon. Members here know the history, the background of Tibet, of China, of Mongolia, of
Bhutan and Sikkim and Nepal in the last few hundred years. I wonder how many have cared to look into them. I do not
know whether the hon. Member who just spoke knows anything about it at all. I happen to know something about it and
I have taken the trouble to read quite a number of books of history, Chinese chronicles, Indian reports, etc. Here is the
history of six or seven hundred years, or more, from the moment when Chengiz Khan invaded Tibet, when Kublai Khan
also held Tibet in a peculiar way, considering the then Dalai Lama as a spiritual guru. It is a curious combination. Politically
he was dominant in Tibet, but Kublai Khan considered the Dalai Lama as his spiritual leader. So that you see a curious
combination coming up. And in fact for a considerable period the relationship of Tibet with China was very peculiar; in
a sense, I believe I am not wrong in saying, the Chinese rather looked down upon the Tibetans from the Mongol times.
The Chinese rather look down upon every country other than their own. They consider themselves as the middle
kingdom, as the celestial race, a great country, whether it was the Tang kingdom, or the Ming kingdom or ultimately the
Manchus for a long period. The relations between China and Tibet varied from sovereignty or suzerainty, or half-
sovereignty or semi-independence for a long periods till the Manchu dynasty right up to the beginning of the twentieth
century held full sway over Tibet, quite a considerable sway. Even in the last days of the Manchu dynasty, when it fell, it
held some considerable influence in Tibet.

When the Manchu dynasty fell round about forty or fifty years ago it weakened. It weakened, but whoever held
China, whether it was the Emperor, or whether it was President Yuan Shih Kai, whether it was the war lords after them
or whether it was Marshal Chiang Kai Shek’s regime, or whether it was the Peoples’ Government, they had one
consistent policy from Emperor to the communists, of considering themselves as overlords of Tibet. No doubt, when
Tibet was strong, it resisted that from time to time. There have been occasions when, twice at least, Tibetan armies
reached the capital of China-it is rather old history-as the Chinese armies came repeatedly into Tibet. There have been
occasions when Nepalese army went into Tibet and Tibetan army came into Nepal. There was one occasion at least
when a certain General from Kashmir, Zoravar Singh, who carried out a brilliant campaign across the Himalayas in Tibet
only, of course, to meet a stouter enemy than Tibetan or anybody, the cold of Tibet. The temperature of Tibet put an end
to him and his army there. All this is history, mixed history. There is no doubt that the countries with whom Tibet has
been most intimately connected in the past have been Mongolia and China, naturally for historical and other reasons,
religious reasons, cultural reasons.

But all these do not count. In considering the present day situation, we have to take things as they are and have been
recently. We cannot think of Changiz Khan’s time or Kublai Khan’s time or the Manchu Emperors or Chiang Kaishek or
anybody else. In regard to the present situation, what exactly are we after? If we accept the hon. Member Shri Vajpayee’s
statement, we should, more or less, prepare for an armed conflict on this issue. We cannot pat somebody on the back
and tell him to fight and say, we will cheer you from the background.  That is an absurd situation. We must be clear in our
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mind what we are saying or aiming it. I take it that we aim at, whatever problems may arise first of all, a peaceful solution
for those problems. Peaceful solutions are not brought about by warlike speeches and warlike approaches. It is obvious
that if some people in China think that by threats and strong speeches, they can frighten India, that is wrong. It is equally
obvious that if some people in India think that by threats and warlike speeches, they can frighten China, that is equally
wrong. Obviously not. Great countries, India or China, are not pushed about in this way. They react in the opposite
direction.

So far as China is concerned,-not with us, but with other countries, we know very well; with USA, with other
countries- China herself is a part of a military bloc system on that one side and China herself is intimately concerned
with cold war. Not with us; but because of this bloc system. They have got used to ways of expressing their opinion
which, personally, I find, is not the right way in international parlance.

And now about the cold war technique, we have recently had some experience of that in regard to India. It is true,
we have reacted against it. We did not like it. The question arises whether we should adopt that technique or not. It is
an important thing, because it concerns our policy too. I think that neither that policy nor that way of expression which
may be called cold war expression is right for any country: certainly not for us, unless we want to change our policy
completely. We do not want to change it. We think it would be harmful from every point of view to change this policy.
We should pursue that policy. That policy is based not so much on what the other country does, but on its inherent
rightness in so far as we can understand it. We may be swept away now and then. It is a different matter. We are human
beings. But, if we think coolly and calmly, we must realise that we must adhere to that policy. If so, our expression of
opinions, our challenges, our threats, etc., should not be made if they do not fit in with that particular policy.

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair]

That, I would submit to this House, is not a sign of weakness. I do not think any country in the world thinks that
India, in the past few years, has adopted a policy of weakness. Some have accused us of bending backwards and of siding
with this side or that side. I think they have begun to realise that if we are sometimes short of speech, friendly in speech,
it does not denote weakness, but a certain conviction that that is the only right way to deal with international problems
or, for that matter of national problems. Therefore, I submit that we must not talk about these warlike approaches and
threats. We must not be overcome by anger even though, sometimes, we may feel a little angry about events that are
happening. We must show by our firm policy, and calm demeanour that we will continue that friendly effort that we have
always made even when it comes right up to our borders.

There is a great deal of sympathy for the people of Tibet, undoubtedly. Certainly not because the people of Tibet
have a feudal regime. They have been cut off and have had a static social system which may have existed in other parts
of the world some hundreds of years ago, but has ceased to exist elsewhere. Nobody wants that here. As a matter of
fact, I am quite sure, even the Dalai Lama does not want it in Tibet. Here, we see a strange thing, a society which had been
isolated completely for hundreds of years suddenly coming out into the open, events throwing out into the mad world
of ours, cold wars and all kinds of things happening, dynamic polices and ferocious policies and authoritarian policies.
Imagine the contrast in these two. There is a vast gulf. It is inevitable that painful consequences flow from this type of
thing. You can learn lessons from  them. You can try to moderate the effect of that impact. You cannot simply wish it away.
It was the policy, I believe, of the People’s Government of China, who realized that a country like this cannot be treated
in a sudden way, to go slowly about the so-called reforms or whatever it may be. Whether that policy has changed or
not, I cannot say. May be, it has changed somewhat. That is quite possible. Whether other changes are taking place in
China, I cannot say. It was definitely a policy and they stated it publicly and privately that they realized this.

There is another difficulty in my or our dealing with these matters and that is, that the words we use have a different
meaning for other people. For instance, we talk of the autonomy of Tibet. So do the Chinese. But, a doubt creeps into
my mind as to whether the meaning I attach to it is the same as they attach to it. I do not think so. There are so many
other words. I am not talking of any deliberate distortion. Quite apart from any distortion, the ways of thinking have
changed. They have changed anyhow and the cold war methods have made them change even more. It is frightfully
difficult really to talk the same language, the same language of the mind, I mean. Difficulty arises because of that also, and
tremendous misunderstandings arise. However, I cannot go into all these matters.

One thing, I may say is that some reference was made, I think by Shri S. A. Dange to some convention on Tibet by a
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certain Mazumdar. I have not heard of it except today. In fact, just when I came, I heard something about it. Whatever I
have seen till now and whatever that convention appears to aim at or whatever it seems to represent, to me it seems
to be very wrong. It is a wrong approach, an approach which will do no good to anybody at all, and may do a good deal
of harm if really it was the approach of any responsible people in India. For, we must realise first of all one common
thing.What do we want? What are we aiming at? How can we get there? What can we do about it?

I take it that we are sad, we are distressed at events in Tibet. Why are we distressed? Presumably because we feel
that a certain people are being sat upon, are being oppressed. Whether those certain people, according to Shri S. A.
Dange, are feudal landlords or some people like that or according to others, they are common people of Tibet. Whatever
it may be, there it is. I have no doubt in my mind that it is difficult to draw the line in such cases between the top feudal
elements and others. They all can be mixed together. And as a result, for the moment, they are all uprooted.

Now, where a society has existed for hundred and hundreds of years-it may have outlasted its utility but the fact of
their uprooting is a terribly painful process. It can be uprooted slowly, it can be changed even with rapidity, but with a
measure of co-operation. But any kind of a forcible uprooting of that must necessarily be painful, whether it is a good
society or a bad society. If we have to deal with such societies anywhere in the world, which as a social group may be
called primitive, it is not an easy matter on how to deal with it. All these difficult things are happening. They should have
happened; they would have happened, may be a little more slowly but with a greater measure of co-operation, because
only such a change can take place effectively and with least harm to those people concerned. They may be helped by
others, may be advised by others. Every good thing that is done by imposition becomes a bad thing. It produces a
different reactions. I cannot judge what is happening in Tibet. I do not have facts, neither does anybody in this House,
except broadly some odd fact are here and there. But I am merely venturing to say that all these complicated systems
are not so easy to disentangle. Anyhow, whatever it may be, it has undoubtedly brought a great deal of suffering to the
people of Tibet. And I should have liked to avoid it. But what can I do?

People talk in a strange way. The representatives of a number of countries are being summoned and orders being
issued asking them to do this and that. I am surprised that they should think on those lines, as if this can be done.

Here is, after years of effort, going to be, possibly what is called a summit conference somewhere in Europe, where
the great powers of the earth, Russia, America, England and France and may be somebody else Italy, Italy or whatever it
may be, would be summoned to decide the fate of the world. What they will decide, I do not know. I wish them well. I
wish they will come to some understanding. But the way hon. Members here say casually that we should issue orders
and decrees and get together and decide or it will be the worst of you seems almost really a comic opera approach; it
has no relation to reality.

It is a basic fact that China is a great country, and India is a great country, great in extent, great in background, great
in many things. I am not talking so much about military power, although from the point of view of defence or offence, no
doubt, their potentials are considerable.

Now, looking at the subject from any long perspective, or even in the short perspective, it is a matter of considerable
consequence that China and India should be friends, should be co-operative. It does not mean that they should go the
same path, but they should not come in each other’s way; they should not be hostile to each other; it is neither good for
India nor for China. And China may be a very strong country as it is, and is growing stronger, but even from the Chinese
point of view, it is not a good thing to have a hostile India. It makes a great deal of difference to have that kind of thing-
I am not talking in military terms but otherwise. It is to the interest of both these countries, even though they function
in different and in many ways not to be hostile to each other. If China starts telling me what to do, I am likely to be
irritated. If I go about telling China what to do, China is likely to be irritated, even more than I am, because I am supposed
to be a soft person and the Chinese are not supposed to be very soft about these matters; may be; so, there it is.

Now, maintaining our dignity, maintaining our rights, maintaining our self-respect, and yet not allowing ourselves to
drift into wrong attitudes and hostile attitudes and trying to help in removing or in solving such problems as arise, we
may help a little. They cannot be solved quickly – that is the very  utmost that one can do in the circumstances, or at any
rate, creating an atmosphere which may help in doing this. How far it will go, I do not know.

So, I venture to say that this should be our broad approach to this matter. We cannot go any further. We might
possibly help in that approach there.
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After all, this House and the country have expressed in fairly effective language their reactions to Tibet development
and events in Tibet. Nobody doubts them. But I might say that our going on talking in fiery and hostile language will not
carry conviction to any; it will only lead to greater gulf being created and less possibility of any help being rendered in
understanding or in finding a solution.

Therefore, I would beg to suggest that we should not allow ourselves to be swept away in these matters.

One thing which was referred to by two or three Members was the question of maps. Now, there is now doubt
about it that this continuance of what are called old maps by China, which show certain, fairly large areas of Indian
territory, as if they belong to the Chinese State, has been a factor creating continual irritation in the minds of people in
this country. It is not some crisis that has arisen, but it has been difficult for our people, naturally, to understand why this
kind of thing continues indefinitely year after year. It is not, mind you, a question of some old little pocket here and there
which may be in dispute on which we can argue - there are two or three pockets about which we have had, and we are
going to have  discussions - but this business of issuing these maps which are not true to fact, which can hardly be
justified on the ground of history, of Marshal Chiang Kai-shek’s regime or any previous regime.

I shall just say one word more. I think Shri S. A. Dange talked about the palace of the Dalai Lama and all that. I think
that is an exaggeration. First of all, it is not his choice. It is our choice. And it is rather slightly bigger than a normal house
in Mussoorie. We had to find a biggest house because of the number of people involved.

As I have said, there is no question of surveillance on him except for security reasons, and we have not prevented
him from meeting anybody if he wants to meet. He has met, in fact, large numbers of people; some people go for darshan
to him, and some individuals, often Buddhist representatives from Ceylon and other places are coming to see him.
Nobody prevents anyone. Certainly, as for the odd newspaper man, especially from foreign countries, who comes here
in search of sensation, we even don’t prevent such persons but at the same time we do not welcome him, because such
persons reduce everything to high sensationalism.

The other day, I said in the other place that all this business of God King etc. is not to my liking. He is the Dalai Lama,
referred to as the Dalai Lama; and it creates sensation-mongering, saying God-King all the time. I may say that the Dalai
Lama himself does not like this business.

Therefore, we do not want this whole occurrence to be reduced or kept up to the sensational level. That was why
we were not at all anxious that so many correspondents should go there and beseech him; and then there will always be
difficulties, interpreters and all that; and confusion will arise and contradictions and all that.

Acharya Kripalani: You may allow some Communist friends to go and see him.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We shall allow both our Communist friends and our PSP friends, both of them. It is not really
question of our allowing, we do not give permits. It is for him.

Acharya Kripalani: You may give them some extra facilities.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Now, we have to face the large problem of these refugees. It is a difficult problem, and it has
been thrust upon us.

If I may say just one word, before the 11th March-that is not so long ago, about seven weeks ago ?  We had no inkling
of what might happen in Tibet. On the 11th March, we got the first word of some demonstration in Lhasa by Tibetans, and
on the 17th, six days later, came this business of, so it is said shelling the Dalai Lama’s palace. Shri Dange said something
about bad marksmanship. I am only saying what he said. It is not bad marksmanship, but deliberately they were sent there
as a kind of warning. Anyhow, then the situation developed on the 20th; fighting took place there. The situation developed
so rapidly after that, and the House knows what happened afterwards. The Dalai Lama left on the 17th evening, and
arrived here at the end of the month, so that we really were rather overtaken by events. We did not know that the Dalai
Lama was coming here till about two days before he actually entered India. We had imagined when we knew he was
traveling south that he might come, but it was only two days before that, that we heard that he would like to come, so
that we were overtaken by events.

We had decided to accept him. Later, when others came, we decided to allow them to come too, and there they are
all these refugees, apart from the Dalai Lama. The present estimates are about 10,000-and all kinds of refugees- the old,



INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES 77

the aged, some young people, some women, and it is obviously going to be a bit of a problem for us. We are not going
to keep them in barbed wire enclosures forever. For the present, we are keeping them in two or three camps.

Shri M. P. Mishra (Begusarai): Are all of them fed and lodged?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: But the sooner we spread them out, the better it is. May be some one will have to remain for
some time; I do not know.

Shri Tridib Kumar Chaudhuri (Berhampore): I have one question to ask, only one small question.

One thing has intrigued many observers greatly, that is that the Dalai Lama has been elected by the People’s
Congress in China as one of the Vice-Chairmen.

An Hon. Member: The Panchen Lama.

Shri Tridib Kumar Chaudhuri: The Panchen Lama and the Dalai Lama. I am sure of my facts. That is correct.

Because he is also a part of that State, has our Government received any request from the Chinese Embassy here
that the Chinese Ambassador or any of his representatives should see the Vice-Chairman of the People’s Republic?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: No, Sir. We have received no such request. I stated, as you might remember, that the Chinese
Ambassador would be welcome to see him if he so wishes.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: Only one question I have to ask you.

Is it not a fact that what has happened in Tibet is only an extension of the war between the U.S. and USSR? They
want to have a hold on Tibet so that India would not go together with America and England in case of war between U.S.
and USSR. What has happened in Tibet is that they want Tibet to come entirely under the USSR and China, because I was
in Tibet, I was traveling in China, I was helped by Soviet Russia and by China to go to Tibet. I know what they are thinking;
I know their psychology. So, I beg you to consider this Tibetan question from the standpoint that it is a war move
between U.S. and USSR.

Mr. Speaker: How long ago was the hon. Member there?

Raja Mahendra Pratap: I was staying in Peking and Nanking and traveling all over China, and I took one year to go
from Peking to Tibet and back. I went by the northern route and came back by the southern route to China. I specially
studied it because Soviet Russia and China helped me. I may tell you one thing more. In 1925 Soviet Russia and China
were rivals in connection with Tibet.

Mr. Speaker: The House is satisfied with what he has already said.

Dr. Sushila Nayar (Jhansi): I want to ask the hon. Prime Minister if these 10,000 refugees that have come from Tibet
are all well-to-do feudal lords, or are they the common people of Tibet.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I cannot give any description of all of them. They have not reached, they are on the way, but
it is hardly likely that Tibet will produce 10,000 lords.

�����������

3 August 1959 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA

*34.   Shri Ram Krishan Gupta:
Shri A. M. Tariq: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to his statement made in Lok Sabha on the 27th April,
1959 and state:
(a) whether Government have received any request from Panchen Lama, the Chinese Ambassador or any other

emissary of the Chinese Government to meet the Dalai Lama; and
(b) if so, whether leave for meeting him has been granted?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) and (b). No, Sir.
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11 August 1959 Oral Answers to Questions

CHINESE ARMY PERSONNEL FROM TIBET

Shri Radha Raman:
Shrimati Ila Palachoudhuri:
Shri Shree Narayan Das:
Shri Shivananjappa:

* 286.  Shri Ansar Harvani:
Shri Raghunath Singh:
Shri Mahanty:
Shri Ram Krishan Gupta:
Shri Aurobindo Ghosal:
Shri S. A. Mehdi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that along with Tibetans who have crossed into India and taken refuge during the recent
months, a certain number of Chinese Army personnel who have deserted their Units have also crossed into India
and sought refugee;

(b) if so, their actual number; and
(c) the action taken in regard to them?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) to (c). Among the refugees from Tibet, there are about 40 persons who appear to be of non-Tibetan origin. Their

identity and antecedents are difficult to say at present whether any of them belong to the Chinese army.

Shri Radha Raman: May I know whether this personnel which have not so far been identified with the Chinese army
belong to any of the religious order?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: When we say that they are not identified, how can we say whether they belong to some
religious order or something else?

Shri Shivananjappa: May I know whether the Nepalese Government have apprehended some deserters from the
Chinese army along the Indo-Nepalese border and also whether the Government has any information to this effect?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: We have no information.

Shri Ram Krishan Gupta: May I know whether any arms and ammunitions have been recovered from them— non-
Tibetan soldiers?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): I cannot give a precise reply.

¸ÉÒ ®úPÉÖxÉÉlÉ ËºÉ½þ: ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ VÉÉä 40 SÉÒxÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉ +ÉªÉä ½é ´Éä SªÉÉÆMÉ EòÉ<Ç ¶ÉäEò EòÒ +É¨ÉÔ Eäò ½é ªÉÉ =ºÉ VÉMÉ½þ VÉÉä ½ÖþEÚò¨ÉiÉ ½èþ =ºÉEòÒ

+É¨ÉÔ Eäò ½éþ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: VÉÉÊ½þ®ú ½é ÊEò ½þ̈ Éå =xÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå `öÒEò ºÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É xÉ½þÓ * EÖòUô ±ÉÉäMÉ +ÉªÉä ½é VÉÉä ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½þÉäiÉä * +¤É ´É½þ

CªÉÉ ½èþ ´É½þ JÉÉÊ±ÉºÉ =xÉEäò SÉä½þ®úÉå ºÉä xÉ½Ó ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É Eò® ºÉEòiÉä ÎE  =xÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉæ ºÉä SªÉÉÆMÉ-EòÉ<Ç-¶ÉäEò ºÉÉ½þ¤É EòÉ iÉÉ±±ÉÖEò ½èþ ´É½þ ´É½þÉÆ ºÉä Eò<Ç ½þWÉÉ®ú ¨ÉÒ±É

Eäò ¡òÉºÉ±Éä {É®ú ½èþ VÉ½þÉÆ ºÉä WÉ®úÉ ¨ÉÖÎ¶Eò±É ºÉä =xÉEòÒ {É½ÖÆþSÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½þÉäMÉÒ *

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether the attention of the Government was drawn to newspaper reports that 15
personnel of the Chinese army who were in the army division were deserted? May I know whether there is any enquiry
or investigation made into the bona fides and motives of these peoples?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We have already stated that we are going into this matter and find out who they are, whether
they are bona fide people or mala fide people. That is being investigated.

¸ÉÒ ¥ÉVÉ®úÉVÉ ËºÉ½þ: CªÉÉ ¨Éé VÉÉxÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½ÖÆþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ 40 ±ÉÉäMÉ ÊVÉxÉEòÉä ÊEò Eò½þÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +ÉäÊ®úVÉxÉ Eäò xÉ½þÓ ½éþ ªÉ½þ Eò½þÓ ÊEòºÉÒ BEò ºlÉÉxÉ

{É®ú ®úJÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ ªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ®äú¡òªÉÚVÉÒWÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ +±ÉMÉ +±ÉMÉ ºÉ¤É VÉMÉ½þ ®úJÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ *
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¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ªÉ½þ VÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉxÉ Eäò¨{ÉºÉ ½èþ MÉÉÊ±É¤ÉxÉ =xÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ iÉÉä ®úJÉä MÉªÉä xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, +±ÉMÉ ®úJÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú VÉ¤É EòÉä<Ç VÉÉÆSÉ {Éb÷iÉÉ±É

BxÉ¤ÉèÎº]õMÉä¶ÉxÉ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ iÉÉä ´É½þ 40 +ÉnùÊ¨ÉªÉÉå EòÒ BEò ºÉÉlÉ iÉÉä ½þÉäiÉÒ xÉ½þÓ, +±ÉMÉ +±ÉMÉ ½Öþ+É Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ VÉ½þÉÆ <xÉºÉä +±ÉMÉ +±ÉMÉ Ê¨É±ÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ*

Shri Jaganatha Rao: May I know whether these unidentified persons are allowed to remain with the Tibetan refugees?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: No, they are not with them. As to what will happen to them in the future is a matter to be
considered later.

Shrimati Mafida Ahmed: May I know whether the Chinese Embassy in New Delhi has made any approach to the
Government of India in regard to the Chinese nationals that have crossed over to India?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We do not yet know whether there are any Chinese nationals or not. Anyhow, there has been
no such approach.
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11 August 1959 Oral Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi:
Shri Rajendra Singh:
Shri Vajpayee:
Shri U. L. Patil:
Shri Ram Krishan Gupta:
Shri Radha Raman:
Shri Sadhan Gupta:
Shri Supakar:
Shri Narayanankutty Menon:
Shri Punnoose:
Shrimati Renu Chakravartty:
Shri S. M. Banerjee:
Shri Nagi Reddy:
Shri Khushwaqt Rai:
Shri Shree Narayan Das:
Shri Raghunath Singh:
Shri A. K. Gopalan:
Shri Kunhan:

*287.   Shri Harish Chandra Mathur:
Shrimati Mafida Ahmed:
Shri Sarju Pandey:
Shri Bibhuti Mishra:
Shri N. R. Munisamy:
Shri Bhakt Darshan:
Shri Assar:
Pandit Munishwar Dutt Upadhyay:
Shri M. L. Dwivedi:
Shri Daljit Singh:
Shri Hem Raj:
Dr. Ram Subhag Singh:
Shri Damar:
Shri Pahadia:
Shri Aurobindo Ghosal:
Shri Achar:
Shri Mohan Swarup:
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Shri Panigrahi:
Shri Bishwanath Roy:
Shri P. C. Borooah:
Shri P. G. Deb:
Shri S. A. Mehdi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) how many Tibetans have crossed into India so far;
(b) what facilities have been provided by the Government of India to rehabilitate them;
(c) the expenditure incurred monthly on the rehabilitation of these refugees;
(d) the names of the countries from which contributions have been received for their relief and rehabilitation stating

the amount in respect of each;
(e) the names of the agencies entrusted with the relief work; and
(f) whether Government have received any communication from the Tibetan Government expressing their willingness

to take them back?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) to (f).  A statement giving the information required is placed on the Table of the House.

STATEMENT

The total number of Tibetan refugees who have come to India is 12,396.

Arrangements have been made for the employment of unskilled refugees on road-works in Sikkim and NEFA. Those
who are old and infirm have been sent to Dalhousie and will be maintained at the expense of the Government. A
number of refugees having relations in India have been permitted to join their families in the Darjeeling district.

Student Lamas are being accommodated at Buxa, where they will pursue their religions studies. Children below the
age of 16 years will be sent to schools.

Refugees who are not being maintained by Government and who are being dispersed for road works are being given
resettlement grant of Rs. 50 in addition to the cost of transportation and shelter at the work-sites. Arrangements have
also been made to give instruction in Hindi in Camps and on the work-sites so that refugees can adjust themselves to
the conditions in India. It is also intended to select some refugees for training in crafts and vocations after careful
appraisal has been made of their aptitudes.

Since dispersal from Camps has begun recently, it is not possible to indicate monthly expenditure on the rehabilitation
of refugees.

All voluntary relief activities are being co-ordinated by the Central Relief Committee for Tibetan refugees presided
over by Acharya J. B. Kripalani. The Indian Red Cross Society has associated itself with the Central Committee.

All contributions coming from India or foreign voluntary agencies are received by the Central Committee. It is
understood that contributions have been received from the American Tibetan Relief Committee, the Catholic Relief
Committee, the Indian National Christian Council and the Co-operative for American Relief Everywhere. As most of
the contributions are in kind, it has not been possible to estimate their value.

The Government have received no communication regarding the return of these refugees to Tibet.

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi: May I know if there is any long range policy about the resettlement of the refugees and if
there has been any talk with the Dalai Lama on the subject?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): In the statement the hon.
Member will see the steps that have been taken. Gradually, one evolves a policy and one cannot lay down a firm and fixed
long range policy; much depends upon the circumstances. It would appear that a considerable number of them will
remain in India and we have to fashion our policy accordingly. Almost everything that is being done about them, the steps
to be taken in regard to the refugees, etc. had been done after consultation with the Dalai Lama.

Shri Tangamani: May I know how much money has so far been spent by the Government of India on these 12,396
refugees who have crossed over to India?
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I cannot give any kind of an accurate figure. I believe that the Finance Minister agreed
primarily to allot about Rs. 10 lakhs for this purpose but the actual expenditure is being met partly by the External
Affairs Ministry and partly by the State Ministries concerned. We do not know how much the State Ministries have spent
and we will get their accounts later.

Shri Supakar: May I know whether the present scheme is to permanently rehabilitate the refugees? How many
persons will permanently resettled here?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I have said that the likelihood of these refugees going back to Tibet in the foreseeable future
is very small. We cannot speak of individuals but only of groups. Therefore, we must expect a great majority of them to
remain here. Now, there are various types. Some are young men and boys for whom we arrange normal education.
Some are young Lamas for whom also we arrange for that type of education. Then there are old Lamas and a number of
them have been provided for in various places in their own profession of lamahood-if I may say so-in Sikkim, a few in
Darjeeling. Some have gone to their friends or relatives round about Darjeeling or Kalimpong. The main body of them,
young persons, have, for the present, been given work to do: road-making and that type of thing. Some again are being
taught handicrafts.

Shri Nath Pai: We should like to have an idea as to the daily cost of maintenance of these 12,000 refugees and
secondly whether the Government is contemplating making any approach to the United Nations refuge section because
there is a section which contributes for this purpose and also whether the Dalai Lama is contributing to the maintenance
of them and what part of the expenditure is coming by way of public contributions?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We have not thought of appealing to the U.N in regard to this matter. Some moneys have
been received from foreign sources, not by the Government, but by the Central Relief Committee here, of which
Acharya Kripalani is the Chairman. There is collaboration between the Government and Acharya Kripalani’s committee
in this matter. I cannot say what funds are at their disposal and how much they have got from foreign sources, etc. But
much of it is in the shape of goods and medicines, this and that-a good deal of it, in medicines. I do not know about the
cash; perhaps not too much. I am sorry I cannot give any figure as to how much is spent.

Shri Nath Pai: Is the Dalai Lama contributing anything to their maintenance?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: So far as I know he has not contributed anything to these people’s maintenance but to some
extent he has met his own expenditure: not, I mean, the housing and the rest, but the odd expenditure, I believe.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉCiÉ nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¨Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉ +ÉxÉÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½èþ, ªÉÉ +¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ªÉ½þ Gò¨É VÉÉ®úÒ ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ´É½þ iÉÉä Eò®úÒ¤É Eò®úÒ¤É °üEò MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ EÖòUô ÊnùxÉ ½ÖþB EòÉä<Ç BEò ½þ}iÉÉ ½Öþ+É, ½þ̈ É xÉä ºÉÖxÉÉ ÊEò 100 ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ

+ÉªÉä lÉä * ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ EòÒ ½ÖþEÚò¨ÉiÉ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ¨Éä½þ®ú¤ÉÉxÉÒ Eò®úEäò +É{É <xÉEòÉä ±Éä ±ÉÒÊVÉªÉä, iÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉxÉä Eò½þÉ, ¤É½ÖþiÉ JÉÚ¤É, ½þ̈ É ±Éä ±ÉåMÉä, CªÉÉåÊEò ´É½þ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉäZÉä

EòÉä =`öÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ SÉÉ½þiÉä lÉä *

¸ÉÒ Ê´É¦ÉÚÊiÉ Ê¨É¸É: ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò VÉÉä ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä xÉä{ÉÉ±É +ÉªÉä ½éþ =x½åþ ªÉ½þ ºÉå]Åõ±É Ê®ú±ÉÒ¡ò Eò¨Éä]õÒ EÖòUô ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: VÉÒ xÉ½þÓ, ¨Éä®úÉ JÉªÉÉ±É ½èþ ÊEò =xÉEòÒ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ EòÉ EòÉä<Ç ºÉ´ÉÉ±É =`öÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, xÉ ÊEòºÉÒ xÉä EÖòUô ¨ÉÉÆMÉÉ, xÉ VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ¨Éé VÉÉxÉiÉÉ

½ÚÆþ ´É½þÉÆ EòÒ MÉ´É¨Éç]õ xÉä EÖòUô ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ * VÉÉä lÉÉäbä÷ ¤É½ÖþiÉ +ÉªÉä ½èþ ´É½þ +{ÉxÉä nùÉäºiÉÉå +Éè®ú Ê®ú¶iÉänùÉ®úÉå Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¡èò±É MÉªÉä ½èþ * ªÉ½þÉÆ ºÉä EòÉä<Ç |É¤ÉxvÉ xÉ½þÓ ½Öþ+É

½èþ *

Shri Narayanankutty Menon: May I know whether the Government have taken any decision to extend the same
type of relief to a large number of Indian nationals repatriated from Malaya and Ceylon, who are still unemployed and
are wandering as refugees in the South Indian States?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: No, Sir; the conditions are entirely different.

Shri Assar: Have our Government enquired from Dalai Lama or his officials about the bona fides of the Tibetan
refugees to ensure that there are no Chinese spies?

Mr. Speaker: That is what he has already answered.
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: How can the Dalai Lama tell us about 12,000 people who have come from various parts of
Tibet?  But, apart from that, naturally, we are interested in finding out who and what these 12,000 odd persons are. We
try to make such enquiries from such sources as are available to us to get that information.

Shri P. C. Borooah: From the statement it is found that most of the contributions were in kind. May I know whether
any exemption from custom duty in respect of gifts received from abroad or exemption from excise duty in respect of
goods received from within India was given; if so the total amount for which exemptions were allowed?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: Exemptions from customs and also free passage for these goods are allowed. But there is
no possibility of knowing how much by the way of money it amounts to.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: In the statement it is said that those who are old and infirm have been sent to Dalhousie and will
be maintained at the expense of the Government. May I know what is the number of such old and infirm refugees who
have been sent over to Dalhousie, and what is the monthly expenditure incurred by the Government to maintain them?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The figure I have got thus far is that 320 persons have been sent to Dalhousie. It is not a
question of old and infirm so much as the old senior Lamas who cannot be put to work; that is to say, it is practically a
Lama Centre, where they can carry on their Buddhist vocations and studies in life, which has been, in a sense, created in
Dalhousie, and these people have been sent there.

Shrimati Mafida Ahmed: Is it not a fact that permits were issued to the Tibetan refugees to stay at Mismari Camp
only for three months; if so, may I know whether it has been extended and if so, what is the extension period?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: The Mismari Camp is only a transit camp. As soon as they are found fit to be sent to any
of these recognized places, work sites or other places where they can settle down, then they will be sent away and the
camp will be wounded up.

Shri N. R. Munisamy: As a result of our having afforded asylum to Dalai Lama and Tibetan refugees there is a good deal
of anti-Indian feelings against the Indians residing in Tibet at the instance of the Chinese. May I know whether any steps
have been taken by Government to clear this misunderstanding?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I have mentioned, Sir, the other day that the Indian nationals there are mostly traders, apart
from our own Mission folk and some few others. A number of difficulties have been placed in the way of Indian trade
which is gradually vanishing, and we have drawn the attention of the Chinese Government to this matter.
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11 August 1959 Written Answers to Questions

ADMISSION OF CHINA TO U.N

*312.   Shri Pahadia: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that Government have decided to submit an item about the admission of China to the U.N for
inclusion in the agenda of the next meeting of the General Assembly; and

(b) whether the happenings of last year and deeds of China were kept in view while taking this decision?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):

(a) and (b). The Government of India have suggested the inclusion of an item entitled “Question of the representation
of China in the United Nations” for discussion in the forthcoming session of the General Assembly of the United
Nations. China is already a member of the United Nations and the only question is who should represent China.
In our opinion it is totally unrealistic and wrong to have China represented by some people from Formosa. We are
convinced that the main objectives of the United Nations would be more and more difficult to achieve if the true
representatives of a vast country like China are not allowed to participate in this world organisation. Our decision,
therefore, to seek proper representation of China in the United Nations has no relevance to the developments in
China.

�����������
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13 August 1959 Answers to Questions

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT
Reported Chinese Statement Re: Liberation of Ladakh, Sikkim and Bhutan

Mr. Speaker: I have received notice of an adjournment motion form Sarvashri Vajpayee and U. L. Patil: “The grave threat
to India’s security and territorial integrity emanating from the offensive propaganda campaign let loose by the Chinese
Communists for the ‘Liberation’ of Ladakh, Sikkim and Bhutan”.

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): What about the other motion about the crisis in U.P?

Mr. Speaker: I am coming to that. Crisis in U.P is a domestic matter.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: It is very important, Sir. All people…

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I have disallowed it.

Shri Braj Raj Singh (Firozabad): Sir, in a House of only 431 if 97 are……….

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. If he is more interested then let him go and sit there (Interruptions). Order, order. I am not
going to allow this indulgence of discussing matters which I have disallowed, which according to me are domestic
matters.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Sir, there was another adjournment motion on the subject of Tibet in my name also.

Mr. Speaker: Yes. Shri Braj Raj Singh also has give notice of the same adjournment motion.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: It was not the same motion, Sir; there were some other matters. My point is, some time back
there was a news items in the papers, which has not been contradicted to my knowledge at least that there was some
plan of forming a Himalayan Federation consisting of Ladakh, Tibet, Bhutan, Sikkim and parts of our NEFA area. There
had been rumours of a news in the Press that there had been exhortations in Tibet- exhorting Tibetans to liberate these
areas. This is a very serious matter. Insecurity may prevail all over India on account of this.

Shri Vajpayee (Balrampur): Sir, there is news in the papers that on the 17th July there was a mass meeting in Lhasa
in which Communist leaders in Tibet made speeches calling for the liberation of Ladakh, Bhutan and Sikkim. Secondly,
there is a news that huge Chinese forces are being concentrated on the borders of Sikkim and Bhutan. I would like to
know what is the position. My adjournment motion is not in the nature of a censure motion against the Government.
The only thing we want is that the security of India must be safeguarded and any threat that is coming from any quarter
must be met.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Sir, I submit that my adjournment motion may be read in the House so that hon. Member may
know what it is.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member has explained it in a much better way than what is contained in the adjournment
motion.

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):

Sir, I entirely agree with the hon. Member that the integrity of India should be safeguarded at all costs. There can be
no doubt about it; every Member in this House agrees.

Now, coming to this particular motion, it is based apparently on a news item today which itself is based on some
dispatch to a London newspaper. In this newspaper, reference is made to a speech that Mr. Chiang ko-Hua is supposed
to have delivered on a certain day. I have not seen that report of the speech-I do not know. A report of that speech was
given in the official Chinese paper called China Today. I have read that report. This particular passage is not there. That of
course does not lead us to believe that it is not possible, but it is not there. Anyhow, it would be a very exceedingly
foolish person who would say the remarks attributed to this gentleman about Ladakh, Sikkim and Bhutan. We shall try
to find out whether any speech was delivered on that date and, in so far as we can, what the contents of that speech
were. We have had no information from any reliable source of such statements being made by any person who can be
considered reliable. Therefore, it is rather difficult for me to deal with something in the air.
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As for the report that there are large Chinese forces. I believe that there is a pretty large Chinese forces in Tibet. It
might even be called ‘very large forces’ all over Tibet, who came there when this rebellion started there. We have no
exact information as to the extent of those forces. I do not think that any large forces are concentrated on our frontiers.
Some are there, no doubt. Anyhow, we are quite awake and alert over this matter, and if we get any reliable information
I shall place it before the House. I may say that in one of our last notes to the Chinese Government, which was sent I
think on the 23rd July where we protested interalia against the propaganda in the Chinese official organ describing Indians
as imperialists.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Sir, the Prime Minister may be asked to say something about the Himalayan Federation also. We
just want to get some information about it.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Prime Minister has placed all the available information before the House.

Shri Ham Barua (Gauhati): May I know whether it is a fact that the Chinese Government have sent some
communications to our Government, recently, suggesting that the McMohan Line no longer prescribes or describes the
international boundary as it was not ratified by the Chinese Government. It was only a British creation. There should be
some sort of redrawing of the line?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: No, Sir; we have received no such communication now or at any earlier stage. So far as we are
concerned, the McMohan Line is the firm frontier- firm by treaty, firm by usage, firm by geography. There are minor
pockets, small areas in the McMohan Line or elsewhere on the frontier where some arguments have occasionally arisen,
where questions, sometimes of a mile or two this way or that way have arisen in the past. So discussions have taken
place and will continue, no doubt. So, sometimes we have these arguments about these matters. In fact, we are having, I
think, about one or two matters even now, but they do not effect the major frontier line called the McMohan Line.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know from the Prime Minister that when Mr. Chou En-Lai made a reference to their undefined
frontiers with their southern neighbours-when he said like that-did he include India with the Southern neighbours? Did
he have that in mind?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I cannot say or interpret Premier Chou En-Lai’s speech and what he had in mind. But the
impression that was given to us by Mr. Chou En-Lai some years back was, having regard to all the circumstances, they
accepted this, what is called McMohan line-unfortunately we might have a better name for it; but still they accepted that
as the international frontier.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Kendrapara): Has any map been published showing some portions of India in the
Chinese territory?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: No new maps have published; I do not know.

Shri Vajpayee: May I know whether it is a fact that as many as 20 divisions of Chinese troops are stationed in Tibet at
present?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I could not say; I do not know that exactly.

Mr. Speaker: In the circumstances, I do not think it necessary to give my consent to this adjournment motion.

�����������

4 September 1959 Answers to Questions

RESOLUTION RE: REFERENCE OF THE TIBET ISSUE TO THE UN

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The House will now resume further discussion of the Resolution moved by Shri Atal Bihari
Vajpayee on the 21st August, 1959 regarding reference of Tibet issue to the UNO.

Out of 2 hours allotted for the discussion of the Resolution, 28 minutes have already been taken up and 1 hour and
32 minutes are left for its further discussion today.

Shri Braj Raj Singh may continue his speech.
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But there is one thing that I might say in the beginning. There is such a large number of hon. Members who have
expressed their desire to speak that the time they take should be limited to the minimum. I think ten minutes each
might be enough.

Shri P. K. Deo (Kalahandi): Sir you promised that the time would be extended by say, one hour.

That is within the discretion of the Chair.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I will look into it if I have given any promise. But even then the time-limit would be ten minutes.

Shri Shree Narayan Das (Darbhanga): There are some amendments of which notice has been given.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I am sorry that I forgot them. But the reason for that was that they were all beyond the scope
of this Resolution. Shri P. K. Deo’s amendment says that for the word ‘refer’ substitute ‘re-open’. That would not be
covered. Then he says that after the words ‘Tibetan issue’ add the words ‘and refer the Chinese aggressive inroads to
India’. That would be out of order as it is beyond the scope of the Resolution. We cannot refer to a friendly country in
such a manner. Then there is Shri Shree Narayan Das’ amendment. That also refers to a certain matters that ought not
to be brought in this Resolution. I will give them an opportunity to speak and I think that is all that they want.

Dr. Gohokar (Yeotmal): My amendment is also there.

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): Time could be extended a little,
say, by another half-an-hour or an hour, if you like.

Shri P. K. Deo: At least by one hour.

Dr. Gohokar: My amendment is there. I think it is perfectly in order.

An Hon. Member: There are other amendments also.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Which amendment.

Dr. Gohokar: The one in my name. It is in list No. 3.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Shri Kalika Singh’s amendment is there. That is very argumentative and it touches…

Shri Kalika Singh (Azamgarh): Taken as a whole it is in order.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I have seen it. It says:

“This House is of opinion that Tibet is an integral part of China, and as such, it is within the domestic jurisdiction of
the People’s Republic China to solve the Tibetan tangle in the best possible manner. Failure of China to solve the tangle
may result into mass genocide and breach of international peace which may attract the provisions of U.N. Charter for
intervention…”

I do not think it would be advisable to discuss all these things here or bring them up here thus. Shri Gohokar’s
amendment…

Shri Radha Raman (Chandni Chowk): My amendment is there in list No. 2.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Shri Gohokar’s  amendment says, for the words ‘refer the Tibetan issue to the United Nation’,
substitute ‘support the Tibetan issue if brought in the United Nations.” That is in order.

Shri Radha Raman: My amendment is in list No. 2. It is amendment No.4.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Shri Radha Raman’s amendment says, for the original Resolution, substitute—

‘This House approves of all the steps which Central Government has taken so far in respect of the Tibetan issue and
is further of the opinion that suitable steps such as would lead to a Conference of Bandung Powers at an early date be
taken to consider and resolve this question in the larger interest of Asia and maintenance of peace in it.’

Things like convening of Bandung Conference and others cannot be covered by this Resolution.
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¸ÉÒ ¥ÉVÉ®úÉVÉ ËºÉ½þ (Ê¡ò®úÉäWÉÉ¤ÉÉnù): ={ÉÉvªÉIÉ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É {É®ú VÉ¤É ºÉä ¤É½þºÉ ¶ÉÖ°ü ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ =ºÉEäò ¤ÉÒSÉ ̈ Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ ®úÉVÉvÉxÉÒ ̈ Éå ̈ É½þÉ¨ÉÊ½þ̈ É nù±ÉÉ<Ç

±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ {ÉvÉÉ®äú ½èþ +Éè®ú ¨Éé =xÉEòÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ *

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉä PÉ]õxÉÉªÉå PÉ]õÒ ½èþ =xÉ ºÉä ½þ®ú näù¶É´ÉÉºÉÒ EòÉ, ÊVÉºÉEòÒ VÉbä÷ <ºÉ näù¶É ¨Éå ½èþ, ÊSÉÎxiÉiÉ ½þÉäxÉÉ º´ÉÉ¦ÉÉÊ´ÉEò ½èþ * ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ nÚùºÉ®úÒ ½èþ ÊEò <ºÉ

näù¶É ¨Éå {ÉènùÉ ½þÉäxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù EÖòUô ±ÉÉäMÉ BàºÉÉ ¨É½þºÉÚºÉ Eò®úiÉä ½éþ ÊEò =xÉEòÒ VÉbä÷ <ºÉ näù¶É ¨Éå xÉ½þÓ ½èþ +Éè®ú ´Éä ¦É±Éä ½þÒ <ºÉ ºÉ¤É PÉ]õxÉÉSÉGò ºÉä ÊSÉÎxiÉiÉ xÉ ½þÉä*

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå xÉ ÊºÉ¡Çò xÉ®ú½þiªÉÉªÉå ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ ¤ÉÎ±Eò BEò iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ½þ̈ É Eò½þ ºÉEòiÉå ½éþ ÊEò =ºÉEòÒ +ÉWÉÉnùÒ EòÒ ½þÒ ½þiªÉÉ Eò®ú nùÒ MÉ<Ç ½éþ * VÉ¤É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ +ÉWÉÉnùÒ

EòÒ ½þiªÉÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ =`öiÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä ½þ̈ Éå EÖòUô lÉÉäb÷É ºÉÉ {ÉÒUäô EòÒ +Éè®ú VÉÉxÉÉ {Éb÷iÉÉ ½èþ *

ºÉxÉ 1950 ̈ Éå ¦ÉÒ <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÉ BEò |É¶xÉ =`öÉ lÉÉ +Éè®ú iÉ¤É ¦ÉÒ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆMÉ`öxÉ ̈ Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ =`öÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ uùÉ®úÉ xÉ½þÓ ¤ÉÎ±Eò

ÊEòºÉÒ +xªÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ uùÉ®úÉ *  =ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉnù ªÉ½þ +É¶ÉÉ ´ªÉHò EòÒ MÉ<Ç ÊEò ªÉ½þ |É¶xÉ ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ{ÉÚhÉÇ fÆøMÉ ºÉä ½þ±É ½þÉä VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ! <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä =ºÉEòÉä ½þ±É Eò®úxÉä EòÉ

EÖòUô |ÉªÉixÉ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É {Éb÷É ÊEò <ºÉ Ênù¶ÉÉ ¨Éå EÖòUô |ÉMÉÊiÉ ¦ÉÒ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ´É½þ ½þ±É ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä lÉÉ =ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä =ºÉ

´ÉHò xÉ½þÓ ½þÉä ºÉEòÉ +Éè®ú ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò +¤É ¦ÉÒ ºÉ¨¦É´ÉiÉ: ´É½þ ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ * =ºÉ¨Éå BEò |É®úÎ¨¦ÉEò MÉ±ÉiÉÒ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú ´É½þ ªÉ½þ ÊEò VÉ¤É ½þ̈ É xÉä

ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉxÉÉ ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ {É®ú xÉ½þÓ ®ú½þÒ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ +ÉWÉÉnù ½þÉäxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù, =ºÉ ´ÉHò ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉxÉÉ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ EòÒ |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ ¦ÉÒ

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ {É®ú xÉ½þÓ ½èþ * +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ +MÉ®ú ±ÉÉäMÉ <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½åþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ BEò Ê½þººÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä ´É½þ ÊnùJÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ É ¨ÉÉxÉ ±ÉäiÉä ½éþ ÊEò

SÉÒxÉ EòÒ VÉÉä +ÉGò¨ÉhÉ´ÉÉnùÒ |É´ÉÞÊkÉ ½èþ =ºÉEòÉä ½þ̈ É º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®úiÉå ½èþ, ªÉÉ =ºÉEòÉ ½þ̈ É ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®úiÉä ½éþ * +ÉÊJÉ®ú EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ ®úÉ¹]Åõ ½þÉä SÉÉ½äþ ´É½þ +ÉVÉ EòÒ

SÉÒxÉ Eò {ÉÒ{É±WÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ Éå]õ VÉÉä Eò½þÒ VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ, VÉxÉiÉÆjÉÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú VÉÉä Eò½þÒ VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ ´É½þ ½þÉä iÉlÉÉ =ºÉxÉä VÉÉä =kÉ®úÉÊvÉEòÉ®ú <¨{ÉÒÊ®úªÉÊ±Éº]õ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ Éå]õ ºÉä

ºÉ©ÉÉVªÉ´ÉÉnùÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä {ÉÉªÉä ½èþ, =xÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÒ ®úIÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ªÉÊnù ́ É½þ ªÉ½þ Eò½äþ ÊEò CªÉÉåÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ {É®ú Ê{ÉUô±ÉÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ, SÉÉ½äþ

+É{É ªÉ½þ Eò½åþ ÊEò Ê{ÉUô±Éä ¤ÉÉnù¶ÉÉ½þÉå EòÒ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ, =xÉEòÉ ´É½þ EèòºÉä iªÉÉMÉ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ, iÉÉä ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½èþ * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ nù±ÉÒ±É Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ªÉ½þ

¨ÉÉxÉ ¦ÉÒ Ê±ÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ EòÒ VÉÉä {É½þ±ÉÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú lÉÒ =ºÉEòÒ |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ {É®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ, iÉÉä ¦ÉÒ ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ {Ébä÷MÉÉ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ ¨Éå VÉxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¤ÉxÉxÉä

Eäò ¤ÉÉnù =ºÉEòÉä ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉxÉ ±ÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä lÉÉ ÊEò CªÉÉåÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ =ºÉºÉä +±ÉMÉ ½èþ * ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ =ºÉºÉä +±ÉMÉ ½èþ, ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ ®ú½þxÉ

ºÉ½þxÉ =ºÉºÉä +±ÉMÉ ½èþ, <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä +MÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +ÉWÉÉnù ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½èþ, iÉÉä +ÉWÉÉnù ®ú½þ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ * =ºÉºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä lÉÉ ÊEò ½þ̈ É =ºÉ {É®ú +{ÉxÉÒ

|É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ EòÉä xÉ½þÓ ̈ ÉÉxÉiÉä ½éþ * ̈ Éè ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò =ºÉ Eònù̈ É EòÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ VÉÉä =ºÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ {É®ú ºÉä +{ÉxÉÒ |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ ½þ]õÉEò®ú =`öÉªÉÉ * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ

=ºÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ ½þÒ ºÉÉlÉ ¨Éé ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä =ºÉ ´ÉHò ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä lÉÉ ÊEò ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ½þ̈ É +{ÉxÉÒ |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ EòÉä

½þ]õÉ ®ú½äþ ½éþ =ºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä ÊEò iÉÖ̈ É ¦ÉÒ +{ÉxÉÒ |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ EòÉä ½þ]õÉ ±ÉÉä *

+¤É =ºÉÒ MÉ±ÉiÉÒ Eäò EÖòUô xÉiÉÒVÉä SÉ±É ®ú½åþ ½éþ! xÉiÉÒVÉä Eäò iÉÉè®ú {É®ú =ºÉ MÉ±ÉiÉÒ EòÉä ½þ̈ É ºÉÖvÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ {ÉÉ ®ú½åþ ½èþ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉÉä |ÉºiÉÉ´É ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉ¨¨ÉÖJÉ

½èþ =ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É ºÉä ̈ ÉÖZÉä ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ½þ±É ½þÉäxÉä ́ ÉÉ±ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! ̈ Éè ªÉ½þ <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä xÉ½þÓ Eò½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò SÉÚÆÊEò |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ Eò½þiÉä ½èþ ÊEò CªÉÉåÊEò
SÉÒxÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆMÉ`öxÉ EòÉ ºÉnùºªÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä ́ É½þÉÆ =`öÉªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ VÉÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ ªÉÉ ±Éä VÉÉªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú BEò {ÉIÉÒªÉ
¤ÉÉiÉ EèòºÉä EòÒ VÉÉ ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ * <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä ´É½þÉÆ ±Éä VÉÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ¨Éä®äú Ê¨ÉjÉ ¸ÉÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ xÉä EÖòUô nù±ÉÒ±Éå nùÒ lÉÒ +Éè®ú Eò½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò =kÉ®úÒ EòÉäÊ®úªÉÉ
EòÉ |É¶xÉ ́ É½þÉÆ =`öÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ +Éè®ú <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ nÚùºÉ®äú |É¶xÉ ¦ÉÒ ́ É½þÉÆ =`öÉªÉä VÉÉ SÉÖEäò ½éþ! ́ É½þ EòÉä<Ç BàºÉÒ nù±ÉÒ±É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ VÉÉä ̈ É½þi´É EòÒ nù±ÉÒ±É ½þÉä * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ
¨Éé nÚùºÉ®äú +ÉvÉÉ®ú {É®ú ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ EòÉ VÉÉä ´ÉiÉÇ̈ ÉÉxÉ º´É°ü{É ½èþ, =ºÉ¨Éå EÖòUô ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ªÉÉ ºÉ¨¦É´ÉiÉ:
EÖòUô Eò®ú xÉ½þÓ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ * Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÉ |É¶xÉ ´É½þÉÆ {Éb÷É ½èþ * ºÉÉlÉ ½þÒ ºÉÉlÉ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ BEò ¤ÉÉiÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ½þ̈ É BEò Ê´É·É EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú SÉÉ½þiÉä
½èþ ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ½þ̈ É BEò Ê´É·É EòÉ BEò ºÉÆMÉ`öxÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½éþ CªÉÉ =ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÉ ºÉÆMÉ`öxÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¤ÉxÉ ºÉEòÉ ½èþ? ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆMÉ`öxÉ Ê´É·É Eäò nùÉä ±Éb÷xÉä
´ÉÉ±Éä MÉÖ]õÉå EòÉ BEò ºÉÆMÉ`öxÉ ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ VÉ½þÉÆ {É®ú ½þ®ú |É¶xÉ {É®ú <ºÉ {É½þ±ÉÚ ºÉä Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò +ÉÊJÉ®ú ªÉ½þ VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ ±ÉÉ<Ç VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ªÉ½þÉÆ {É®ú
´É½þ ÊEòºÉ MÉÖ]õ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½èþ, nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ Eäò EòÉèxÉ ºÉä ®úÉ¹]Åõ EòÉä ¡òÉªÉnùÉ {É½ÖÆþSÉÉxÉä ́ ÉÉ±ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½èþ! EòÉèxÉ ºÉä ®úÉ¹]Åõ Eäò ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò VÉÉxÉä ́ ÉÉ±ÉÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½èþ ¦É±Éä ½þÒ <ºÉ ́ ÉHò
½þ̈ Éå ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ½þÉä ÊEò ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå VÉÉxÉä ºÉä nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ Eäò ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉä ®úÉ¹]Åõ BàºÉä ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉä ½éþ VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò |É¶xÉ {É®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉÉlÉ ½þÉå, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò
ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä ®úÉVÉxÉÒÊiÉ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ ½èþ, =ºÉ¨Éå ªÉ½þ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÒ =±ÉZÉ VÉÉªÉä *

½þ̈ É näùJÉ ®ú½äþ ½éþ ÊEò ®úÉ¹]Åõ{ÉÊiÉ +É<ÇWÉxÉ½þÉ´É®ú +Éè®ú ¸ÉÒ ÊxÉÊEòiÉÉ LÉÖ¶SÉä́ É EòÒ ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉEòÉiÉ ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ½èþ, ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ ÊEò =ºÉ¨Éå Ê¡ò®ú <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ
EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ VÉÉªÉä ÊEò nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä +{ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä |É¦ÉÉ´É IÉäjÉ ¨Éå ¤ÉÉÆ]õÉ VÉÉªÉå, <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ¤ÉÉÆ]õÉ VÉÉªÉä ÊEò nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ Eäò VÉÉä nùÉä ¤Ébä÷ VÉÉªÉå]õWÉ ½èþ, nùÉä ¤Ébä÷ ¶Éä®ú
½èþ, ́ Éä Ê¨É±É VÉÉªÉä +Éè®ú Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú iÉÉEòiÉå ½éþ, ¶ÉÊHò½þÒxÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ ½èþ =xÉEòÉä Ê¡ò®ú ½þb÷{ÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®åú * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +MÉ®ú <xÉEòÒ ̈ ÉÖ±ÉÉEòÉiÉ ºÉä nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ̈ Éå ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ
ºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä ¨Éå ªÉÉäMÉ Ê¨É±É ºÉEäò iÉÉä =ºÉEòÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ * <ºÉEòÉ EòÉ®úhÉ ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ Eäò xÉÉMÉÊ®úEò SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ ÊEò nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ
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¤ÉxÉÒ ®ú½äþ +Éè®ú ªÉÊnù ±Éb÷É<Ç ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ iÉÉä =ºÉºÉä Ê´ÉxÉÉ¶É ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ, ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ ºÉä ½þÒ nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉ ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ * Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ BEò MÉ®úÒ¤É ¨ÉÖ±Eò ½èþ, Ê{ÉUôb÷É
½Öþ+É ¨ÉÖ±Eò ½èþ, +Ê´ÉEòÉÊºÉiÉ ¨ÉÖ±Eò ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä =ºÉEòÉ ¦É±ÉÉ <ºÉÒ ¨Éå ½èþ ÊEò ±Éb÷É<Ç xÉ ½þÉä * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú SÉÉ½þxÉä ¨ÉÉjÉ ºÉä, ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ BàºÉÒ <SUôÉ ½þÉäxÉä
¨ÉÉjÉ ºÉä ªÉ½þ SÉÒWÉ ½þÉäxÉÒ ºÉÆ¦É´É xÉ½þÓ ̈ ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É näùiÉÒ ½èþ * =ºÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä ¶ÉÊHò SÉÉÊ½þªÉä VÉÉäÊEò +ÉVÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú {ÉÉºÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ½þ̈ É CªÉÉ Eò®åú, ªÉ½þ ºÉÉäSÉxÉä ́ ÉÉ±ÉÒ
¤ÉÉiÉ ½þÉä VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ * <ºÉ ´ÉÉºiÉä nùÉäxÉÉå xÉäiÉÉ+Éå ¨Éå VÉÉä ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉEòÉiÉ ½þÉäxÉä VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ =ºÉEäò ¡ò±Éº´ÉÉ°ü{É +MÉ®ú ¶ÉÊHò½þÒxÉ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÉå EòÉä ½þb÷{ÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ
VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ¶ÉÆEòÉªÉäÆ `öÒEò ÊxÉEò±ÉiÉÒ ½èþ iÉ¤É Ê¡ò®ú <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå =`öÉxÉä ºÉä EòÉä<Ç ¡òÉªÉnùÉ xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä
EòÉ¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÉ |É¶xÉ =±ÉZÉÉ {Éb÷É ½èþ =ºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ªÉ½þ |É¶xÉ ¦ÉÒ =±ÉZÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ *

ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ EòÉ ½þ±É CªÉÉ ½éþ? ¨Éé ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ¤É½ÖþiÉ Ê´ÉEò]õ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ {ÉènùÉ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç ½èþ * BEò ®úÉ¹]Åõ Eäò xÉ¹]õ ½þÉäxÉä EòÉ |É¶xÉ ½èþ * ¨Éé ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò
65-70 ½þWÉÉ®ú +ÉnùÊ¨ÉªÉÉå EòÉä Eòi±É Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ * ́ É½þÉÆ {É®ú ±ÉÉJÉÉå SÉÒÊxÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ * BEò xÉªÉä iÉ®ú½þ Eäò ºÉÉ©ÉÉVªÉ´ÉÉnù
EòÉä ±ÉÉnùxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ * ªÉ½þ BEò ¦ÉªÉÆEò®ú |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÉ ºÉÉ©ÉÉVªÉ´ÉÉnù ½èþ * +¤É iÉEò iÉÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ Ê´Énäù¶ÉÉå ºÉä +ÉEò®ú ÊEòºÉÒ näù¶É {É®ú +{ÉxÉÉ
®úÉVªÉ EòÉªÉ¨É Eò®úiÉä lÉä, ́ É½þÉÆ {É®ú ¶ÉÉä¹ÉhÉ Eò®úiÉä lÉä * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +¤É BEò xÉªÉä |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÉ ºÉÉ©ÉÉVªÉ ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò +{ÉxÉÒ näù¶É Eäò xÉÉMÉÊ®EòÉå EòÉä ±Éä VÉÉ Eò®ú nÚùºÉ®åú
näù¶É ¨Éå ¤ÉºÉÉ nùÉä +Éè®ú VÉxÉiÉÆjÉ EòÒ nÖù½þÉ<Ç näùEò®ú ªÉ½þ Eò½þ Eò®ú ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÉ ¤É½Öþ̈ ÉiÉ ªÉ½þ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ =ºÉ näù¶É EòÉ ½þ̈ Éä¶ÉÉ Eäò
Ê±ÉªÉä ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ®ú½äþ, VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ+Éå EòÉä nù¤ÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä * SÉÒxÉÒ xÉÉMÉÊ®úEòÉå EòÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¤ÉºÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ ½èþ, VÉÉä ´É½þÉÆ EòÒ
½þ̈ Éä¶ÉÉ ºÉä ®ú½þxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÉä +É=]õ xÉ¨¤É®ú ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ, =ºÉEòÉä +±{É¨ÉiÉ ¨Éå {ÉÊ®úhÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú
ªÉ½þ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ ́ ÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå EòÉ ́ É½þÉÆ {É®ú ¤É½Öþ̈ ÉiÉ ½þÉä VÉÉªÉä * <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É ½þÉäxÉä ºÉä ̈ Éé ̈ ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò BEò ¤É½ÖþiÉ ½þÒ Ê´ÉEò]õ |É¶xÉ
=`ö JÉb÷É ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ *

Shri Barman in the Chair

ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ =ºÉEòÉä ½þ±É xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ºÉEäòMÉÉ * BàºÉÒ ºÉÚ®úiÉ ̈ Éå CªÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä * Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú <ºÉ Ê´É¹ÉªÉ ̈ Éå EÖòUô ºÉÊGòªÉ Eònù̈ É =`öÉªÉä,

<iÉxÉÉ ½þÒ EòÉ¡òÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ * <ºÉEòÉ EòÉ®úhÉ ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò +ÉVÉ SÉÒxÉ ªÉÚo BxÉo +Éäo EòÉ ºÉnùºªÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉ ´ÉÉºiÉä ½þ̈ É <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä ´É½þÉÆ xÉ½þÓ =`öÉ

ºÉEòiÉä ½éþ * Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå VÉMÉ½þ Ênù±É´ÉÉxÉä EòÒ, =ºÉEòÉä =ºÉEòÉ ºÉnùºªÉ ¤ÉxÉ´ÉÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú ¨Éè

=ºÉEòÉä º´ÉÉMÉiÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ * ½þ̈ Éå ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ ÊEò EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ½þÉä, =ºÉEòÉ EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ Eò±É®ú ½þÉä, =ºÉEòÉ EÖòUô ¦ÉÒ EòÉ®äúC]õ®ú ½þÉä, ÊEòºÉÒ |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÉ ¦ÉÒ

SÉÊ®újÉ ½þÉä, +MÉ®ú =ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ +{ÉxÉä näù¶É {É®ú Eò¤WÉÉ ½èþ, iÉÉä =ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä ¨ÉÉxªÉiÉÉ Ê¨É±ÉxÉÒ ú½þÒ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä! <ºÉ +ÉvÉÉ®ú {É®ú ½þ̈ É SÉÒxÉ EòÉä ¨ÉÉxªÉiÉÉ

Ênù±É´ÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ *

±ÉäÊEòxÉ <ºÉÒ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÉlÉ ½þ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ näùJÉxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ VÉÉä |É¶xÉ ½èþ ´É½þ xÉ ÊºÉ¡Çò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ xÉè¶ÉxÉèÊ±É]õÒ Eäò xÉ¹]õ ½þÉäxÉä EòÉ |É¶xÉ ¤ÉxÉ

MÉªÉÉ ½èþ, xÉ ÊºÉ¡Çò =ºÉEòÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ JÉi¨É ½þÉäxÉä EòÉ |É¶xÉ ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ¤ÉÎ±Eò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ +{ÉxÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ EòÉä ¤ÉSÉÉxÉä EòÉ |É¶xÉ +ÉVÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ={ÉÎºlÉiÉ

½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½èþ, ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ +{ÉxÉÒ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ ¦ÉÒ ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ * ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå SÉÒxÉ Eäò PÉÖºÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ½þ̈ É näùJÉiÉä ½èþ ÊEò ¨ÉäEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ VÉÉä ±ÉÉ<xÉ ½èþ =ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú

¨Éå ¤ÉÉ®ú ¤ÉÉ®ú ªÉ½þ Eò½þÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ BàºÉÒ ®äúJÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉ {É®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ ¤ÉxÉiÉÒ ½èþ! ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú ½þÒ xÉ½þÓ, ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú +{ÉxÉä IÉäjÉ ¨Éå PÉÖºÉ Eò®ú

+ÉVÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ ]äõÊ®ú]õ®úÒ {É®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú IÉäjÉ {É®ú Eò¤WÉÉ Eò®ú ±Éå * +¤É ªÉ½þ |É¶xÉ BàºÉÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½èþ VÉÉä Eäò´É±É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ

EòÒ ®úIÉÉ EòÉ ½þÒ xÉ½þÓ ¤ÉÎ±Eò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ +{ÉxÉÒ ®úIÉÉ EòÉ ¦ÉÒ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå +ÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ +{ÉxÉÒ VÉÉä ¤É¡ò®ú ±ÉÉ<xÉ ½èþ, ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ,

ÊºÉÎCEò¨É, xÉä{ÉÉ±É +Éè®ú ±ÉqùÉJÉ <iªÉÉÊnù EòÒ, =ºÉ ºÉ¤É {É®ú JÉiÉ®úÉ UôÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ, JÉiÉ®úÉ +É SÉÖEòÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ́ É½þ JÉiÉ®úÉ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ {É®ú +É ®ú½þÉ ½èþ * BàºÉÒ ºÉÚ®úiÉ

¨Éå ½þ̈ Éå CªÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä? ½þ̈ Éä nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå BàºÉä ®úÉ¹]ÅõÉå EòÉ ºÉÆMÉ`öxÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®úxÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä VÉÉä Eò¦ÉÒ ±Éb÷É<Ç xÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þÉå!

¨Éé ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ´Éä Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú ®úÉ¹]Åõ ½þÉåMÉä * ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä EÖòUô ºÉ¤Éº]õÒ]õ¬Ú]õ ¨ÉÉä¶ÉÆºÉ ®úJÉÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ ÊEò ´ÉÉÆbÖÆ÷MÉ {ÉÉ´ÉºÉÇ EòÒ EòÉÆ£åòºÉ ½þÉä, ªÉÉ ºÉÉ=lÉ <Çº]õ

BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ Eäò näù¶ÉÉæ EòÒ ½þÉä ªÉÉ ¨ÉvªÉ BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ EòÒ xÉä¶ÉÆºÉ VÉÉä ÊEò ±Éb÷É<Ç xÉ½þÓ SÉÉ½þiÉÒ ½èþ, =xÉEòÒ ½þÉä, ªÉÉ VÉÉä ÊEòºÉÒ MÉÖ]õ ¨Éå xÉ½þÓ ®ú½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÒ, =xÉEòÒ ½þÉä, VÉÉä

ªÉ½þ SÉÉ½þiÉÒ ½èþ ÊEò nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¦ÉÒ ®ú½åþ, =xÉEòÉä <Eò]Âõ`öÉ Eò®úEäò nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå BEò <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÉ VÉxÉ¨ÉiÉ iÉèªÉÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉB ÊEò VÉÉä ªÉ½þ ºÉ¨ÉZÉä

ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉä EÖòUô ½Öþ+É ½èþ ´É½þ xÉ ÊºÉ¡Çò ÊEòºÉÒ ¨ÉÖ±Eò EòÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ EòÉ EòÉä ½þxÉxÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÉ |É¶xÉ ½èþ ¤ÉÎ±Eò ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉiÉÉ EòÉä ½þÒ JÉi¨É Eò®úxÉä EòÒ ´É½þ

BEò EòÉäÊ¶É¶É ½èþ * <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ½þ̈ É EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®åú nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ̈ Éå BEò VÉxÉ¨ÉiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä EòÒ! +MÉ®ú ÊEòºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ +ºÉä̈ ¤É±ÉÒ ̈ Éå VÉÉxÉä ºÉä ªÉ½þ |É¶xÉ

½þ±É ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ iÉÉä ½þ̈ É ºÉÉäSÉiÉä <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä ´É½þÉÆ ¦ÉäVÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä ªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ +Éè®ú ºÉ¨¦É´ÉiÉ:¨Éé <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®úiÉÉ * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +ÉVÉ nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÒ

VÉÉä {ÉÊ®úÎºlÉÊiÉ ½èþ =ºÉä näùJÉiÉä ½ÖþB ¨Éé ºÉÉäSÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ +ºÉä̈ ¤É±ÉÒ ¨Éå VÉÉxÉä ºÉä ºÉ¨¦É´ÉiÉ: ªÉ½þ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ½þ±É xÉ½þÓ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ * <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ½þ̈ Éå nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ

¨Éå BEò |É¤É±É VÉxÉ¨ÉiÉ EòÉªÉ¨É Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä, nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÒ +ÊvÉEò ºÉä +ÊvÉEò ®úÉ¹]ÅõÉå EòÉä +{ÉxÉä ºÉÉlÉ ±ÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä, <ºÉ |É¶xÉ {É®ú ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉä EÖòUô
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½Öþ+É ½èþ ́ É½þ MÉ±ÉiÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ * ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ EòÒ ®úIÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ½þ̈ Éå nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ Eäò VÉÉä ¦ÉÒ nÚùºÉ®äú Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú ®úÉ¹]Åõ ½éþ, ªÉÉ ̈ ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¦ÉÒ VÉÉä ÊEò <Eò]Âõ`öÉ

½þÉä ºÉEòiÉä ½éþ, =xÉEòÉä <Eò]Âõ`öÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä +Éè®ú <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä SÉÒxÉ EòÉä ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚ®ú Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä ÊEò =ºÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉä EÖòUô ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ =ºÉºÉä =ºÉä

½þ]õxÉÉ {Ébä÷MÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉä +xªÉÉªÉ =ºÉxÉä ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ =ºÉºÉä =ºÉ EòÉä {ÉÒUäô ½þ]õxÉÉ {Ébä÷MÉÉ +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ EòÉä ¨ÉÆVÉÚ®ú Eò®úxÉÉ {Ébä÷MÉÉ * +¤É ºÉ¨ÉªÉ

+É MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ Eäò xÉÉMÉÊ®úEò ¤ÉÉ®ú ¤ÉÉ®ú ªÉ½þ Eò½åþ ½þÉ±ÉÉÆÊEò +¤É iÉEò SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ BEò <Æ]õÒMÉ®ú±É {ÉÉ]Çõ ®ú½þÉ ½éþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå +¤É ´É½þ

EòÉªÉ¨É xÉ½þÓ ®ú½þ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ * ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ BEò º´ÉiÉxjÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ ½èþ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ É SÉÒxÉ ºÉä ªÉ½þ +É¶ÉÉ Eò®úiÉä ½éþ ÊEò VÉ¤É ´É½þ ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò +MÉ®ú EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ näù¶É

º´ÉiÉxjÉ ®ú½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½éþ, ÊEòºÉÒ näù¶É EòÉ EòÉä<Ç Ê½þººÉÉ º´ÉiÉxjÉ ®ú½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½éþ iÉÉä =ºÉä <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ®ú½þxÉä EòÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú ½èþ iÉÉä ´É½þ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ º´ÉiÉxjiÉÉ

EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉäMÉÉ CªÉÉåÊEò ÊVÉºÉ näù¶É EòÉä <¨{ÉÒÊ®úªÉÊ±ÉV¨É =k®úÉÊvÉEòÉ®ú ¨Éå Ê¨É±ÉÉ ½èþ =x½þÉåxÉä =ºÉ EòÉä =ºÉºÉä +ÉWÉÉnù Eò®úxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ ½èþ *

SÉÒxÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå Eò½þÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ, °üºÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå Eò½þÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå SÉÒxÉ EòÉ Eònù̈ É ½èþ =ºÉºÉä

=±]õÉ ±Éä VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ Eònù̈ É ½èþ, ´É½þ BàºÉÉ Eònù̈ É ½éþ ÊVÉºÉºÉä nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå +¶ÉÉÎxiÉ ¡èò±É ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ * +MÉ®ú SÉÒxÉ ´ÉÉEò<Ç nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä ½þ̈ É

ªÉ½þ +É¶ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò ´É½þ +{ÉxÉä Eònù̈ É EòÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ±ÉäMÉÉ * ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ªÉÉ nÚùºÉ®úÒ iÉ®ú¡ò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ¨Éå VÉþÉä Eònù̈ É =ºÉxÉä =`öÉªÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ±Éä CªÉÉåÊEò

=ºÉºÉä SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ nùÉäºiÉÒ, ÊVÉºÉä ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ ½þ®ú xÉÉMÉÊ®úEò SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½èþ, JÉi¨É ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ * ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É Eäò ±ÉÉäMÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÒ nùÉäºiÉÒ EòÒ

Eòpù Eò®úiÉä ½éþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ SÉÒxÉ ºÉä nùÉäºiÉÒ ½þ̈ É =ºÉä +{ÉxÉä ÊºÉ®ú {É®ú Ê¤É`öÉ Eò®ú xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä ½éþ *

½þ̈ É SÉÒxÉ ºÉä nùÉäºiÉÒ ¤É®úÉ¤É®úÒ Eäò Ê±É½þÉWÉ ºÉä Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä ½éþ * <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ¨Éé +É¶ÉÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ +{ÉxÉä Eònù̈ ÉÉå EòÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ±ÉäMÉÉ +Éè®ú +ÉMÉä EòÉä<Ç

BàºÉÉ Eònù̈ É xÉ½þÓ =`öÉªÉäMÉÉ ÊVÉºÉºÉä nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÒ ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ Eäò ¦ÉÆMÉ ½þÉäxÉä EòÉ +xnäù¶ÉÉ ½þÉä *

Shri P. K. Deo: I wholeheartedly support the resolution, which has been so ably moved by my hon. Friend Shri Vajpayee
on this Tibetan issue. The whole purpose of my tabling the amendment was this, that I thought since the issue is already
pending consideration in the United Nations, and so, there would be no question of referring the issue to them; the
appropriate thing would be to reopen the Tibetan question in the United Nations forum.

On the 13th November, 1959, we learnt from an announcement from Lake Success that the question of Chinese
aggression and invasion on Tibet had been referred to the United Nations by the then Tibetan Government. Formally, it
was raised in the Steering Committee of the General Assembly of the United Nations by Mr. Castro, the representative
of El Slavador. He very correctly pointed out that under article 1, Paragraph 1 of the Charter of the United Nations, the
United Nations must maintain international peace and security, even though Tibet was not a member of the United
Nations, because the U.N.O must not only maintain peace among the member-States, but the main obligation of the
U.N.O was to maintain international peace throughout the world.

It was only on the firm assurance of India that the Tibetan question could be peacefully solved and that Tibetan
autonomy would be safely safeguarded by peaceful negotiations. That this adjournment was done on this Tibetan question;
and there has been no final decision on the Tibetan question; there has been no resjudicata. It has been pending consideration
since then, and it could be reopened at any time by any member of the U.N. General Assembly.

While taking part in the discussion, India’s representative, the Jamsaheb of Nawanagar had said that:

“The Chinese forces have ceased to advance after the fall of Chamdo, that is, 480 kilometers from Lhasa. Indian
Government are certain that the Tibetan question could be settled by peaceful means and such a settlement can
safeguard the autonomy which Tibet has enjoyed for several decades, while maintaining its historical association with
China”.

He further said:

“My delegation considers that the best way of attaining that objective would be to abandon for the time being the
idea of including the question in the agenda of the General Assembly.”.

Sir, I would request you to mark the words ‘for the time being’. The whole question was shelved for the time being.
From the recent occurrences, you will notice how disillusioned the Jamsaheb was at that time when he suggested such
a measure. The Chinese forces did not stop at Chamdo; they forcibly occupied Tibet; they massed their troops along the
Indian border and invaded and occupied certain portions of the Indian territory.



INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES 89

Sir, Tibet is of considerable strategic importance to India. The Thirteenth Dalai Lama declared the complete
independence of Tibet just as Nepal broke away all sorts of allegiance with China for all time. Tibet is an autonomous
government, and has never permitted—any interference in its internal administration by the Chinese. Further, in the
Second World War, Tibet did not compromise by throwing her forces on the side of China. So, you can very well see that
Tibet has all along maintained an independent status so far as her internal administration is concerned.

In 1950, it was on the assurance of India that even the U.S.A. voted for the adjournment of the Tibetan question. Mr.
Gross of the U.S.A. at that time pointed out that he had voted for the adjournment motion on the fact that “the
Government of India most directly concerned in the subject matter and whose territory borders on Tibet hoped that
the Tibetan question could be peacefully and honourably settled.”.

I beg to submit that in 1950 the Tibetan question was not rejected; it was simply adjourned.

Lately, we find that the Chinese dragon has been spreading its fangs from the roof of the world on India. It was
possible because of the latitude that we have shown to the Chinese for so long, and because of our traditional good
behaviour towards our neighbours.

I most respectfully submit that it was on the initiative of India that the Tibetan question was shelved, and it is now
the sacred duty of India to reopen the Tibetan question in the United Nations, especially when the Chinese have not
only crossed and penetrated into Indian territory but have thrown a challenge to India’s integrity and sovereignty.

The Sino-Tibetan agreement of 1951 which was possible because of the goodwill of our Government, and which
recognized Tibetan autonomy under Chinese suzerainty has been thrown to the winds, and Tibetan autonomy and
Chinese suzerainty have not been reconciled by peaceful means.

The people of Tibet have been denied the fundamental rights of liberty and security of life. We have seen that
freedom to live and freedom of movement have been denied to the Tibetan people. Freedom of worship and religion has
been completely violated. Thousands have been butchered, and thousands have been put to torturously cruel methods
and forced labour. There is an organised and planned attempt to annihilate the personality and the individually of Tibet
and to completely wipe it out from the map of the world.

I most respectfully submit that all that has been done in Tibet amounts to genocide which has been resorted to by
the Chinese on the helpless, the unarmed and the peace-loving Tibetan people; and this has surpassed even the outrages
of Hitler in the Belsen camp.

It was on the initiative of India, Cuba and Panama that a resolution on genocide was passed. India has been championing
such cases all along. It was on India’s initiative that the resolution of genocide was passed. It said that genocide is a matter
of international concern as it is a crime against humanity. The convention on the prevention and punishment of the
crime of genocide was passed by 55 votes to 0. That was passed just one day prior to the Universal Declaration of the
Human Rights by the United Nations. These two conventions were passed without a single note of dissent from any
member. So, you can very well imagine the amount of goodwill from the whole world was there behind those two
conventions or resolutions.

Now, what is genocide? It is said in that resolution that genocide, according to that convention, means any of the
following acts committed with intent to destroy in whole or in part a national, ethnical, racial or religious group, namely
(i) killing members of the group, (ii) causing serious bodily and mental harm, etc. It provided that the crime should be
punished, and the trial should be by an international tribunal.

I most respectfully submit that the misdeeds of China are clearly proved, that China has committed genocide and
should stand trial by an international tribunal and should be punished. By ‘China’, I mean the People’s Republic of China,
regarding whose admission into the United Nations, we have been advocating so much. Further, China has denied the
Tibetans the right of self determination.

In this connection, I may draw your attention to the famous resolution on the right of self-determination. As I had
pointed out previously, this time also, India along with six powers initiated the resolution in the U.N.O. on the right of
self-determination which clearly suggested the appointment of a commission which at the request of any ten members
of the U.N.O. would examine any situation resulting from alleged denial or inadequate realization of the right of self-
determination. In this case, India was the prime mover behind the resolution.
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In the case of Tibet, we have found that the right of self-determination has been denied to the Tibetans, genocide has
been committed on Tibet, and the integrity of Tibet has been violated. The aggressive attitude of the Chinese has proved
that imperialism is not the monopoly of European countries. It can spread even to Asia and it can be utilized to suppress
and to victimize weaker nations.

Tibet has completely unmasked China as a wolf in sheep’s clothing. Communist imperialism is worse than western
imperialism, because they claim themselves as the liberators of the down-trodden countries. We have seen what ‘liberation’
has meant to the Tibetans recently. India has no political axe to grind, but in view of the historical role that India has
played for the right cause and in view of the manner in which India has championed the cause of the down-trodden,
dependent and weak countries, it is just right that India should rise to the occasion and reopen the Tibetan question in
the General Assembly of the United Nations.

In the case of Morocco, Algeria, Indonesia and in the Anglo-French action against Egypt, India has all along sided with
the weaker nations, nations which have been subjected to the imperialism of aggressive bigger powers. Even the stand
taken by the United Nations in the case of Korea has clearly proved…

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Deputy-Speaker had said in the very beginning that there are a large number of Members who
wish to speak. So if any one Member speaks beyond the time-limit, it will curtail the opportunity of others.

Shri P. K. Deo: I will not speak beyond the time-limit. I will just take five minutes more.

Mr. Chairman: By my watch he has already taken 12 minutes.

Shri P. K. Deo: Let me have three minutes more.

Mr. Chairman: I hope he will conclude within that time.

Shri C. R. Narasimhan (Krishnagiri): On a point of order. Of course, I do not want to disturb the hon. Member who
is on his legs.

Shri P. K. Deo: He is taking up my time.

Shri C. R. Narasimhan: I am apologizing for raising the point of order. Can we have the debate in a manner which
spoil our friendship with other nations?

Shri Vajpayee (Balrampur): What is the point of order? There is no point of order.

Shri C. R. Narasimhan: According to our rules, we should not in our debates offend friendly countries.

Mr. Chairman: Here mention is made of relations of Tibet with China and in that connection, it was said that the
Government of India had sided with the weaker nations. As far as that goes, anything relating to Tibet can come in. But
the only thing is that the time-limit should be adhered to.

Shri P. K. Deo: If you examine the stand India took in the case of Korea, you will find that India approved of the
enforcement of collective measures against armed attack on the Republic of Korea by North Korea.

I submit that India has always played that historical role. In this connection, I would crave the indulgence of the Prime
Minister to repeat a few words from his famous speech on 3rd November 1948 in the United Nations. This is what our
beloved Prime Minister said then:

 “It was an astonishing thing that any country could still venture to cling to that doctrine of colonialism, whether by
direct or indirect rule. After all that happened there, there will be not mere objection to that situation but an active
struggle against any and every form of colonialism in any part of the world”.

I request the Prime Minister to remember these famous words he spoke there and act accordingly.

On the 5th June, 1959, the International Commission of Jurists…

Mr. Chairman: If he goes on quoting like this, there is no time available.

Shri P. K. Deo: This is the last one.
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Shri Kalika Singh: This is Chinese attitude!

Speaker: Shri P. K. Deo: On the 5th of June, 1959, the International Committee of Jurists at Geneva have clearly stated
after going into the evidence that deliberate violations of the fundamental human rights have taken place and there has
been prima facie case that the Chinese have made an attempt to destroy the national, ethnical, racial and religious
activities of a group, by killing the members of the group and by causing serious bodily harm to the members of the
group.

In these circumstances, I do not think that there can be a better case and better cause for India to raise in the United
Nations and for the United Nations to intervene and act.

Mr. Chairman: Shri Shree Narayan Das. I think those who have tabled amendments should be given a chance first. Shri
Shree Narayan Das.

Dr. Gohokar: Sir, my amendment has been allowed.

Mr. Chairman: Shri Shree Narayan Das.

Dr. Gohokar: Sir, I beg to move:

In the resolution,—

For the words “refer the Tibetan issue to the United Nations”

Substitute “support the Tibetan issue if brought in the United Nations Organisation.”(6)

¸ÉÒ ¸ÉÒxÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ nùÉºÉ: ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ÊVÉºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå +¦ÉÒ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ, =ºÉ EòÉ VÉÉä Ê´É¹ÉªÉ ½èþ ´É½þ ¤Éb÷É ½þÒ ¨É½þi´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ½éþ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

¨Éå ½þÉ±É ¨Éå VÉÉä PÉ]õxÉÉªÉå PÉ]õÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ Ê®ú{ÉÉä]çõ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú {ÉÉºÉ +É ®ú½þÒ ½éþ, =xÉºÉä ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò VÉÉä ¦ÉÒ º´Énäù¶É ºÉä |Éä̈ É ®úJÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ±ÉÉäMÉ ½éþ,

º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ ºÉä |Éä̈ É ®úJÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ±ÉÉäMÉ ½éþ ´É nÖùJÉÒ ½èþ * ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ EèòºÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þÉä, ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®úÒEäò ºÉä =ºÉ xÉä ´É½þÉÆ EòÉ¨É

¶ÉÖ°ü ÊEòªÉÉ ½éþ, ´É½þ nÖùJÉ EòÉ Ê´É¹ÉªÉ ½èþ * ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä<Ç º´ÉiÉÆjÉ näù¶É ®ú½þÉ ½þÉä, BàºÉÉ EòÉä<Ç |É¨ÉÉhÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉxÉÒ ½Öþ<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú <ÊiÉ½þÉºÉ

ºÉä ¦ÉÒ ªÉ½þÓ |ÉEò]õ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ¤É®úÉ¤É®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÒ |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ *

BEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ: ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ MÉ±ÉiÉ ½èþ *

¸ÉÒ ̧ ÉÒxÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ nùÉºÉ: ªÉ½þ ̈ Éä®úÉ JªÉÉ±É ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ, ÊEò MÉ±ÉiÉ ½þÉä * Ê¡ò®ú ¦ÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉ¤É VÉÉxÉiÉä ½éþ ÊEò |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚnù ¦ÉÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +{ÉxÉä ºÉ¦ÉÒ

¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉå ̈ Éå º´ÉiÉÆjÉ lÉÉ * VÉèºÉÉ BEò ̈ ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ +¦ÉÒ Eò½þ ®ú½åþ lÉä ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ BEò º´ÉiÉÆjÉ näù¶É lÉÉ iÉÉä CªÉÉ EòÉ®úhÉ lÉÉ ÊEò <iÉxÉä ÊnùxÉÉå ºÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ

ºÉÆPÉ EòÉªÉ¨É ½éþ * ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ BEò º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ Eäò °ü{É ̈ Éå ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ EòÉ ºÉnùºªÉ xÉ½þÓ ½Öþ+É ÊVÉºÉ¨Éå +ÉVÉ +{ÉxÉä ̈ ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò VÉÊ®úªÉä ¦ÉäVÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ

½èþ * VÉ¤ÉÊEò 60 ®úÉ¹]Åõ =ºÉ ̈ Éå ¶ÉÉÊ¨É±É ½èþ, iÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ BEò º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ Eäò °ü{É ̈ Éå =ºÉ ̈ Éå CªÉÉå ºÉÎ¨¨ÉÊ±ÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ * <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ªÉ½þ BEò Ê´É´ÉÉnùÉº{Énù |É¶xÉ

½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ BEò º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ ½èþ ªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ *

BEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ: ªÉ½þ Ê´É´ÉÉnù JÉÖnù SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ *

¸ÉÒ ¸ÉÒxÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ nùÉºÉ: +ÉVÉ <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä iÉªÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÉ ¨ÉÉèEòÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ +Éè®ú iÉªÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú ¦ÉÒ <ºÉ ºÉÆºÉnù EòÉä xÉ½þÓ ½èþ * <ºÉ ¨Éå ½þ®ú BEò

ºÉnùºªÉ EòÉä º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò VÉÉä EÖòUô ¦ÉÒ ºÉÉ¨ÉÉxÉ =ºÉEäò {ÉÉºÉ ½þÉä, SÉÉ½äþ ´É½þ BÊiÉ½þÉÊºÉEò ½þÉä SÉÉ½äþ ÊEòºÉÒ +Éè®ú |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÉ ½þÉä, =ºÉ EòÉä ¨ÉqäùxÉWÉ®ú ®úJÉ Eò®ú

+{ÉxÉÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú |ÉEò]õ Eò®åú * VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ¨ÉäxÉä +{ÉxÉä +vªÉxÉ ºÉä ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉ ½èþ, VÉ¤É ºÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ EòÉªÉ¨É ½Öþ+É ½èþ +Éè®ú =ºÉ Eäò {É½þ±Éä ¦ÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉ +É¡ò

xÉä¶ÉxºÉ EòÉªÉ¨É lÉÒ * =ºÉ¨Éå ¦ÉÒ ̈ Éé xÉä näùJÉÉ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eò¦ÉÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ Eäò °ü{É ̈ Éå ́ É½þÉÆ {É®ú xÉ½þÓ lÉÉ * xÉ =ºÉxÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ +É¡ò xÉä¶ÉxºÉ ̈ Éå ¦ÉÉMÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú

xÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ÊEòºÉÒ °ü{É ¨Éå ¦ÉÉMÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ * VÉÉä ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ ªÉ½þÉÆ ¨ÉÉèVÉÚnù ½éþ º{É¹]õ °ü{É ºÉä ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉiÉä ½éþ, <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ¨Éä®äú JªÉÉ±É ºÉä ªÉ½þ

Ê´É´ÉÉnùÉº{Énù Ê´É¹ÉªÉ ½èþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Ê¡ò®ú ¦ÉÒ........

BEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ: <ÆÊb÷ªÉÉ lÉÉ ±ÉÒMÉ +É¡ò xÉä¶ÉxºÉ ¨Éå?

¸ÉÒ ̧ ÉÒxÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ nùÉºÉ: +ÉVÉ ½þ̈ É <ºÉä ̈ ÉÉxÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½éþ ÊEò ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ EòÉ®ú´ÉÉ<ªÉÉÆ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½èþ, =xÉ ºÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÉä ¤É½ÖþiÉ
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½þÒ Eò¹]õ ½éþ, nÖùJÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É ºÉ½þÉxÉÖ¦ÉÊiÉ =ºÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½èþ * ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ®ú½þxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä VÉÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ ½éþ, +{ÉxÉä näù¶É Eäò +xnù®ú =xÉ Eäò VÉÉä +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú ½éþ,

=xÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÉä ́ Éä |ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®åú +Éè®ú =xÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÉä |ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä VÉÉä ¦ÉÒ +ÉxnùÉä±ÉxÉ ́ Éä Eò®åúMÉä =ºÉ +ÉxnùÉä±ÉxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¦É±Éä ½þÒ ½þ̈ É ÊGªÉÉi¨ÉEò

°ü{É ºÉä ºÉ½þÉªÉEò xÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉä ½þÉå * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ {ÉÚ®úÒ ºÉ½þÉxÉÖ¦ÉÚÊiÉ =xÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½èþ * ºÉÉlÉ ½þÒ ºÉÉlÉ ªÉ½þÉÆ Eäò BEò ºÉnùºªÉ EòÒ ½èþÊºÉªÉiÉ ºÉä ¨Éè ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ

ÊEò SÉÒxÉ xÉä VÉÉä °üJÉ +JiªÉÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ, ªÉqÊ{É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò >ð{É®ú SÉÒxÉ E Ò |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉ |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ Eäò ®½þiÉä ½ÖþB ¦ÉÒ =x½þÉäxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉä ̈ ÉÉä+É½þnùÉ

ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ, VÉÉä <EòÉ®úxÉÉ¨ÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ * =x½þÉäxÉä =ºÉ <EòÉ®úxÉÉ¨Éä Eäò Ê´É°üqù EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ * <ºÉ Ê±ÉªÉä +ÉVÉ VÉÉä Ê´É¹ÉªÉ ½èþ ́ É½þ xÉ Eäò´É±É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ́ É®úxÉ

¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ ºÉä |Éä̈ É ®úJÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ÊVÉiÉxÉä ¦ÉÒ näù¶É nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå ½éþ, =xÉ ºÉ¤É Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ªÉ½þ nÖùJÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½èþ *

+¤É ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò <¶ªÉÚ EòÉä ÊVÉºÉä ½þ̈ É SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå ±Éä VÉÉªÉä, ´É½þ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É CªÉÉ ½èþ * <¶ªÉÖ ªÉ½þ ½þÉäiÉÉ

½èþ ÊEò BEò º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ xÉä nÚùºÉ®äú º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ EòÉä nù¤ÉÉ ÊnùªÉÉ iÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ nÚùºÉ®úÒ lÉÒ * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò |É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ EòÉ iÉÉ±±ÉÖEò ½èþ, MÉ±ÉiÉ ªÉÉ ºÉ½þÒ, ½þ̈ É xÉä

SÉÒxÉ EòÒ |É¦ÉÚºÉkÉÉ EòÉä Eò<Ç °ü{É ̈ Éå ̈ ÉÉxÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½èþ * VÉÉä <Eò®úÉ®úxÉÉ¨ÉÉ ½þÉ±É ̈ Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ xÉä SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ, ́ É½þ ́ ªÉ{ÉÉ®ú EòÉ <Eò®úÉ®úxÉÉ¨ÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä

½èþ, =ºÉ ¨Éå ½þ̈ ÉxÉä xÉä Eò¤ÉÖ±É ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ VÉÉä ½èþ ´É½þ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ BEò ¦ÉÉMÉ ½èþ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ BEò º´ÉiÉÆjÉ näù¶É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! VÉ¤É ½þ̈ É xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä SÉÒxÉ EòÉ

BEò ¦ÉÉMÉ ¨ÉÉxÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ iÉ¤É Ê¡ò®ú ªÉ½þ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É =`öÉxÉÉ ÊEò ºÉÉ½þ¤É, ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ VÉÉä ½èþ ´É½þ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ +Æ¶É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, BEò MÉ±ÉiÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þÉäMÉÒ * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ

VÉÉä BEò ®úÒWÉxÉ ½èþ, ÊVÉºÉä +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú |ÉÉ{iÉ lÉä, =ºÉEäò +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå {É®ú +ÉPÉÉiÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ, ªÉ½þ ¨Éé ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ * <ºÉ Ê±ÉªÉä +¤É ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò <ºÉ <¶ªÉÖ EòÉä

ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ±Éä VÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä iÉÉä <¶ªÉÖ CªÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ? +MÉ®ú ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä VÉÉä <Eò®úÉ®úxÉÉ¨ÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ =ºÉ Eäò Ê´É°üuù

EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä BEò <¶ªÉÖ iÉÉä ªÉ½þ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ, nÚùºÉ®úÉ <¶ªÉÖ ªÉ½þ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉä PÉ]õxÉÉ PÉ]õÒ ½èþ =ºÉºÉä nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÒ ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ ¨Éå JÉ±É±É

{Éb÷xÉä ́ ÉÉ±ÉÉ ½èþ * ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ Eäò ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉä =qäù¶ªÉ ½èþ, ÊVÉxÉ¨Éä ºÉä BEò =qäù¶ªÉ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ½èþ ÊEò +MÉ®ú ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ªÉ½þ ºÉ¨ÉZÉä ÊEò ÊEòºÉÒ näù¶É ̈ Éå ªÉÉ nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ

Eäò ÊEòºÉÒ ¦ÉÉMÉ ¨Éå <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ PÉ]õxÉÉ PÉ]õÒ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉ ºÉä nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå ±Éb÷É<Ç ¡èò±ÉxÉä EòÒ ºÉ¨¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ½èþ, iÉÉä =ºÉ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ´É½þ +{ÉxÉÒ ¤É½þºÉ ¨Éå ±Éä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ

* <ºÉ Ê±ÉªÉä ̈ Éé ªÉ½þ ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ -<ºÉ |É¶xÉ {É®ú Ê´É´ÉÉnù Eò®úxÉä EòÉ VÉÉä ̈ ÉÉèEòÉ Ê¨É±ÉÉ ½èþ ́ É½þ ¤É½ÖþiÉ +SUôÉ ¨ÉÉèEòÉ ½èþ- ÊEò <ºÉ ̈ ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ

ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ÊEòºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú ºÉä ±ÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ * ªÉ½þ SÉÒWÉ ¨Éä®úÒ ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ¨Éå xÉ½þÓ +É ®ú½þÒ ½èþ! <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É ºÉä ºÉÉ¡ò xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É {Éb÷iÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò <ºÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò

®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ Eäò ÊEòºÉ ¦ÉÉMÉ ¨Éå ±Éä VÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä ªÉÉ <ºÉä ÊºÉCªÉÉäÊ®ú]õÒ EòÉéÊºÉ±É ¨Éå ±Éä VÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä ªÉÖxÉÉ<]äõb÷ xÉä¶ÉxºÉ VÉxÉ®ú±É +ºÉä̈ É¤É±ÉÒ Eäò +VÉäxbä÷ ¨Éå <xC±ÉÚb÷

Eò®úÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ VÉÉªÉä!

VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ¨Éä®úÉ JÉªÉÉ±É ½èþ ªÉ½þ <¶ªÉÚ Ê´É´ÉÉnùº{Énù ½èþ, +¦ÉÒ VÉÉä <ºÉ EòÉ EòÉxÉÚxÉÒ {É½þ±ÉÚ ½èþ, SÉÒxÉ Eäò ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±Éä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ VÉÉä ÎºlÉÊiÉ ½èþ ´É½þ `öÒEò ºÉä

ºÉÉ¡ò xÉ½þÓ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ * <ºÉ Ê±ÉªÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¨Éå VÉ±nù ¤ÉÉVÉÒ Eò®úxÉä EòÒ EòÉä<Ç JÉÉºÉ +É´É¶ªÉEòiÉÉ ¨ÉÖZÉä xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É {Éb÷iÉÒ ½èþ * VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ

½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ <ºÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò |É¶xÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå =`öÉªÉä iÉÉä ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉ <ºÉ oùÎ¹]õEòÉähÉ ºÉä näùJÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä * +Éè®ú VÉèºÉÉ ÊEò

+¦ÉÒ ̈ ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ VÉÉä EòÉ±ÉäxÉÒWÉ ½èþ ={ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶É ½èþ, =xÉ ={ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶ÉÉå EòÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ¤É®úÉ¤É®ú ºÉä ±Éb÷iÉÉ +ÉªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ

¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉ½þÒ ¦ÉÒ ½èþ ÊEò VÉ¤É ºÉä Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ iÉ¤É ºÉä ½þ̈ ÉxÉä =xÉ Eò±ÉÉäxÉÒWÉ Eäò ½þEò ̈ Éå +É´ÉÉWÉ ¤ÉÖ±Éxnù EòÒ ½èþ VÉÉä ÊEò ÊEòx½þÓ nÚùºÉ®äú näù¶ÉÉå Eäò +vÉÒxÉ

½èþ * =xÉ EòÉ±ÉÉäxÉÒWÉ Eäò ½þEò EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þ̈ ÉxÉä ®úJÉÒ ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É iÉÉä ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä<Ç SÉÒxÉ EòÒ EòÉ±ÉÉäxÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ +Éè®ú +MÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä SÉÒxÉ

EòÒ Eò±ÉÉäxÉÒ EòÒ ÎºlÉÊiÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ ½Öþ<Ç ½þÉäiÉÒ iÉÉä +ÉVÉ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä nù®ú´ÉÉVÉÉ JÉÖ±ÉÉ ½Öþ+É lÉÉ ÊEò ½þ̈ É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä

±Éä VÉÉiÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ={ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ...........

¸ÉÒ |Éo Eäòo näù́ É: +¤É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ÊVÉºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú ºÉä nùÊIÉhÉ +Ê£òEòÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉÉå Eäò ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉä ®ÆMÉ¦Éänù EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ ¤ÉiÉÔ VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÖ®úÉ ¤ÉiÉÉḈ É

ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ½þÉ±ÉÉÆÊEò ´É½þ nùÊIÉhÉ +¡òÊ®úEòÉ EòÉ <xÉ]õ®úxÉ±É +Éè®ú bÉä÷̈ äÉÎº]õEò ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ =ºÉEòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]ÅÂõ ¨Éå ±Éä MÉªÉÉ ´ÉèºÉä ½þÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ±Éä VÉÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ *

¸ÉÒ ̧ ÉÒxÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ nùÉºÉ: ̈ ÉäxÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉä BàºÉä näù¶É ½èþ ÊEò VÉ½þÉÆ {É®ú ÊEòºÉÒ nÚùºÉ®äú º´ÉiÉÆjÉ näù¶É EòÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É =`öiÉÉ

½èþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ={ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶É ½èþ ÊEò xÉ½þÓ +Éè®ú SÉÚÆÊEò ´É½þ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ={ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ iÉÉä =ºÉ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ¨Éå ½þ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ ÊEò <ºÉ

ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå =`öÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉ ÊEò xÉ½þÓ ¤É½þ®ú½þÉ±É ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <ºÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É {É®ú ¦ÉÒ +¦ÉÒ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úxÉä EòÒ VÉ°ü®úiÉ ½èþ ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä

<ºÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå {Éb÷xÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä ÊEò xÉ½þÓ *

VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ¨Éä®úÒ ÊxÉVÉÒ ¨ÉiÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ½èþ ¨Éé ªÉ½þ º{É¹]õ Eò®ú näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉ½þÉxÉÖ¦ÉÚÊiÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ {ÉÚ®úÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉEäò

ºÉÉlÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä VÉÉä ´ªÉ´É½þÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ ½éþ ¨Éè =ºÉEòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ * +¤É {ÉÚ®úÒ {ÉÚ®úÒ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½þ̈ Éå xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ÎºlÉÊiÉ +Éè®ú



INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES 93

ÊEòºÉ ÎºlÉÊiÉ ¨Éå SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ´É½þÉÆ ªÉ½þ EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ EòÒ ªÉÉ ´É½þÉÆ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ xÉä CªÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ <ºÉEòÒ `öÒEò `öÒEò VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½þ̈ Éå xÉ½þÓ ½èþ........

BEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ: +É{É ´É½þÉÆ º´ÉÆªÉ VÉÉ Eò®ú näùÊJÉªÉä *

¸ÉÒ ¸ÉÒxÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ nùÉºÉ: ́ É½þÉÆ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÉä ¤É±É{ÉÚ́ ÉÇEò nù¤ÉÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò <ºÉ ÊºÉ±ÉÊºÉ±Éä ̈ Éå ̈ ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ xÉä ÊWÉGò

ÊEòªÉÉ ½þÉä ÊEò ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉä +Énù̈ ÉÒ ´É½þÉÆ {É®ú ¨ÉÉ®äú MÉªÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ <iÉxÉÉ º{É¹]õ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ Eäò VÉÉä vÉ¨ÉÉÇvªÉIÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò |É¨ÉÖJÉ ½èþ ´É½þ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ

nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É ¨Éå +É MÉªÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú ¨Éé Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä <ºÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚnù <ºÉEäò ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ

Eäò VÉÉä ¨ÉèjÉÒ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ½èþ =ºÉ¨Éå nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ uùÉ®úÉ ¶É®úhÉ näùxÉä ºÉä vÉCEòÉ {É½ÖÆþSÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä ¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEò®ú xÉä =ºÉEòÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå º´ÉÉMÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ *

+xiÉ®úÉÇ¹]ÅõÒªÉ IÉäjÉ ̈ Éå BEò ®úÉ¹]Åõ EòÉä nÚùºÉ®äú ®úÉ¹]Åõ Eäò BEò vÉ¨ÉÉÇvªÉIÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ́ ÉiÉÉḈ É ®úJÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä ̈ ÉqäùxÉWÉ®ú ®úJÉ Eò®ú =xÉEòÉä ½þ̈ ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä näù¶É

¨Éå ®ú½þxÉä EòÒ ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉ |ÉnùÉxÉ EòÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ É <ºÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç näùiÉä ½èþ *

nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉä +Éè®ú ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É ̈ Éå +É MÉªÉä ½èþ =xÉEòÉä EòÒ +Éè®ú +xªÉ ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉªÉå näù Eò®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä VÉxÉiÉÉ

Eäò ¨ÉxÉ Eäò ¨ÉÖiÉÉÊ¤ÉEò EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚnù <ºÉEäò ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉxÉä ÊºÉ¡Çò MÉ±ÉiÉ ¡ò½þ̈ ÉÒ ºÉä ªÉÉ ÊEòºÉÒ ´ÉVÉ½þ ºÉä SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ EÖòUô Ê¤ÉMÉÉb÷ ºÉÉ Eò®ú Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½èþ*

±ÉäÊEòxÉ Ê¡ò®ú ¦ÉÒ ½þ̈ É =ÊSÉiÉ +Éè®ú ºÉ½þÒ {ÉlÉ ºÉä Ê´ÉSÉÊ±ÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½ÖþB +Éè®ú ½þ̈ ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä EòiÉḈ ªÉ EòÉä ÊxÉ¦ÉÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú BEò º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ Eäò vÉ¨ÉÉÇvªÉIÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É

¨Éå +ÉªÉä +Éè®ú =x½åþ ½þ̈ ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä näù¶É ¨Éå ®ú½þxÉä EòÉ ¨ÉÉèEòÉ ÊnùªÉÉ +Éè®ú +xªÉ ¦ÉÒ +É´É¶ªÉEò ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉªÉå |ÉnùÉxÉ EòÒ * ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò BàºÉÒ Eò®ú Eäò ½þ̈ ÉxÉä

¤É½ÖþiÉ +SUôÉ EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ <xÉ ºÉ¤É SÉÒVÉÉå Eäò ½þÉäiÉä ½ÖþB ¦ÉÒ ½þ̈ É SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ VÉÉä ÎºlÉÊiÉ ½èþ =ºÉEòÒ EÖòUô UôÉxÉ¤ÉÒxÉ EòÒ VÉÉªÉä +Éè®ú =ºÉ

ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå EÖòUô VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½þÉÊºÉ±É EòÒ VÉÉªÉä ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÒ CªÉÉ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ CªÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÒ ½èþ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÒ EÖòUô

UôÉxÉ¤ÉÒxÉ EòÒ VÉÉªÉä * Eäò´É±É +MÉ®ú ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ̈ Éå ½Ò <ºÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò |É¶xÉ EòÉä ±Éä VÉÉxÉä ºÉä <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉvÉÉxÉ ºÉ¨¦É´É ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ lÉÉ iÉÉä ½þ̈ É ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉä

½èþ ÊEò =ºÉ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ¨Éå Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä EÖòUô ºÉÉäSÉxÉä Ê´ÉSÉÉ®úxÉä EòÒ VÉ°ü®úiÉ xÉ½þÓ lÉÒ +Éè®ú ´É½þ VÉ±nùÒ ºÉä VÉ±nùÒ ªÉ½þ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå ®úJÉ

ºÉEòiÉÉ lÉÉ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BàºÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ +Éè®ú CªÉÉ Eäò´É±É ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ |É¶xÉ ys tkus ls frCcrh turk dk tks ç'u ½èþ =ºÉEòÉ EòÉä<Ç ½þ±É ½þÉäxÉä

´ÉÉ±ÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú +MÉ®ú ½þ±É ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ iÉÉä ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä {ÉÚ®úÒ MÉ¨¦ÉÒ®úiÉÉ ºÉä <ºÉ {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä, EòÉxÉÚxÉÒ oùÎ¹]õ ºÉä <ºÉ

{É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä +Éè®ú ¡òÉªÉnäù EòÒ oùÎ¹]õ ºÉä <ºÉ {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä! VÉ±nù¤ÉÉWÉÒ ¨Éå +É Eò®ú ªÉÉ ÊEòºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ºÉä |ÉäÊ®úiÉ ½þÉä Eò®ú

<ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÉ |É¶xÉ =`öÉxÉÉ ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò +¦ÉÒ =ÊSÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½éþ +Éè®ú ºÉ¨ÉªÉÉxÉÖEÚò±É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä EòÉxÉÚxÉÒ oùÎ¹]õ ºÉä ´É½þÉÆ EòÒ ÎºlÉiÉÒ EòÒ oùÎ¹]õ ºÉä

+Éè®ú SÉÚÆÊEò ªÉ½þ BàÊ¶ÉªÉÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú BàÊ¶ÉªÉÉ Eäò +Éè®ú ¦ÉÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉ näù¶É ½èþ +Éè®ú JÉÉºÉ Eò®ú ̈ Éé xÉä +{ÉxÉä ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ̈ Éå ÊVÉºÉä ̈ Éé ̈ ÉÚ́ É xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ºÉEòÉ =ºÉEòÉ

¦ÉÒ vªÉÉxÉ ̈ Éå ®úJÉiÉä ½ÖþB +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ xÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ̈ Éå +ÊOÉ¨É ¦ÉÉMÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú BàÊ¶ÉªÉÉ ºÉä ºÉ¨¤ÉÎxvÉiÉ VÉ¤É Eò¦ÉÒ EòÉä<Ç |É¶xÉ +ÉªÉä iÉÉä ªÉ½þ =ÊSÉiÉ

½þÉäMÉÉ ÊEò BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ Eäò VÉÉä nÚùºÉ®äú º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ ½èþ =xÉ¨Éå +É{ÉºÉ ¨Éå Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Ê´É¨É¶ÉÇ ½þÉä +Éè®ú <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä VÉÉxÉxÉä EòÉ |ÉªÉixÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä ÊEò +ÉÊJÉ®ú =xÉEòÒ

¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ CªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉEòÉ JÉªÉÉ±É CªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <ºÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä Êb÷{±ÉÉä̈ äÉõÊ]õEò ºiÉ®ú {É®ú EòÉäÊ¶É¶É ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä +Éè®ú ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò

Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ® +Éè®ú JÉÉºÉ Eò®ú Eäò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ WÉ°ü®ú EòÉäÊ¶É¶É ¨Éå ½þÉåMÉä ÊEò <ºÉEòÉä {ÉÒºÉ¡Öò±ÉÒ +Éè®ú ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ¨ÉªÉ iÉ®úÒEäò

ºÉä ½þ±É ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä +Éè®ú ªÉÊnù BàºÉÉ ½þÉä ºÉEäò iÉÉä ´É½þ +SUôÉ ½þÒ ½þÉäMÉÉ! ªÉÚxÉÉ<]äõb÷ xÉä¶ÉxºÉ ¨Éå VÉÉ Eò®ú +Éè®ú ´É½þÉÆ {É®ú <ºÉ EòÉä ±Éä Eò®ú ±É¨¤ÉÒ ¤É½þºÉ ÊUôb÷xÉä

ºÉä <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉvÉÉxÉ ½þÉäxÉä ́ ÉÉ±ÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! <ºÉ Ê±ÉªÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ VÉÉä ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ½èþ =ºÉEòÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉvÉÉxÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ¨ÉªÉ ={ÉÉªÉÉå uùÉ®úÉ +Éè®ú Ê´É¶Éä¹É

Eò®ú BàÊ¶ÉªÉÉ Eäò VÉÉä +xªÉ º´ÉiÉÆjÉ näù¶É ½èþ =xÉ¨Éå +É{ÉºÉ ¨Éå <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Ê´É¨É¶ÉÇ Eò®úÉ VÉÉªÉä +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ näùJÉÉ VÉÉªÉä ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå

+ÉMÉä Eònù̈ É ¤ÉføÉxÉä SÉÉÊ½þªÉä ÊEò xÉ½þÓ! VÉ±nù¤ÉÉWÉÒ ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç Eònù̈ É =`öÉ ±ÉäxÉÉ =ÊSÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäMÉÉ +Éè®ú <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä +¦ÉÒ ¨Éé <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉ Ê´É®úÉävÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ!

Dr. Gohokar: Mr. Chairman, Sir, so far as the resolution moved by Shri Vajpayee and the amendment that has been
allowed by you are concerned. I do not think that Shri Vajpayee will be against my amendment. Because his main object
in moving this resolution is to get this issue discussed in the United Nations General Assembly. So, whether Government
wants to take this issue themselves or not, when it comes up in the United Nations, I wish the Government should
support this issue in the Assembly.

We have to look at this issue from quite a different point of view, because so many facts have come out now. The
Dalai Lama is presently in our country and he has explained so many facts. If you remember, in his statement of June 20th,
he said that the 1951 agreement which was signed between Tibet and China was signed under duress and was signed at
the point of the bayonet. The Tibetan representatives were compelled to sign it and they were threatened to if they did
not sign it the Tibetan territory would be violated. Again, the seal which they used on this agreement was not a real seal.
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It was fabricated one. So we have to look at this agreement from all these different points of view. The very fact that
China thought it necessary to conclude an agreement with Tibet shows that China herself recognized the political
position of Tibet. So, the agreement which was concluded in 1951, as has been shown by the Dalai Lama, was under
duress and at the point of the bayonet. So, I feel that the agreement cannot stand any more.

Our Government which concluded an agreement in 1954 did not know all these facts. We took the 1951 agreement
between Tibet and China to be true and at its face value we concluded the 1954 agreement. When we now know from
the Dalai Lama that the 1951 agreement was under duress, we must look at our 1954 agreement from this point of view
also. We have to review all our past positions taking into consideration these new facts. If the agreements of 1951 and
1954 do not stand and if we go to the historical background, then we find that as far back as 1906 when an Anglo-
Chinese convention was held in Peking. In 1906, in this convention, the Chinese Government withdrew the suzerain
right over Tibet and gave all those rights to the British Government who were then the rulers in India. This shows that
China did not claim any sovereign rights even in 1906. They only transferred the suzerain rights. They did not have the
sovereign rights even in 1906. Whether any nation is existing or not, the test that could be applied to see whether it
exists or not is the de jure and de facto aspects. Whatever de jure rights China had, were transferred in 1906. If we look
to the position of the Government of Tibet, we find that it was generally self-governing. Or at the most, if somebody says
some other power had suzerain rights over it, I might even say that it was autonomous to some extent, but we find that
after 1906, China was never in possession of this Tibetan territory. So, the Chinese claim that they held some sort of
claim over Tibet is wrong. I feel that from 1906 at least, Chinese cannot claim any sovereignty or suzerainty over Tibet.

It was from this convention of 1906 that India claimed some sort of concessions over Tibet. Even India did not claim
any sovereignty; only certain concessions were given. You will find that a treaty between India and Tibet was ratified in
1914, when China was never consulted. If China had any claims over Tibet, China would have been consulted then. But
this never happened. This also shows that China did not object to the 1914 ratification, which was about the McMohan
line.

With the Dalai Lama’s statement, everything is clear. We must review our relations with Tibet in the light of these
circumstances. In my amendment to the resolution of Shri Vajpayee, I have requested the Government to support this
issue in the U.N. Assembly. Our Government, I learn, feel that it will be a sort of interference in the internal affairs of
China. But I feel quite differently, because if we take all these facts and our relations and China’s relations with Tibet from
1906, it is a question of Chinese intervention in the internal affairs of Tibet since 1951 and not otherwise. So when this
issue is brought before the United Nations Assembly, I want our Government to support this issue.

 If we do not take this issue to the U.N. Assembly, I am sure some other country, which is a member of the U.N., will
surely bring this issue. Another point which I want to stress here is that we have been supporting China’s membership
in the U.N.O. I feel in the present circumstances, we must review the situation, because up till now we were friendly with
China, but now our relations have been strained. So, we must look at this from a different point of view. It is said that if
we take this issue and make China a member in the U. N. then China will act with some responsibility. But I feel that it
is generally not so. We have found that in the case of South Africa, Russia and France also, though they are members of
the U.N.O., they have not acted many times in accordance with the spirit of the U.N. Charter. So, I feel that even if China
becomes a member in the U.N., it will be of no use to us. I think with the position she will get in the U.N., she will try
to wield her influence and carry propaganda against democratic countries. So, I feel that we should not any more
champion this cause. With these words, I request the Government to support the Tibetan issue, if it comes before the
United Nations General Assembly in the coming session.

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair.]

Shri Joachim Alva (Kanara): I oppose the motion moved by my esteemed friend, Shri Vajpayee, with so many
emotion and passion, though with sincerity. We are in a very crucial stage in the history of the world and right in our
own land we have been conquered by many countries of the world-the British, the French, the Dutch, the Portuguese,
the Moghuls, the Japanese and now even perhaps the Chinese may be threatening to invade our territory. China and
India have been friends down the centuries. Chinese have come down here as travelers and I have heard from Chinese
that they have read the stories of Chinese travelers about our great past. But the speech delivered by my hon. friend. His
Highness,  if it were to be implemented-unfortunately he is not in his seat-if, unfortunately, whatever he said is implemented,
we shall make a bonfire of our friendship with China and we shall throw India into danger and every line of our frontiers
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will be in extreme danger. Today we had very reactionary speeches in this House. Just when the China lobby is being
eliminated in the Congress of the United States of America, unwittingly a Chinese lobby is being built up in this very
House. That we shall resolutely oppose. We shall also resolutely oppose if ever China were to touch an inch of our
territory.

An Hon. Member: They have already done it.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Joachim Alva: The Prime Minister has stated that the MacMohan line is by usage, by historical precedents and by
agreement, our border line. And we shall fight for that border line, whether it is the Chinese, the Russians, or the British,
or the Americans. We shall not agree to have an inch of foreign domination in our land. We shall live and die for our
country and only when we die shall we preserve our hard-won freedom. This Parliament shall fall to pieces if our
freedom is gone. Gone are the days when we went to jail and when going to jail was an easy thing or not so difficult.
Now it is a very difficult thing to keep our freedom going, and the world has become so small. And yet His Highness, the
Maharaja, whose adherents are partners in our administration of Orissa, makes a written speech on that question which
is reactionary and which, if accepted, our border will crumble down to bits.

I ask my Chinese friends: are they prepared to invade India? I am sure in their hearts they do not want to invade
India. I ask my own people: are you prepared to go for a war with China? There are lobbies, whispers, suspicions and
mistrust and so it is time that we take a full view, of the great policy enunciated by our Prime Minister, a policy which has
been born down the ages for 2,000 years. We have tolerated every kind of man, whether they are Britishers or other
foreigners. But if there is any incursion we will be up against it. As I said, I am also one of those who will not allow an inch
of our land to be taken by any country.

But we must take note of another factor and that factor is that the Chinese people are also very inscrutable people.
During the last two years I have been to London and Moscow. I have visited all the borders like the German-Polish
border and the Turkish-Soviet border so much so when I met Mr. Gromyko, the Foreign Minister and Mr. Adnan
Mendares, the Turkish Prime Minister, they said they do not generally permit others to speak about the rival countries:
“we allow you to talk of Turkey” “we allow you to talk about Russia”, because they felt that I was hailing from the land
of the great Mahatma who brought peoples together.

When General Ayub Khan was here yesterday the whole event was over-shadowed, though it was a historical event.
When he came here I was the only Indian M.P. who was at the Palam Airport. I went there as a journalist. And I may tell
you frankly that General Ayub Khan is a different type of man, a man of few words, a man who nobly said: “forget and
forgive” in one line.

Are you going to war against the Chinese? What is China? Let us have a background of China. There was Manchu
China and Sun Yat Sen’s China. Then came the Red China. Then came the untouchable China that you know. Lastly came
the rebellious China. You know what was Manchu China and Sun Yat Sen’s China. Manchu China was exploited by the
nations of Europe in a manner that the Chinese were worse than dogs. A few millionaires of ours in Bombay, made
money when the Opium War was waged. Have you any idea as to how many rich men became richer in Bombay and are
still millionaires in their mansions because they made money out of the Opium War when the Western powers thrust
opium on the helpless Chinese? The Chinese were treated as dogs, were worse than Indians and worse than what we
were under the British. Let us not forget that background. They are gallant and inscrutable race.

Through the kindness…(Interruption). I am explaining their background. I am coming now…

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: At least some time…

Shri Joachim Alva: Through the kindness of…

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: At least some times at certain intervals he should look towards the Chair also.

Shri Joachim Alva: I shall not look towards anybody else.

Through the kindness of an esteemed ambassador of ours, Dr. Khosla, one of India’s most popular ambassadors
abroad, I had a long chat with one of America’s ablest ambassadors, Mr. Leslie Johnson in Prague sitting down at two
o’clock in the morning in October, 1957. Mr. Leslie Johnson and Mr. Wang, the Secretaries-General of the American and
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Chinese Delegation respectively at the Geneva Conference carried on negotiations for the release of American prisoners.
After hearing Mr. Leslie Johnson, who is now U.S.A. Ambassadors in Thailand, I do not understand why the Chinese
threw away the chance of releasing just five or six American prisoners. The Americans, as I heard from Mr. Johnson-I do
not think I am giving away any secret-were ready to go for a second stage and the second stage might have ended in the
recognition of China by the United States. But lo, the Chinese built an iron wall and said, “We shall not release these five
or six prisoners”. For the sake of five or six prisoners, world tension had been kept up. When I heard the story from the
mouth of Mr. Leslie Johnson as early as two o’clock in the morning in Prague, I wondered where India came, why India
did not interfere and brought the Chinese and the Americans together and got those five prisoners released. That was
human consideration.

But today we do not need peddlers. We do not need intermediaries to bring China and us together. Today we have
to talk it round the table. If you want to go to arms, by all means go to arms, though we have never been. But we are not
going to throw our precious liberty into the dustbin by sudden freaks of anger and take away what we have given by the
right hand. Seven times we have moved it in the forum of the United Nations. It does not matter if the resolution that
is moved may be thrown to wolves. But seven times we have moved in the United Nations that China be admitted. I say,
China is still considered an untouchable in the U.N.O. Would you not feel it as a nation if you are the masters of this land
and if you are not admitted to the club of the United Nations? If you are not admitted would you not feel it? There are
rules of the club and if you are admitted to the club you are bound by the rules. To keep the Chinese out of it is an
injustice and the sooner this is mended the better it is. Here we stand and sponsor a resolution that Nations but with
the left hand we say that the Tibetan issue be taken up.

I was looking at the map of the world for El Salvador. I have nothing to say against El Salvador. El Salvador I could not
locate in the map. I took the aid of my esteemed friend Dr. Ram Subhag Singh. I could not find El Salvador on the map.
But in the year in 1950 or so, a year after Red China declared independence. El Salvador moved that Tibet be discussed.
I do not know anything about what His Highness the Jam Saheb said. I hope the hon. Prime Minister will say about it. But
be assured that even though I am a practicing Roman Catholic, I say that the record of the Roman Catholic and
Protestant Churches in China has not been altogether creditable. They have been peddlers. They have been the casinos.
They have run even insurance company and what not-these missionaries. This is the way China was treated and that is
how they became rebellious against everything. If they are coming down to our borders and if they are showing their
strength we shall take it calmly and firmly. We have been the followers of Mahatma Gandhi. We have been brought up
during the last 50 years in the spirit of non-violence. I have seen effect of that spirit of non-violence in the Chanceries
of Europe and in the Capitals of Europe where people honour you for your foreign policy. If you are going to throw your
foreign policy in the dustbin we shall not be honoured.

And what is it that Kingsley Martin say?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon. Member’s time is up.

Shri Joachim Alva: I want to take three or four minutes more. It is very important.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Two Minutes.

Shri Joachim Alva: Sir Kingsley Martin, Editor of the New Statesman and Nation, who visited Bhutan and Sikkim barely
two years ago, wrote a long article on Tibet. If any body wants I will hand over a copy of it to him. I bought a dozen copies
of the New Statesman. Do you know what he said at the end of that article?

 “They are fools indeed, whether in this country, America or in India who would be glad to see Nehru compelled to
abondon Indian neutralism and come forth as a champion in the cold war.”

These are the last lines in his article.

What do the Egyptians say? Al Ghamouria, the Government organ at Cairo, whose Editor had come to India recently,
in its issue of April 20th says:

 “China must respect the right of India to accept (Tibetan) refugees and India should prevent the Dalai Lama from
making any statements insulting to China…India is the biggest country following a policy of positive neutrality. Nothing
will force her to change her position. It is better for China to win her than to push her into a bloc she does not wish to
be in…India and China are neighbours and should live like good neighbours.”
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Lost of advices have come to us. Our army has moved on. They know their business. After all, you and I cannot take
arms. We may talk as much as we like. We have entrusted the defence of our country to our Defence Forces. The major
business of our defence forces is to help the civil authority in distress and also to guard our frontiers and they are doing
their job. But, the time will come when we will have to sit around a Table and discuss what is the effect. Remember, we
in India are also disturbed that the Chinese have not said a word about Kashmir. Marshal Bulganin and Mr. Khrushchev,
when they were in Kashmir, made an unequivocal declaration that Kashmir belongs to India. We have not heard anything
from the Chinese. If we are the friends of the Chinese, let us tell them that we expect the Chinese, like the Russians to
say that Kashmir belongs to us. If they have been nibbling Ladakh little by little, let us not forget that we are the
inheritors of power from the British. What did the British do in Tibet? My hon. Friend His Highness the Maharaja could
not…(The time bell rings)…Only two more lines, Sir.

What did the British do in Tibet, just in this century?

 “We killed several thousands of the brave ill-armed men; and as the story of the fighting is not always pleasant
reading, I think it right, before describing the punitive side of the expedition, to make it quite clear that military operations
were unavoidable that we were drawn into the vortex of war against our will by the folly and obstinacy of the Tibetans.”

This is by Mr. Candler in his book, Unveiling of Lhasa. He participated in the Young husband Expedition into Lhasa. He
also described his horror at the squalor, the dirt and the cruelty that the British found in Tibet. No doubt, he says, the
Lamas employed “spiritual terrorism” to maintain their system of rule and justified it by their own dread of an age of
materialism and reason…

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon. Member must resume his seat now.

Shri Joachim Alva: One more sentence:

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order; I have rung the bell three times. Shri Hem Barua.

Shri Joachim Alva: With these few words, I oppose the motion that the matter be referred to the United Nations
General Assembly.

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): Sir, this Resolution purports to refer the Tibetan issue to the United Nations and I
welcome this Resolution whole-heartedly.

In the context of this, the question that is naturally asked is, under what provision we refer this Tibetan issue to the
U.N.O. A very wide issue is involved in it. We find there is a flagrant violation of the human rights enunciated in the
Universal Declaration adopted by the U.N.O. on the 10th December, 1948. The basic human rights constitute the Bible
of the civilized world. China, by adopting the law of the jungle, subjugating the people of Tibet to a reign of blood and
terror, has not only violated the fundamental principles of the Declaration, but has also outraged the conscience of the
civilized world. At the same time, I feel there is a violation of the Bandung spirit, a spirit that tried to create an
atmosphere of mutual goodwill and understanding among the nations of the world and a spirit that has been so carefully
nurtured by our Prime Minister into a positive philosophy.

There are 30 articles in the Declaration. I do not want to analyse each one of them against the background of the
Chinese action in Tibet. But, I take a particular article of it, that is article 3 which says:

“Everybody has the right to life, liberty and security of person.”

Events today under Chinese authority in Tibet of murder and naked barbarism in that country only prove it to the
hilt that this very human right is soaked in blood and this is the blood of innocent people in that small country. I can
substantiate what I have said elaborately from the report of the International Commission of Jurists that was recently
published in Geneva. I can just tell you that there is unabashed gangsterism stalking the land from one end to the other.
And with the invasion of the country by Chinese forces, the debacle is complete. Tibet today appears to me to be vast
slaughter-house.

I would just refer you to the press conference at Mussoorie on the 20th June 1959. where a question was asked by
a journalist in the following terms:

“An Indian report field with the International Commission of Jurists says that 65,000 Tibetans have been killed in



98 INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES

fighting with Chinese occupation forces since 1956. Is that correct?”

And the Dalai Lama said:

“The number of Tibetans killed in fighting the Chinese occupation forces since 1956 is actually more than the Indian
report.”

This shows that more than 65,000 people were killed in Tibet since 1956.

It is on this specific issue, namely the violation, the naked violation of the human rights enunciated in the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights of the UNO that we can bring this matter before them or refer Tibetan issue to the UNO
and thus justify the moral heights that we have attained today in the eyes of the world.

It is not that alone; there is a prima facie case of genocide against China. There are positive instances to prove that
there has been indiscriminate air attack on the innocent people not actually engaged in hostilities.

Now, may I draw your attention to the fact that the contracting parties to the genocide convention of 1948
undertook to prevent and punish genocide, a crime against the law of nations? This makes it obligatory on all the nations
who participated in that convention that whenever there is a case of genocide in the world: they should bring it to the
notice of the parent organisation, that is, the United Nations Organisation. A moral responsibility devolves on India as
well, which was a clear case of genocide in Tibet, it devolves on India as well, which was a party to that convention. When
there is a clear case of genocide in Tibet, it devolves on us to bring this to the notice of the UNO.

In this connection, I would just like to quote the appeal made by the International Commission of Jurists, which says:

“The Commission, therefore, earnestly hopes that this matter will be taken up by the United Nations. For, what at
the moment appears to be attempted genocide may become the full act of genocide.”

There can be another argument also, and this is very often advanced. People say that this is an internal problem of
China, and we should not have anything to do with it. The People’s Daily of China also claims it; that also claims sovereign
rights over Tibet. It says:

“The People’s Republic of China enjoys full sovereignty over the Tibetan region…there can be no doubt whatever
about this, and no interference by any foreign country or by the United Nations under whatever pretext or in whatever
form will be tolerated.”

This claim to sovereign rights in an anachronism; it is historically untenable, and it does not have any historical
foundation whatsoever.

During centuries of relation between China and Tibet, whether relations of peace or of war, no Chinese Government
have ever claimed the right to sovereignty over Tibet. That is also a fact. Now, the very fact that China was forced to
enter into an agreement with Tibet shows that Tibet was independent; it shows positively that China did not enjoy
sovereign rights over Tibet.

The preamble of the agreement states:

“The Central People’s Government appointed representatives with full powers to conduct talks on a friendly basis
with the delegates with full powers of the local Government of Tibet.”.

The very words of the preamble prove that it is an agreement not between a paramount country and a subordinate
country but between two sovereign States.

After the Second World War started after the Far Eastern debacle in 1943. China wanted to establish means of
communication through Tibet, but Tibet denied those rights to China and maintained her autonomy or rather
independence.

I want to quote a dispatch sent by the Head of the Far Eastern Department of the British Foreign Office to the
Counsellor of the American Embassy in London. That was on 7th August 1942, It says:

“In fact, the Tibetans not only claim to be but actually are an independent people, and they have in recent years
fought successfully to maintain this freedom against Chinese attempts at domination”.
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I can justify it by reference to Shri Nehru’s book Glimpses of World History. There he says about China:

“So China lost Manchuria and much else, and Japan continued to threaten the rest of the country. Tibet was
independent”.

This is on page 842 of that book.

The sovereign right of China over Tibet and the subsequent agreement of 1951 were effected under the threat of
bayonets and bullets. Therefore, it cannot be an internal problem of China alone. It is an international problem. I feel that
China has to be contained because of the recent border incidents. There is some design on their part. I know there is
a booklet by Mao Tse-Tung where he says that there should be a Federation of the Mongoloid people who are on the
periphery of China; people who live on this periphery of the Himalayas all belong to the Mongoloid group of people.
There is a pointed reference made by Chou En-Lai when he said in April Last that there are ‘undetermined frontiers
with our southern neighbours. At the same time, they have not yet ratified the agreement under which the MacMohan
Line was drawn up in 1914.

All these facts show that they have certain designs here. I would say that there was recently at the Inter-Parliamentary
Union’s Conference in Warsaw- a reference by a Russian representative, Govkin, in which he said positively that the fault
lay with India, and did not lie with China.

These are the things. We have to view the entire problem in the context of these developments, we feel that liberty
is butchered, freedom is slaughtered-Tibet is a vast slaughter house, as I have already said-and all sense of human values
are sacrificed at the altar of expansionism, and there is a threat to the security and solidarity of our borders as well.

All these things call for a ready reference of the Tibetan issue to the UNO and such action will be justified.

Shri Brajeswar Prasad (Gaya): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, The Government of India can neither raise the question of
Tibet nor support it if it is raised by someone else in the United Nations. The agreement between China and Tibet has
no validity in the eyes of international law, because Tibet is not an international personality.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Kendrapara): It is an independent country.

Shri Brajeswar Prasad: We have also endorsed this position by saying that Tibet is an integral part of China and that
China’s sovereignty exists over Tibet.

The division between North Korea and South Korea was recognized by the United Nations. Tibetan autonomy, on
the other hand, has never been recognized by either the United Nations the League of Nations or by any other
international organisation. Tibet can become independent if Russia and America invade China. As long as this condition
is not fulfilled, Tibet can never become free.

Therefore, it is futile to raise the question of Tibet in the United Nations. An anti-Communist front cannot be
formed by raising the question of Tibet in the United Nations. Any new anti-Communist front, if formed, will go the way
of the Rome-Berlin-Tokyo Axis. Russia and America have started embracing each other. Any conflict between India and
China will jeopardize the interests of the black and the coloured races in general, and of India and China in particular. It
will affect India more than of China, because China has become a nuclear power. Any conflict between India and China
will facilitate a political settlement between Russia and America on terms advantageous to the latter. Similarly, any
collaboration between India and America will lead to the same result.

If we antagonize China on the question of Tibet, Russia will support Pakistan on the question of Kashmir. Let us try
to liberate Kashmir first before we talk of Tibet. For Heaven’s sake stop talking about Tibet. The threat of the establishment
of the Karachi-Peking-Moscow axis looms large on the horizon. Russia is with China on the question of Tibet. Let there
be no mistake about it. There are people who think that Russia is giving only routine support to China on the question
of Tibet. I differ from this view. It will be a political blunder of the gravest magnitude to antagonize China at this hour
when the threat of the political settlement between Russia and America leading to the establishment of white hegemony
over the black and coloured races looms large on the horizon.

The central problem of international politics is not that of a conflict either between Russia and America or between
communism and democracy. It is one of conflict between the black and coloured races on the one side and the white
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races on the other. The menace of white hegemony can be liquidated by the integration of Russia with the Afro-Asian
land mass. Russia can be integrated with the Afro-Asian land mass if India and China are integrated into one political unit.
The alternative to the integration of India and China into one political unit is the division of the world either between
Russia and America or between Russia and China.

An Hon. Member: In case of integration who will be the Prime Minister?

Feroze Gandhi (Rai Bareli): Raja Mahendra Pratap.

Shri Brajeswar Prasad: Sovereign nation states have become obsolete. The status quo cannot be maintained by any
strategem whatsoever. I do not give my support to the cult of self-determination. It led to the outbreak of the Second
World War (Interruptions). The Second World War was fought at the altar of Polish independence. Where is Poland now?
And, was the independence of Poland worth the price paid? Poland led to the tragedy of Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

An Hon. Member: What about Tibet?

Shri Brajeswar Prasad: One thing leads to another. A war between India and China may be the result of our
championing the cause of Tibetan autonomy. A war between India and China may lead to the outbreak of a nuclear war
on a global scale.

President Wilson championed the cause of self-determination. The result was the outbreak of the Second World
War. We also championed the cause of self-determination. The result was the vivisection of India.

Military security is not possible in a world of sovereign Nation States. India, China, Russia, America, England, France
and Germany feel threatened by one another. All nation States are enemies of one another by virtue of the imperatives
of power politics in a world of anarchy. There are no permanent friend or enemies. All big nation States are gangsters and
small nation States are just like prostitutes. They either go with the highest bidder…(Interruptions) or are liquidated by
force of arms. A full-fledged settlement between India, China and Russia will facilitate the achievement of the goal of
(Interruptions) a world government which is the only solution of the problems of insecurity.

Swami Ramananda Tirtha (Aurangabad): On a point of order, Sir. Issues of high international importance are
being discussed and the manner in which the hon. Speaker is speaking is most reprehensible…(Interruptions)

Shri Brajeswar Prasad: I am sorry that my friend has not been able to follow me.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He has finished his speech, I suppose.

Shri Brajeswar Prasad: Let me have a few minutes more, Sir.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order. I have called the Prime Minister.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, The Resolution moved by the hon. Member appears to be a fairly
simple one, simply-worded. But as the course of this debate has shown, behind that Resolution lie high international
issues and big problems with big consequences. Now, I suppose everyone in this House has a feeling of the deepest
sympathy to the sufferings of the Tibetan people. There is no doubt about that. As everyone knows, we have given refuge
and asylum not only to the Dalai Lama but to nearly 13,000 others. In fact we have given refuge to everyone who came.
I cannot remember the case of a single person whom we denied refuge in this case, in regard to Tibet. That itself was
evidence of our feelings in this matter.

But feeling apart, our sympathy for the Tibetans apart, what exactly should we do about it? What exactly should we
do even, let us say to give expression to those feelings of sympathy? Some hon. Members have delivered rather brave
speeches as to the evil deeds perpetrated by other countries. It is easy enough to talk about them and it is easy enough
to find many faults in the ways the countries behave. But, if a country like India has to function, we have to function in a
mature way, in a considered way, in a way which at least promises some kind of results. It is absolutely-I should say
respectfully-pointless for us to make brave gestures and it is worse than pointless if these brave gestures react and
rebound on us and injure us or injure the cause which we seek to promote.

So far as this question of Tibet is concerned, we may look at it from many points of view: historical, cultural and
other contacts with India, China, etc. It is a long and chequered history and one need not go into it. When a country has
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had a long and chequered history, it supplies enough material for any party to support any claim. The Chinese claim that
Tibet was subject to their sovereignty or suzerainty-I do not know what word they use-for hundreds of years. The
Tibetans claim that they were independent for many periods except when they were forced into some kind of subservience.
Now, really this may be interesting to the historical students, but it does not help us. It is fact, of course, that for a period
of 40 years or so, for all practical purposes, ever since the Manchu Dynasty fell or a little after that, Tibet was practically
independent; even so not hundred per cent, even so China never gave up her claim. But in effect it was independent.

As I said, it does not help us very much. Of course, if this question arose in the International Court of Justice at the
Hague (of course, it will not) such questions do not arise there because nation States do not take them there. China,
anyhow, has nothing to do with the International Court of Justice at the Hague-they might consider all these questions
irrelevant.

The two or three main considerations are that internationally considered, Tibet has not been considered as an
independent country. It has been considered an autonomous country but under the suzerainty or sovereignty of China.
That was the case before India became independent, with the United Kingdom, with Russia-not only the Soviet Union
but the Czarist Russia previous to that-and these were the main countries concerned. The rest of the world did not pay
the slightest attention to Tibet except that it was some kind of a land of mystery.

That being so, when India became independent and we inherited more or less the position as it was in British days.
We carried on both the advantages and the disadvantages of it. We did not like many things there-I mean to say the
extra-territorial privileges that we have there which certainly were relics of British Imperialism in Tibet. We did not like
that particularly, but we were too busy for the first year or two to interfere with anything.

Then came this Chinese incursion or invasion into Tibet. At no time had we denied Chinese overlordship of Tibet,
you might call it what you like. That has been the position all along. Even in recent years we have not denied it. Even after
independence, even before the People’s Government of China came there we had not denied it. In fact, we had somewhat
functioned as if we accepted it.

Now, when this came we had to face a difficult situation in law, and constitutionally speaking we could not say
anything because of the positions we had accepted and the world had accepted. Nevertheless, we were rather pained
and upset at the way things were happening- armies marching, and what appeared to be a forcible conquest and
occupation of Tibet. We sent some notes in those days, some one or two notes politely worded, expressing the hope
that this question would be peacefully solved. I am afraid, the replies we got from the Chinese Government were not
equally politely worded at that time. I am speaking from memory…

An Hon. Member: That is a fact.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: That is a fact. I am talking about the sequence of events; that I am speaking from memory.

Then, a country, El Salvador, a member of the United Nations sponsored some kind of a motion on Tibet in the
United Nations. It was a motion for the inclusion of the item on the agenda of the General Assembly and with it was a
draft resolution condemning, what they called, the unprovoked aggression in Tibet and suggesting the appointment of a
committee to study the appropriate measures to be taken.

Now, there was some discussion on this question of the inclusion of the item on the agenda. The representative of
India, and I believe the representative in this particular case was the Jamsaheb of Nawanagar, pleaded that this matter
might be settled peacefully and it would be better not to take it up in this way. He added; “I believe, that we had received
some assurances from the Chinese Government that they wanted to settle it peacefully by negotiation, and therefore
the inclusion of this item on the agenda be adjourned”. This suggestion was supported by the United Kingdom, the
United States of America, Australia, Soviet Union, and for its own reasons no doubt, even by what might be called
Kuomintang China in Formosa. The item was postponed. The postponement was agreed to.

On what basis did the Jamsaheb say that we had received assurances from the Chinese Government? I am sorry I
have not got the exact papers with me, but so far as I can remember, we had received a message from the Chinese
Government in answer to our requests to the effect that they wanted to settle it by negotiation and in a peaceful way.
In fact, I think they had stopped the march of their army somewhere near the eastern borders of Tibet.
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Also, some representatives of the Tibetan Government sent by the Dalai Lama were to proceed to Peking to discuss
this matter. In those days, until quite recently, the easiest and simplest way for a person going from Lhasa to Peking was
via India. It was much more difficult to go via the Gobi desert and all that. In fact, even after the People’s Government of
China came into power, on several occasions they sent their representatives or their other people via India to Tibet. It
was simpler: from Calcutta right up to Gangtok in Sikkim and through Nathu La onwards. The Tibetan representatives,
on their way to Peking, came to Delhi. It was more or less natural. Also, I suppose, they wanted to consult us. This
happened ten years ago, and I have no very clear recollection of the sequence of events. I know they remained in Delhi
for rather a long time; why exactly it was not clear to me. Anyhow they did. It was this sequence of events that led us to
make that suggestion in the United Nations, and the matter was not discussed.

Afterwards, as a matter of fact, there was no proper negotiation with the team that the Tibetans sent. Long before
they reached Peking, the other developments took place in Tibet. I think the Chinese army started marching again and
the Dalai Lama and his representatives came to an agreement with them. May be, of course, the agreement might have
been under compulsion of events, under pressure, but it was an agreement signed on behalf of the Dalai Lama etc.

May I say this in this connection? The hon. Member Shri Vajpayee stated that the Dalai Lama came to the 17-point
agreement with China because of certain assurances that I gave him and further that this was after the Chinese Prime
Minister’s visit to India. He has got these things rather mixed up. There was no question of my giving any assurance, and
the Chinese Prime Minister had not come to India and I had not gone to China. I had not met the Chinese Prime
Minister at the time of this so-called 17-point agreement between the People’s Republic of China and the Dalai Lama’s
Government, whatever it was. So, the question of any assurances from us does not come in at all. The only thing that we
accepted was-based on the message received from the Chinese Government-what the Jamsaheb said in the United
Nations Security Council, namely, that the Chinese said they wanted a peaceful settlement of this question and on the
basis of that, it was not considered.

After that, there was this 17-point agreement in which some stress was laid on the autonomy of Tibet. Again it
would be wrong to say that this stress on autonomy was included there because of our pressure and our desire.
Certainly, it was our desire undoubtedly, but when the agreement was concluded, we were not there; we were not asked
to express our opinion. It was between the Chinese Government and the Tibetans. So, it is not correct to say that they
had given us any assurance which they broke later.

What happened was that, several years afterwards when Premier Chou En-Lai came here, we had talks about Tibet
and the Dalai Lama too was here at that time. The talks, I believe, were really initiated by Premier Chou En-Lai and he
wanted to explain to me-he did explain-what their position was in regard to Tibet, not because he was answering some
charge made by me or because he thought that it was incumbent on him to do so, but because he felt-I take it-that we
had friendly relations and he had to try to convince me of China’s position and case.

He began by telling me that Tibet had always been a part of the Chinese State, ‘always’ meaning for hundreds and
hundreds of years. Occasionally, when China was weak, that sovereignty was not exercised properly, but he said Tibet
had always been a part of Chinese State. That was his case. He further added: but Tibet is not China proper. It is a part
of the Chinese State. There is no Han people there. Chinese are the Han people, but there are the Mongols, Manchus,
Tibetans, etc. Tibet, he said is not a province of China. It is an autonomous region of the Chinese State and we want to
respect that autonomy. That is what he told me. In fact, he went on to say that some people imagined that we want to
thrust communism on Tibet. That is absurd, because the Tibetans, socially speaking, are so backward that communism is
very far from the Tibetan state of affairs now. But, he said, certainly it is a very backward State and we want to make
them progress socially, economically, etc.

Even then, that is, three years ago, some trouble had started internally in Tibet or rather on the eastern border of
Tibet, particularly in an area which was not in Tibet proper. It was Tibetan inhabited area called Kham, which was on the
eastern border of Tibet. The portion had been incorporated in China a little while ago; I forget when-not now anyway,
but previous to all this. The Tibetans there, the Khampas,  did not take kindly to certain Chinese measures, because
although the Chinese Government left Tibet proper more or less untouched in the sense of any so-called land reforms
or any other reforms-politically they held Tibet firmly. But they did not interfere-that is what Premier Chou En-Lai told
me: “We do not wish to interfere; let them gradually develop themselves”. But in this eastern part which was considered
a part of China-they treated it as part of China-this ultimately led to the Khampa rebellion there, a kind of guerilla
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rebellion, which had already lasted for a fair time, a year or more, when Premier Chou En-Lai came here three years ago.
We did not discuss that. But he referred to it and said: we do not wish to interfere with the Tibetans, with their internal
structure, internal autonomy, social custom, religion or anything; but we would not, of course, tolerate rebellion and
foreign interference, etc. Well, I do not know what he meant or thought when he said foreign interference or imperialist
interference, but I find that they had some kind of a kink in their minds, not so much, I think, of India having anything to
do with it, but of foreign countries, United Kingdom or America somehow making incursions into Tibet, because they
had got those countries in their mind. They have not quite realized that the United Kingdom has absolutely no interest
in Tibet since they left India. They just cannot reach it. They have no means, no representative there; they have nobody
there even to give them any news. And, to my knowledge, neither has the United States, in fact. The only representative
in Tibet of any other country is that of India, the Consul-General; probably the Soviet Union also; possibly also Mongolia.
But what I meant to say was there were no Europeans or Americans. Anyhow this is what he told me: the rebellion is
going on. So, we had this talk and you may call it what you like. But it was more an explanation to me. It was not some
kind of assurance extracted by me from Premier Chou En-Lai. I say this because people might say: oh, you did this
because of that guarantee given to you. It was not a guarantee in that sense. It was certainly something which, when I
heard, pleased me, about the autonomy of Tibet etc.  But I have no business to call him to account saying: “you guaranteed
and you are not doing it”, in that sense, though I must say that I was pained when, because of other developments, the
structure of the autonomy broke down completely.

Well, this internal revolt in Tibet gradually spread month after month, year after year. It spread slowly from the east
to westwards. And I have personally little doubt that the great majority of Tibetans, even though they did not participate
during this period, sympathized with it; I have no doubt about it. And that is for obvious reasons, not on any high grounds
but for the simple reason that the Tibetans, like others, have a strong nationalist sense, and they resented those whom
they considered outsiders coming in and upsetting their life and all the structure in which they lived. So, this spread and
then other things happened.

One need not go into the detailed history but the trouble in Lhasa itself, partly of course, I think, may have been
caused by various activities of the Chinese governors. Where a ruler, an outsider, an alien ruler has to deal with the
population which is not friendly, well, the relationship can well be imagined. It is not a healthy relationship. The ruler is
afraid, the people are afraid, both for each other.  And when fear governs the relations of two parties, it is likely to lead
to bad results. In fact, wherever a country is a subject country, that is an unhealthy relationship. Well, that led to this
upheavel in Tibet and the Dalai Lama’s flight from Lhasa, coming to India and so on and so forth. After that I have no
accurate news of what has happened.

I think we may broadly say that there has been strong military pressure on several parts of Tibet and the Tibetans
enjoy far from autonomy under the military government there. It may be that the stories that we hear about happenings
inside Tibet are exaggerated, because most of the stories inevitably come from refugees, and refugees, however good
they may be, having suffered themselves, are apt to give rather a coloured picture and not what they have seen or what
they have heard. So, it goes on increasing. So, it may be that the stories are exaggerated. But as a responsible person, I
cannot repeat those stories till I have some kind of a proof. But whether they are exaggerated or not there can be little
doubt that a great deal has happened in Tibet which is deplorable and that the people of Tibet have suffered much and
that it can certainly not be said that it is a happy family living together.

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair]

Previously when this matter came up before this House I said that our approach to these problems was governed
by two or three factors.  Among these mentioned two-our sympathy for the Tibetan people and our desire to maintain
friendly relations with China. Now that may appear to be something contradictory and it does in the present context
slightly contradict each other. That is the difficulty of the situation. But that does not get away from our basic approach
which is governed by these two factors. The third factor, of course, is and always will be the integrity of India and the
freedom of India. It is our first duty to protect that.

Why do I say that? Because I want to repeat that any step that we may take now cannot be taken in a huff, if I may
say so, because we are angry and we do something regardless of the consequences of that step. We work not only in the
present but for the future-for the distant future. I have always thought that it is important, even essential if you like, that
these two countries of Asia, India and China, should have friendly and as far as possible co-operative relations. It is a



104 INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES

remarkable fact of history- and I do not think you will find it duplicated elsewhere at any time- that during these two
thousands years of relationship between India and China they have not had any kind of military conflict. It has been a
cultural relationship. It has been to some extent a trade relationship. It has been a religious association. Throughout
these long periods, they were not passive countries. They were active, positive countries. They went in those days, not
like the later days in India when we did become a passive, inert country, tied down by caste and do not cross the seas
and do not touch this man and do not see that man-that type of country we developed-our people went to adventures.
They went all over the south eastern seas. They established, not imperialist colonies, but independent colonies. In fact,
the effect of India all over the south eastern region was tremendous. You see it today. So also was the effect of China
there. So these two great big powerful countries were constantly meeting and yet there was no conflict. It is a remarkable
fact of history. Certainly nowhere in Europe will you find such a thing or, for the matter of that, in Asia.

Now it seemed to me that in the future it would be a tragedy not only for India, and for China, but for Asia and the
world if we develop some kind of permanent hostility. Naturally friendship does not exist if you are weak and if you are
looked down upon as a weak country. Friendship cannot exist between the weak and the strong, between a country that
is trying to bully and the other who accepts to be bullied. Whether it is an individual or a group or a country that does
not happen. It is only when people are more or less equal, when people respect each other that they are friends. So also
nations. But subject to that we did work for the friendship of India and China. May I say that in spite of all that has
happened today, that is still our objective and we shall continue to work for it. That does not mean that we should
surrender in anything that we consider right or that we should hand over bits of territory of India to China to please
them. That is not the way to be friends with anybody or to maintain our dignity or self-respect. But, in the long run, it is
of importance for these two great countries, whatever their internal structures and policies might be, to be friends.

I know that, sometimes, it is difficult to feel friendly when one hears things that irritate, that anger, when we see that
our people have not been treated even courteously, when we receive communications from the Chinese Government,
which are singularly lacking in even ordinary politeness. All that is irritating. But, then, it is easy enough for any one to get
angry and irritated. It is necessary for people who hold responsible position not to allow themselves to be irritated,
certainly to maintain the dignity of the country and the continuity of our policy too.

Many people charge us: “What about your famous Panch Sheel, where are those five principles; dead and gone and
buried or cremated?” Call it whatever you like. That indicates a completely wrong approach to this question. What is
Panch Sheel? Panch Sheel or the five principles,-they did not become principles because they were embodied in a treaty
between India and China-they stand by themselves, principles of international relationship which we hold to be correct
and we shall hold to them even if all the world says ‘no’ to them. Of course, it is obvious that if the other party does not
agree to them, that relationship does not subsist. The principles remain true all the same. When people are wise enough,
they come back to them. Therefore, there is no question of Panch Sheel failing. It may be, if you like, the question of India
failing or China failing. But, the principles remain. This is the outlook.

If you will permit me to go slightly outside the purview of this Resolution, we have to face certain difficult situations
on our borders and elsewhere: the treatment accorded to our people in Tibet by the Chinese authorities. I may inform
the House that the first thing that I do every morning is to open a bunch of telegrams, a pretty big bunch. I should
imagine that in every bunch there are at least five or six dealing with this affair either from Peking or Lhasa or Gyantse
or Yatung, just the latest happenings, the latest developments. Of course, the telegrams we get from Gyantse, Yatung and
Lhasa cannot tell us about the happenings in Tibet, because they have no communication with the rest of Tibet. They can
only see more or less round about the Consulate or the Trade agency and tell us what are the happenings today. There
are petty problems arising. Almost every morning, usually, at least, I start the day not in a too pleasant mood, because of
these messages. I try to overcome that. I am getting accustomed to some extent to do that.

We have got to deal with these difficult problems, these border incidents. If anyone asks me, as they sometimes do,
what do the border incidents indicate. Frankly, I do not know what might be in the minds of the other party: whether
it is just local aggressiveness or just to show us our place,  if I may use a colloquial phrase, so that we may not get uppish,
or whether it is something deeper. I do not know.

I might inform the House that only last evening, we received a fairly long reply from the Chinese Government. That
is a reply to the protest I had sent a few days ago about these incidents on the North East Frontier border. It is a fairly
long reply. It will, naturally, require very careful consideration. But, broadly speaking, the reply is a repudiation of our
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charge that they had come on our territory, that they had started firing on our patrol there and charging us with having
come on their territory and having opened fire on them: that is, complete conflict in the facts, reversal of the facts here.

An Hon. Member: Reversal of the MacMohan Line.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Of course, we shall examine that reply carefully because it is a long and more or less argued
note, with lots of places mentioned and other things. And we shall send them a reply fairly soon, that is, in the next two
or three days.

May I also repeat what I said here that before this House rises in this session, I hope to place a White Paper before
the House containing correspondence between the Chinese Government and our Government ever since the treaty
between India and China in regard to Tibet was signed, that is, during the last five years, so that the House may have the
background of what has been happening?

Now, all this is there. We have, on the one hand, naturally to protect our borders. And when I say that, I want to hold
myself, and somewhat restrain my powerful reactions so as not to go too far, in, let us say, military measures and the like;
because, when nations gets excited and all their prestige is involved; then, step by step, they are driven often in wrong
directions. So, we try, at any rate, to balance, balance in the sense of a firm policy where we think we are in the right,
nevertheless, with always a door open to accommodation, a door open to a settlement, wherever this is possible.

Broadly speaking, in regard to this border, that is, the border incidents, as I have just mentioned, they say that we
have committed aggression. Now, it is a question of fact, whether this village or that village or this little strip of territory
is on their side or on our side. Normally, wherever these are relatively petty disputes, well, it does seem to me rather
absurd for two great countries or two small countries immediately to rush at each other’s throat and to decide whether
two miles of territory are on this side or on that side, and especially, two miles of territory in the high mountains, where
nobody lives. But where national prestige and dignity is involved, it is not the nation’s dignity and self-respect that
become involved in it. And, therefore, this happens. But I do not wish, in so far as I can, to press the issue so far that there
is no escape for either country, because their national dignities are involved, except a re-course to arms. That is not, I
hope…

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: What is the boundary, according to the latest report? What is the boundary which they have
indicated according to the latest reply that we have received from them?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: How can I say that without a large map, all kinds of little things about villages and all that? The
present dispute about that matter is relatively a small matter: whether it may be two miles this side or that side is not
a very big thing; but I do not know what their map is, here, there and else where. So far as I am concerned, I have often
stated how our frontier from the Burma border right up to the Bhutan border is the MacMohan Line; we hold by that.

Shri Achar (Mangalore): Do they…

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Please allow me to continue. Please do not attach too much importance to what appears in
the newspapers. I speak with a little greater authority on this subject.

That is the MacMohan line, and we hold by it, and we think it is highly objectionable, highly improper for the Chinese
Government to go on issuing maps colouring half of the North Eastern Frontier Agency, one-third Assam and one-third
of Bhutan as if they belong to China. That is really an affront. I can understand something happening for a little while, and
some mistake; but a continuing thing, to be told year after year for ten years that ‘Oh, well, we shall look into it when we
have leisure’ is not a good enough answer. That is so.

But having accepted broadly the MacMohan line, I am prepared to discuss any interpretation of the MacMohan line,
minor interpretation here and there;-that is a different matter-not these big chunks but the minor interpretation
whether this hill is there or this little bit is on that side or this side, on the facts, on the maps, on the evidence available.
That I am prepared to discuss with the Chinese Government. I am prepared to have any kind of conciliatory, mediatory
process to consider this. I am prepared to have arbitration of any authority agreed to by the two parties about those
minor rectifications, where they are challenged by them or by us, whichever the case may be. That is a different matter.
I say this because I do not take up that kind of narrow attitude that whatever I say is right and whatever the other
person says is wrong. But the broad MacMohan Line has to be accepted and so far as we are concerned, it is there and
we accept it.
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The position about Ladakh is somewhat different. The MacMohan Line does not go there. That is governed by
ancient treaties over a hundred years old between the then ruler of Kashmir, Maharaja Gulab Singh, who was a feudatory
of the Sikh ruler of the Punjab at the time-this was in the thirties of the 19th century-on the one side, there was the
treaty of 1842 and on the other side, the ruler of Lhasa and the representative of the Emperor of China, which resulted
in Ladakh being recognized as a part of Kashmir State.

Now, nobody has challenged that. Nobody challenges it now. But the actual boundary of Ladakh with Tibet was not
very carefully defined. It was defined to some extent by British officers who went there. But I rather doubt if they did
any careful survey. They marked the line. It has been marked all along in our maps. They did it. As people do not live there,
by and large, it does not make any difference. It did not make any difference. At that time nobody cared about it.

Now, the question arse. We are prepared to sit down and discuss those minor things. But discuss it on what terms?
First, treaties, existing maps etc secondly, usage, what has been the usage all these years and thirdly, geography. By
geography, I mean physical features like water-sheds, ridge of a mountain, not a bit of plain divided up. Those are
convenient features for international boundaries.

I have gone out of my way to refer to these various matters in connection with this Resolution which deals with a
simpler issue. Coming back to this particular Resolution, quite apart from the sympathy which the hon. Mover and some
other hon. Members feel for the Tibetans, if we take an action, it should be justifiable in law and in constitution and we
should hope for some results, some results which will help us to achieve the objective aimed at.

Looking at it from the point of view of justification, the United Nations may come into the picture for two reasons.
One is, violation of human rights and the other, aggression. Now, violation of human rights applies to those who have
accepted the Charter of the United Nations, in other words, those members of the United Nations who have accepted
the Charter. Strictly speaking, you cannot apply the Charter to people who have not been allowed to come into the
United Nations.

Secondly, if you talk about aggression, aggression is by one sovereign independent State on another. As I told you, in
so far as world affairs are concerned, Tibet has not been acknowledged as an independent State for a considerable time,
even long before this happened-much less after. Therefore, it is difficult to justify aggression.

Now, you may say that these may be rather legal pleas. But I am merely pointing out a constitutional aspect of and
difficulties and the procedures involved.

Then, I come to a certain practical aspect. And that is what good will it achieve? Suppose we get over the legal
quibbles and legal difficulties. It may lead to a debate in the General Assembly or the Security Council wherever it is
taken up, a debate which will be an acrimonious debate, an angry debate, a debate which will be after the fashion of cold
war. Having had the debate what then will the promoters of that debate and that motion do? Nothing more. They will
return home. After having brought matters to a higher temperature, fever heat, they will go home. They have done their
duty because they can do nothing else.

Obviously, nobody is going to send an army to Tibet or China. If that was not done in the case of Hungary which is
in the heart of Europe and which is more allied to European nations, it is fantastic to think they will move in that way in
Tibet. Obviously not. So, all that will happen is an expression of strong opinion by some other countries denying it and
the matter being raised to the level of cold war-brought into the domain of cold war-and probably producing reactions
on the Chinese Government which are more adverse to Tibet and the Tibetan people than even now. So, the ultimate
result is no relief to the Tibetan people but something the reverse of it.

The question, both from the constitutional and the legal point of view, is not clear. In fact, persons who have
examined it think that it is difficult to bring it there. And, from the practical point of view also there is no good result.
Then, what exactly is the purpose of taking that subject, except maybe to satisfy some kind of urge to show sympathy
or to show that we are angry. I can understand that urge certainly. But we must not allow the urge to take the reins into
its hands and take us away with it to unknown regions and dangerous regions. Therefore, I am unable to accept this
resolution and I would suggest to the House also not to accept it.

¸ÉÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ (¤É±É®úÉ¨É{ÉÖ®ú): +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨Éä®äú |ÉºiÉÉ´É Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éå VÉÉä EÖòUô ¦ÉÒ Eò½þÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ =ºÉä ¨Éé xÉä MÉÉè®ú ºÉä näùJÉÉ ½èþ! ÊVÉxÉ ºÉnùºªÉÉå
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xÉä =ºÉEòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ¨Éé =x½åþ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉnù näùiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ÊVÉx½þÉåxÉä =ºÉEòÉ Ê´É®úÉävÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ =xÉEòÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉnù näùiÉä ½ÖþB ¦ÉÒ ¨Éè ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½ÚÆþMÉÉ ÊEò ¨Éé

=xÉEòÉ oùÎ¹]õEòÉähÉ EòÉä `öÒEò iÉ®úÒEäò ºÉä ºÉ¨ÉZÉ xÉ½þÓ ºÉEòÉ!

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ½èþ! {É½þ±ÉÒ ¤ÉÉ®ú VÉ¤É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå =`öÉ iÉÉä VÉèºÉÉ ÊEò |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä Eò½þÉ ½èþ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú

|ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉ xÉä =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ªÉ½þ +É¶ÉÉ |ÉEò]õ EòÒ lÉÒ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ SÉÒxÉ Eäò uùÉ®úÉ ́ ÉÉiÉÉÇ ºÉä ½þ±É ½þÉä VÉÉªÉäMÉÒ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Ê{ÉUô±Éä xÉÉè ºÉÉ±É

EòÉ <ÊiÉ½þÉºÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ |É¨ÉÉhÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ EòÉä ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ ºÉä ½þ±É Eò®úxÉä EòÉ EòÉä<Ç |ÉªÉixÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ! SÉÒxÉ xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¤É±É

|ÉªÉÉäMÉ ÊEòªÉÉ! SÉÒxÉ xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò º´ÉiÉÆjÉ +ÎºiÉi´É EòÉä Ê¨É]õÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ +Éè®ú +{ÉxÉä Ê{ÉUô±Éä ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ ̈ Éå ̈ Éé xÉä Eò½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò +ÉVÉ |É¶xÉ Eäò´É±É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

EòÒ º´ÉÉªÉkÉÉ EòÉ ªÉÉ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ EòÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ¤ÉÎ±Eò |É¶xÉ ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ BEò |ÉlÉEò näù¶É Eäò xÉÉiÉä, +{ÉxÉÒ ºÉ¨{ÉÚhÉÇ Ê´É¶Éä¹ÉiÉÉ+Éå Eäò ºÉÉlÉ VÉÒÊ´ÉiÉ

®ú½äþMÉÉ! ªÉÊnù ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ ªÉ½þ +É¶ÉÉ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ ¶ÉÉÆÊiÉ ºÉä ½þ±É ½þÉäMÉÉ {ÉÚ®úÒ ½þÉä VÉÉiÉÒ, iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä +Éä®ú <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ EòÉä ¤Éb÷Ò |ÉºÉzÉiÉÉ ½þÉäiÉÒ!

±ÉäÊEòxÉ +¦ÉÒ iÉEò Eäò VÉÉä +ÉºÉÉ®ú ÊnùJÉÉªÉÒ näùiÉä ½èþ =xÉºÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ +É¶ÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò +É{ÉºÉ EòÒ ´ÉÉiÉÉÇ uùÉ®úÉ +¤É <ºÉEòÉä ½þ±É ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ,

+Éè®ú |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä ¦ÉÒ +{ÉxÉä ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ ¨Éå <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ +É¶ÉÉ |ÉEò]õ xÉ½þÓ EòÒ ½éþ! ½þ̈ ÉxÉä nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉä +Éè®ú =xÉEäò ºÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ºlÉÉxÉ

ÊnùªÉÉ, ¤É½ÖþiÉ +SUôÉ EòÉ¨É ÊEòªÉÉ +Éè®ú ºÉ¤É <ºÉEòÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½èþ! ÊEòxiÉÖ CªÉÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉä +É¸ÉªÉ näùxÉä Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½þÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ

EòÉ EòiÉḈ ªÉ {ÉÚ®úÉ ½þÉä VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ! CªÉÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ +Éè®ú =xÉEäò ºÉÉlÉÒ Eò¦ÉÒ ºÉ¨¨ÉÉxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ́ ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ±ÉÉè]õ ºÉEåòMÉä? CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä +É]õÉäxÉ¨ÉÒ ÊVÉºÉEòÒ

SÉÒxÉ xÉä MÉ®Æú]õÒ nùÒ lÉÒ! Ê¡ò®ú ºÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +É ºÉEäòMÉÒ? CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +{ÉxÉä +ÎºiÉi´É EòÒ ®úIÉÉ Eò®ú ºÉEäòMÉÉ? <xÉ |É¶xÉÉå EòÉ EòÉä<Ç =kÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ!

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò =xÉEòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ Ê¨ÉjÉiÉÉ ®úJÉxÉä EòÒ ½èþ =xÉEòÒ <ºÉ xÉÒÊiÉ ºÉä ºÉÉ®úÉ näù¶É ºÉ½þ¨ÉiÉ ½èþ! SÉÒxÉ ºÉä CªÉÉ ½þ̈ É {ÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ

ºÉä ¦ÉÒ Ê¨ÉjÉiÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½éþ! nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉ®äú näù¶ÉÉå ºÉä nùÉäºiÉÒ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ, ÊEòxiÉÖ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ªÉ½þ ½èþ, =ºÉ Ê¨ÉjÉiÉÉ EòÉ +ÉvÉÉ®ú CªÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ? ÊEòºÉ EòÒ¨ÉiÉ {É®ú ́ É½þ nùÉäºiÉÒ

EòÒ VÉÉBMÉÒ? ½þ̈ É £òÉÆºÉ ºÉä nùÉäºiÉÒ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ ¨ÉMÉ®ú <ºÉEäò Ê±ÉB ½þ̈ É +±VÉÒÊ®úªÉÉ EòÒ +ÉWÉÉnùÒ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®úxÉä ºÉä <xEòÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä! ½þ̈ Éå {ÉÖiÉÇMÉ±É

EòÒ ¦ÉÒ nùÉäºiÉÒ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ ¨ÉMÉ®ú <ºÉEäò Ê±ÉB ½þ̈ É MÉÉä+É EòÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ EòÒ ¨ÉÉÆMÉ EòÉä ¤Éxnù xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä! ½þ̈ É nùÊIÉhÉ +£òÒEòÉ ºÉä ¦ÉÒ Ê¨ÉjÉiÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ,

¨ÉMÉ®ú <ºÉ EòÉ®úhÉ ½þ̈ ÉxÉä nùÊIÉhÉ +Ê£òEòÉ Eäò MÉè®ú ·ÉäiÉÉå EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå =`öÉxÉä ºÉä ¨ÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ! ½þ®ú ºÉÉ±É ½þ̈ É ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ

¨Éå +Ê£òEòÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉÉå EòÉ |É¶xÉ =`öÉiÉä ½èþ! ½þ®ú ºÉÉ±É nùÊIÉhÉ +Ê£òEòÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ Eäò ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ EòÉä xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ, ¨ÉMÉ®ú ½þ̈ É <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä =`öÉiÉä

½èþ CªÉÉåÊEò ½þ̈ É ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉä ½èþ ÊEò Ê´É·É Eäò VÉxÉ¨ÉiÉ EòÉä VÉÉOÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò +±ÉÉ´ÉÉ <xÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±ÉÉå EòÉä ½þ±É Eò®úxÉä EòÉ +Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç nÚùºÉ®úÉ ®úÉºiÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

¨Éé xÉä VÉ¤É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò |É¶xÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ̈ Éå ±Éä VÉÉxÉä EòÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É ÊEòªÉÉ iÉÉä ̈ Éä®úÉ =qäù¶ªÉ º{É¹]õ lÉÉ ÊEò ½þ̈ É ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ̈ Éå Ê´É·ÉÉºÉ Eò®úiÉä

½èþ <ºÉÊ±ÉB ½þ̈ Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä ́ É½þÉÆ ±Éä VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä! +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ Ê¶ÉEòÉªÉiÉ Eäò +ÉäÊSÉiªÉ ̈ Éå ¦ÉÒ ½þ̈ É Ê´É·ÉÉºÉ Eò®úiÉä ½èþ <ºÉÊ±ÉB ¦ÉÒ ½þ̈ Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä ́ É½þÉÆ ±Éä VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! +¤É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä ́ É½þÉÆ ±Éä VÉÉxÉä ºÉä ¡òÉªÉnùÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ ªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäMÉÉ? ̈ Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <ºÉEòÉ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ +MÉ®ú

½þ̈ É xÉ Eò®åú +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉæSSÉ xÉäiÉÉ ¸ÉÒ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ¡èòºÉ±Éä Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú SÉ±Éå iÉÉä ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ´É½þ VªÉÉnùÉ +SUôÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ ¦É±ÉÉ

ÊEòºÉ ̈ Éå ½èþ, CªÉÉ ̧ ÉÒ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ºÉä +ÊvÉEò +Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ ¡èòºÉ±ÉÉ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉÉ ½éþ? ̧ ÉÒ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä 30 +MÉºiÉ EòÉä +{ÉÒ±É EòÒ ½èþ nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ

EòÒ ºÉ¦ÉÒ ÊºÉÊ´É±ÉÉ<Wb÷ xÉä¶ÉxºÉ Eäò xÉÉ¨É, ÊVÉxÉ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¦ÉÒ +ÉiÉÉ ½èþ, ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ±Éä VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB!

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ +¤É ¨Éä®äú |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉä ¨ÉÉxÉxÉä ºÉä <xEòÉ®ú Eò®úiÉä ½èþ! +MÉ®ú ¸ÉÒ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨É ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉä ½éþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ

¨Éå ±Éä VÉÉxÉä ºÉä EÖòUô ±ÉÉ¦É ½þÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä =ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä =`öÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ º{É¹]õ xÉ½þÓ ÊEòªÉÉ ÊEò +MÉ®ú

+Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç näù¶É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ±ÉÉBMÉÉ iÉÉä =ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ªÉ½þ Eò½åþMÉä ÊEò ªÉ½þ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É xÉ½þÓ ±ÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB? <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå

½þ̈ Éå ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ VÉÉä |ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉ ̈ ÉÆb÷±É VÉxÉ®ú±É +ºÉä̈ ¤É±ÉÒ ̈ Éå ¦ÉÉMÉ ±ÉäxÉä VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ =ºÉEòÉä º{É¹]õ ÊxÉnæù¶É näùxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! ̈ ÉÖZÉä ¦ÉªÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú |ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉ ̈ ÉÆb÷±É

Eäò VÉÉä xÉäiÉÉ VÉxÉ®ú±É +ºÉä̈ ¤É±ÉÒ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉMÉ ±ÉäxÉä VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ ´Éä ´É½þÉÆ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ+Éå EòÉ ºÉ½þÒ |ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉi´É Eò®ú ºÉEåòMÉä! BEò ¤ÉÉ®ú {É½þ±Éä ¦ÉÒ ´É½þ ½ÆþMÉ®úÒ

Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É {É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ+Éå EòÉä ºÉ½þÒ °ü{É ºÉä |ÉEò]õ xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ºÉEäò lÉä! |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ EÖòUô Eò½þiÉä lÉä +Éè®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú |ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉ¨ÉÆb÷±É Eäò

xÉäiÉÉ EÖòUô Eò½þiÉä lÉä! ¨ÉÖZÉä b÷®ú ½èþ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É {É®ú ªÉ½þ <ÊiÉ½þÉºÉ xÉ nÖù½þ®úÉªÉÉ VÉÉB! <ºÉÊ±ÉB +MÉ®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú º´ÉÆªÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò |É¶xÉ EòÉä xÉ½þÓ

=`öÉiÉÒ ½èþ, iÉÉä VÉèºÉÉ ÊEò EòÉÆOÉäºÉ Eäò ºÉnùºªÉ b÷É. MÉÉä½þÉäEò®ú xÉä ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ®úJÉÉ ½èþ, +MÉ®ú EòÉä<Ç +Éè®ú näù¶É <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä =`öÉiÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä =ºÉEòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ

Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! Ê{ÉUô±ÉÒ ¤ÉÉ®ú ½þ̈ ÉxÉä ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEòªÉÉ <ºÉÊ±ÉB nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉ EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ näù¶É +ÉMÉä xÉ½þÓ ¤ÉføÉ! +ÉÊJÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä +ÊvÉEò °üÊSÉ

½èþ, ½þ̈ É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä +ÊvÉEò ºÉ½þÉxÉÖ¦ÉÚÊiÉ ®úJÉiÉä ½èþ, ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ {ÉføÉäºÉÒ näù¶É ½èþ!
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BEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ: SªÉÉÆMÉEòÉ<Ç ¶ÉäEò CªÉÉå xÉ½þÓ =`öÉiÉä <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. This is not the first time that the hon. Member is moving his motion. He has moved his
motion and spoken on it. If any explaination has to be given to what has arisen out of the speeches that have been made
for or against, he can do so by explaining a few points. He cannot make a second speech as the one which he made at
the time of moving motion.

Shri Vajpayee: I am only explaining a few points.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member is not doing that. He has reopened the whole thing.

¸ÉÒ ́ ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ: ̈ Éé ªÉ½þ {ÉÚUôxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò +MÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä ÊEòºÉÒ +Éè®ú näù¶É xÉä =`öÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ CªÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÒ? ̈ Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ
½ÚÆþ ÊEò EòÉÆOÉäºÉ Eäò ºÉnùºªÉ xÉä VÉÉä ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ®úJÉÉ ½èþ =ºÉ Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ CªÉÉ ¨ÉiÉ ½èþ? ´É½þ ¨Éä®úÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! +Éè®ú |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä =ºÉ
ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò oùÎ¹]õEòÉähÉ EòÉ EòÉä<Ç º{É¹]õÒEò®úhÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ !

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É {É®ú ́ ªÉÉ´É½þÉÊ®úEò EòÊ`öxÉÉ<ªÉÉÆ ½èþ ªÉ½þ ̀ öÒEò ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ̈ Éå ±Éä VÉÉxÉä Eäò +±ÉÉ´ÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ EòÉ +Éä®ú EòÉä<Ç
½þ±É ÊnùJÉÉªÉÒ xÉ½þÓ näùiÉÉ! ´É½þÉÆ MÉ®ú¨ÉÉ MÉ®ú¨É ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ ½þÉåMÉä ªÉ½þ `öÒEò ½èþ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +MÉ®ú ½þ̈ É ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå Ê´É·ÉÉºÉ Eò®úiÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ
ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä Ê¡ò®ú Ê´É·É Eäò VÉxÉ¨ÉiÉ EòÉ SÉÒxÉ {É®ú WÉ°ü®ú EÖòUô |É¦ÉÉ´É ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! +¤É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä BEò ½þÒ ®úÉºiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ É Ê´É·É
EòÒ +Éi¨ÉÉ EòÉä +{ÉÒ±É Eò®åú, ½þ̈ É Ê´É·É EòÒ SÉäiÉxÉÉ EòÉä VÉMÉÉBÆ! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ¨ÉÉxÉ´É +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå Eäò ½þxÉxÉ Eäò |ÉÊiÉ Ê´É·É Eäò VÉxÉ¨ÉiÉ EòÉä VÉÉOÉiÉ
Eò®åú! +Éè®ú ªÉÊnù Eò¨ªÉÖÊxÉº]õ SÉÒxÉ {É®ú =ºÉEòÉ +ºÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä ½þ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ iÉÉä ºÉÆiÉÉä¹É ½þÉäMÉÉ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉÉ EòiÉḈ ªÉ {ÉÉ±ÉxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ! ½þ̈ É VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä
½éþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ® EòÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò |ÉÊiÉ xÉÒÊiÉ CªÉÉ ½èþ? CªÉÉ +ÊxÉ¶SÉªÉ EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ ½èþ, +ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ ½èþ? +ÉÊJÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ EòÉä
¶ÉÉÎxiÉ{ÉÚ́ ÉÇEò ½þ±É Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ½þ̈ É EòÉèxÉ ºÉÉ Eònù̈ É =`öÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ? ¨ÉèxÉä ÊxÉ´ÉänùxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉä VÉMÉ½þ näùxÉä ¨ÉÉjÉ ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉºªÉÉ ½þ±É
xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäiÉÒ!

¨Éé BEò ¤ÉÉiÉ +Éè®ú Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ +¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ xÉä ¡èòºÉ±ÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ É SÉÒxÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ±ÉÉxÉä Eäò |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®ú Ê¡ò®ú ºÉä
=`öÉªÉåMÉä! Ê{ÉUô±Éä ºÉÉiÉ ºÉÉ±ÉÉå ºÉä ½þ̈ É <ºÉ |É¶xÉ EòÉä =`öÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ CªÉÉ +ÉVÉ EòÒ {ÉÊ®úÎºlÉÊiÉ ̈ Éå <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉä ½þ̈ É =`öÉBÆ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ +É´É¶ªÉEòiÉÉ
½èþ! SÉÒxÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå +ÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½äþ, ¨ÉMÉ®ú VÉÉä EÖòUô ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ ¨Éå, CªÉÉ =ºÉEòÉä näùJÉiÉä ½ÖþB ½þ̈ Éå {É½þ±É Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB SÉÒxÉ
EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ̈ Éå VÉMÉ½þ näùxÉä EòÒ? ̈ Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ºÉ¨ÉªÉ +É MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ̈ Éå SÉÒxÉ EòÉä |É´Éä¶É Ênù±ÉÉxÉä Eäò |ÉºiÉÉ´É
EòÉä bÅ÷É{É Eò®ú näù! +MÉ®ú nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ näù¶É =ºÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä =`öÉB iÉÉä ½þ̈ É =ºÉEòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®ú nåù! ªÉÊnù ½þ̈ É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä =`öÉxÉä EòÉä
iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ iÉÉä Ê¡ò®ú SÉÒxÉ VÉÉä EÖòUô ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉÉlÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½èþ =ºÉEòÉä näùJÉiÉä ½ÖþB SÉÒxÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ̈ Éå |É´Éä¶É Ênù±ÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB {É½þ±É CªÉÉå Eò®åú! +ÉÊJÉ®ú,
VÉèºÉÉ ̈ Éé xÉä Eò½þÉ, SÉÒxÉ ºÉä Ê¨ÉjÉiÉÉ EòÉ ªÉ½þ +lÉÇ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò ́ É½þ ±ÉÉiÉå ̈ ÉÉ®úiÉä VÉÉBÆ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ É =xÉEäò SÉ®úhÉÉå EòÉä SÉÚ̈ ÉiÉä VÉÉBÆ! Ê¨ÉjÉiÉÉ +Éi¨É ºÉ¨¨ÉÉxÉ Eäò +ÉvÉÉ®ú
{É®ú ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ! SÉÒxÉ +ÉGò¨ÉhÉEòÉ®úÒ ½èþ, SÉÒxÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú |É´Éä¶É Eò®úxÉä +ÉªÉÉ ½èþ! ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú nù®ú´ÉÉWÉä JÉ]õJÉ]õÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ! +Éè®ú |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ Eò½þiÉä
½èþ ½þ̈ É ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ̈ Éå ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÉä iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! ̈ Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ½þ̈ Éå +¤É SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä =`öÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ SÉÉÊ½þB! +Éè®ú ̈ Éé <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ ºÉä +{ÉÒ±É
Eò°ÆüMÉÉ ÊEò ´É½þ ¨Éä®äú |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉä º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®äú +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ ÊºÉvnù Eò®äú ÊEò ¶ÉÉªÉnù EÖòUô +xiÉ®úÉÇ¹]ÅõÒªÉ EòÊ`öxÉÉ<ªÉÉå ºÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä
¦É±Éä ½þÒ xÉ =`öÉ ºÉEäò, ¨ÉMÉ®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉBÆ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½èþ,  nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉEòÉ BEò ½þÒ ®úÉºiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò
½þ̈ É <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉä º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®åú!

Mr. Speaker: There is an amendment moved to this motion.

Shri Gohokar: I beg leave to withdraw my amendment.

The Amendment was, by leave, withdrawn.

Mr. Speaker: The question is:

“This House is of opinion that Government should refer the Tibetan issue to the United Nations”.

The motion was negative.

�����������
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7 September 1959 Oral Answers to Questions

INDIANS ARRESTED BY CHINESE FORCES

S.N.Q. 12.  Shri P. C. Boorah: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that Chinese forces have arrested 14 Indians belonging to Ladakh recently;
(b) if so, the action taken in the matter; and
(c) whether there is any information about the whereabouts of the Head Lamas of Hemis and Phiang Monasteries of

Ladhak?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) to (c). According to the information received from our Consulate at Lhasa, five Indians are held in custody by the

Chinese authorities in Lhasa. It is not clear whether they come from Ladakh. Our Consulate has protested to the
Chinese authorities about the arrest of these persons.

We have also received some information about fourteen Ladakhi Lamas being in custody in various prisons in Tibet.
But we have received no precise information about them. We have approached the Chinese authorities to permit
Muslims from Kashmir as well as Ladakhi Lamas and to contact our consulate in Lhasa and to allow them to return to
India if they so wish.

Shri P. C. Boorah: May I know whether Government have any information about the number of Indians returning to
Ladakh by Lhasa just prior to the starting of the trouble in Tibet? If so, what was the number and how many of them have
been permitted to go back home?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We have no definite information. We have some reports about them. I say we have no definite
information because people used to go from Ladakh without any formal papers being taken from us-passports. It is an
old practice. Two types of Indians went there; the one were the Lamas and they went for study there; the other were
Ladakhi Muslims who used to go there for trade. According to our old practice nobody need get the papers and most
of them did not. So, we had no record. Subsequently, when we tried to find out we were told that about 400 Lamas from
Ladakh were studying in the various monasteries in Tibet and about 124 families of Kashmiris, that is Ladakhi Muslims,
were there. We have not verified these figures. The Chinese authorities have raised the point that these people are no
longer Indian citizens if ever they were because many of the Kashmiris-Ladakhi Muslims-have been there for a long time.
That is a matter on which we are conferring with them.

Shri P. C. Boorah: Is it a fact that many of the Lamas and Indian traders while fleeing from Lhasa to Ladakh by the
incoming route were machine-gunned by the Chinese forces?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We have had no information about that.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether these 14 Ladakhi Lamas who are in custody of the Chinese authorities in Lhasa
are so because of mistaken identity? If so, may I know whether Government have taken any steps so establish their
identity so that they might be released?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: There is no question of mistaken identity. It is a question of a person establishing his nationality,
not identity. Nationality is normally established by papers, passports etc. Now, they have no papers and passports except
such oral or other evidence they might give. Immediately it becomes a little less definite although it might be established.
It depends upon the authorities taking a strict view or a flexible view about it. They have said quite definitely that they
are Indian nationals from Kashmir. It is true that in the past, sometimes to get over preliminary difficulties they have
signed papers which, probably, go against them because they got some things done quickly. That comes up against them
now.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: Have Government received any definite information either through the Chinese authorities
or through our own Consulate in Lhasa about the charges under which these Lamas are being held up in Lhasa and
elsewhere?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: What charges! I do not know whom the hon. Member is referring to. I do not know who
these persons are who it is alleged are in prison. I have no definite information about them. I cannot even definitely say
whether they are there or not. Complaints have reached us from their friends or other people taking interest in them.
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We are enquiring.

But the other case is a general case of their nationality; and, at the present moment, I do not suppose it is necessary
to have a precise legal charge to put a person in prison.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: The Prime Minister just now said that persons other than the 14 Lamas are held up there. May I
know what action the Government of India are taking to secure the release of these persons and whether any charge
has been under which they have been held up there? May I also know whether we may expect that they shall be
released?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I said it is denied that they are Indian nationals.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: I ask about the 5 persons except the Lamas.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We do not know. I have not got the detailed facts about them.

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon): Sir, the matter has been taken up with the
authorities but we have not heard from them. Of these 5 Indians, who are registered with our Consul General and the
3 others are not registered. They are held in custody by the Chinese authorities.

Shri Vajpayee: In view of the fact that the MacMohan line does not extend to Ladakh, may I know what steps are being
taken to demarcate the border and to liberate the Indian territory that is now occupied by the Chinese?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: That would be a different question.

Shri Vajpayee: May I submit, the hon. Prime Minister…

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Boundary cannot be demarcated here in this question which is only a question of certain
persons being taken into custody. Order, order. It may be very important but it cannot be the subject matter of a
supplementary question here.

Shri Vajpayee: If we give notice of an adjournment motion it is rejected on the ground that it is a continuing matter.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: All that is not relevant here.

Shri Goray: Just now the Prime Minister said that there are certain individuals about whose nationality there is some
doubt but there are others about whose nationality there is no doubt. We have made representations about these two
categories of people and we have not, so far, heard anything from the Chinese authorities. Is it to be taken that the
Chinese Government will behave in this pattern always?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Who can say that?

Shri Goray: What do we do? We make representations about people about whose nationality we have no doubt. And
we make representations about other people also and they do not give us an answer. What do we do?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Well, it is rather difficult for me to answer not on my own behalf but on behalf of other
people that is, the Chinese authorities in Tibet. How can I answer on their behalf as to what they might do or might not
do? They have done many things which I thoroughly disapprove of.

�����������

9 September 1959 Oral Answers to Questions

CHINESE MAP SHOWING INDIAN TERRITORY

S.N.Q.14.  Shri P. C. Boorah: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government have seen the latest wall map of China in which Indian territory is shown as belonging  to

China;
(b) whether Government will issue the correct map and draw the attention of the Chinese Government towards the

inaccuracies regarding the Indian territory; and
(c) what is the exact area in terms of mileage shown or claimed by Chinese Government?
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The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) No recent wall map of China has come to the Government’s attention.
(b) Government have drawn the attention of the Chinese authorities to the inaccuracies of their maps.
(c) This is not known.

Shri P. C. Boorah: May I know whether Government are aware of the fact that in spite of the Prime Minister’s protest
against incursions into our territory and his strong assertion that we are bound by the MacMohan Line and it is firm by
agreement, firm by custom, firm by usage and firm by geography, the Chinese Embassy in India in their magazine…

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member is making a speech. What is the question?

Shri P. C. Boorah: Are the Chinese Embassy in India in their magazine New China publishing these maps for circulation
in India itself? If so, do Government propose to have a survey of the boundary or to stick to the MacMohan Line itself?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): The hon. Member is raising a
matter which has been referred to in this House many times and will be referred to many more times.

Mr. Speaker: I have allowed a full-dress discussion on this.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: In the letter of Mr. Chou En-Lai dated January 23, 1959, its is mentioned that certain border
questions as to which side certain border questions as to which side certain areas on the Sino-Indian border belong,
were on more than one occasion taken up between the Chinese and the Indian sides through diplomatic channels.
Perhaps this was also done when the Sinkiang-Tibet highway was built in 1956. It is mentioned in this letter that they
have always been doing patrol duties there. This means that this matter was discussed through diplomatic channels. May
I know what is the position now because in our Prime Minister’s letter, a specific reply has not been given to them?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am afraid I fail to understand these questions now. There is going to be a discussion on this matter.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: May I know whether the attention of Government has been drawn to press reports saying that
more than 39,000 square miles of our territory have been shown in Chinese map as their territory? If so, what action
is being proposed to be taken to retake that territory?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not understand all this-going round and over the same thing. How can I answer these
questions?

Shri Taygi: My hon. Friend has asked a question whether the Chinese Embassy in India are issuing certain maps or not.
The Prime Minister has rejected it as if it were no question. I want to know whether they are issuing any maps in India
and publicizing them showing our territory as a part of their territory.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: So far as I know, no maps as such have been issued. But sometimes in picture magazines, a kind
of small map is shown.

Mr. Speaker: Are they published here?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: They may be published; I cannot say. Some may be published here; may not be, some may come
from China. This was sometime ago. This is not normally done. This happened once or twice.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: They are in circulation.

Shri Ranga: If they have been published in India by the Chinese Embassy here, what steps have been taken to protest
against that procedure and that behaviour, in view of that fact that Government have been saying that there has been
some kind of a dispute about these areas and these maps were published a long time ago and, therefore, they did not
attach much importance to them?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: That is why I have placed a White Paper on the Table of the House showing such steps as we
have taken. Till that date, I have given the information there.

Some Hon. Members: rose—

Mr. Speaker: I have fixed a discussion on this matter.
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Raja Mahendra Pratap: May I just say a word?

Shri Goray: You have been pleased to fix a date for a discussion of this matter. May I submit that in order to understand
the discussion better and to appreciate the whole position, the External Affairs Ministry should place some maps here,
showing the places belonging to us and the territories that have been claimed by the Chinese as theirs.

Shri Tyagi: The House must be allowed to have the information.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Prime Minister will consider that.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The normal maps of India are well known. The hon. Member presumably wants a reproduction
of the Chinese maps. The Chinese maps, so far as I have seen, are small, magazine-cover maps. Am I to make enlargements
of them and hand them here?

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: The disputed areas which they have occupied must be shown.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not think that it will at all be proper for me to go about re-producing such wrong maps
to be displayed here. There may be one or two copies available here with some difficulty. If hon. Members like, I shall get
one map, small magazine cover size.

Mr. Speaker: All right.

Shri Goray: There are very many Passes mentioned in the White Paper. For example, there is a pass called Niti Pass.
There are so many of them. We do not know where exactly they are.

Shri A. C. Guha: Would it be proper for our Government to publicise the wrong map in which the Chinese Government
have been making claims on our territory?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. Next question.

Acharya Kripalani: The maps should be Indian maps. We want to know what territories have been occupied by the
Chinese up to this time. We do not want Chinese maps. We want our own maps showing the MacMohan line and how
many encroachments have taken place.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: I want to say this. I know from my personal experience that the Chinese are very reasonable
and if we approach them rightly they would listen to us and accede to our demands. That is my experience. I have been
in Tibet also and I know there are many Chinese and Tibetans who want to be friends with each other. (Interruptions).

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: He should be sent as the Ambassador to China.

Raja Mahendra Pratap: I beg to state that I volunteer myself and I think better arrangements can be made. (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Next question, Shri Sharma.

Some Hon. Members: rose—

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member has made a suggestion and the hon. Minister is physically present here. I leave it at this
stage. As he has, of his own accord, placed before the House a White Paper, if he thinks that it will be conducive to better
discussion and it is necessary, he will certainly do so. (Interruptions). A suggestion has been made and I cannot ask him to
produce it here and now.

Shri Ranga: Not now; but place it in the Library.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: The Chinese Prime Minister has said that he wants to maintain the status quo. We do not
know what the status quo is. Therefore, it is necessary to have the maps.

Shri Kasliwal: May I be permitted to say that there are already Russian maps which are alleged to be copies of the
Chinese maps which show portions of our territory as Chinese territory?

Mr. Speaker: Let us have no discussion today.

Shri P. C. Boorah: One question more, Sir. I am the questioner.
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Shri Ranga: You have given no directions to the Government, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members go on making speeches. Next question.

�����������

26 November 1959 Answers to Questions

MOTION RE : INDIA-CHINA RELATIONS

Shri Dinesh Singh (Banda): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, the problem, which we are discussing today, is not merely a problem
of a border violation but a much deeper problem of conflict of ideologies. For the first time we have on our borders
another big country following an entirely different ideology and this conflict of ideology will not be resolved so easily.

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

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

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

Shri. Karni Singhji (Bikaner):  The only language that a communist country understands is that of strength.
Unfortunately, our Prime Minister’s hand-shake of friendship was misunderstood by them for weakness. If you study the
plan of Chinese expansionism, you will see how perfectly it is planned. They first plan their communications and then
build their roads. Everything is done methodically and then they strike. They first struck at Tibet and now they go further
and strike India. Everybody is this country will I hope now wake up and see that we defend our borders gallantly. The
Chinese assurances of autonomy to Tibet and also their make-believe in the theory of Panchsheel lulled India into a false
sense of security and I hope that the Prime Minister and everybody will now wake up to the reality and see that no
matter what happens we will not make the same mistake again.

The question now is this. Can’t a neutral India like us withstand cold war and-God forbid-even a hot war, entirely on
our own strength. As a soldier, I would say “yes”. As a practical man, I am not so sure. If the answer of the Prime Minister
is “yes” well and good. If the answer is “no”, India may not be quite so strong to face this colossus of China with the 600
and odd million population, all ruthless and armed. Then my answer to that is that we should consider in terms of
looking out to find friends who think like us, other countries who are prepared to help us in our time of emergency if
a show-down became imminent, with arms, men and material, provided no strings were attached to such aid. I support
the Prime Minister’s policy of non-alignment and I also believe that India should not go into any power blocs, but as
practical men we are going to defend our country. We should not lose our territory just because we are stubbornly
following a particular theory or are refusing all help. The practical aspect of this question cannot be denied. While I am
subject to correction about the exact number of forces that China has, I may mention the following. I am told that they
have anything from 30 lakh to 50 lakh men under arms and approximately a crore of men or more as home guards. As
against that, India has an army of approximately 7 lakh to 10 lakhs. Of course, I am again subject to correction about the
figure.

M. S. Aney (Nagpur): Though more than once the Chinese Premier has referred to our Prime Minister as the author
of Panchsheel and described himself as strictly observing the tenets of Panchsheel, the correspondence leaves the
reader in no doubt that the writer is not keen in ascertaining the truth about the boundaries and his loyalty to
Panchsheel is only some kind of lip service. I am not at all surprised at this. My surprise is that it took the Government
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of India so much time, nay, so many years to find it out.Sir, this leads me to another important point. We became an
independent nation in the year 1947. In August last year, we have finished twelve years and celebrated the twelfth
anniversary of our Indian Independence Day. Soon after our independence, we announced our recognition of the
Communist Chinese Government as the de facto government of China, and since then we have been championing the
cause of that nation and pressing on the U.N. In all this we have been following the path of justice, equity and international
fairness. But we have done something more than that for China. We have recognized China’s suzerainty over Tibet, our
immediate neighbour in the north. By this recognition, we have in a way invited China to be our next-door neighbour.
In doing that we tried to get an assurance from China that this suzerainty over Tibet was not to interfere with the
autonomous status of Tibet and its Lamaik Buddhist culture. But we find that the Chinese Government, for reasons best
known to them, have occupied Tibet and virtually ended the rule of the Lamas in that State. The hospitality which we
have shown to the Dalai Lama and the people of Tibet who migrated from Tibet to India has infuriated the Chinese
Government and the Chinese people also. The various incidents of aggression on Indian territory in the Himalayas as
well as the anti-Indian propaganda of a very virulent nature that is being carried on in China are indicative of an attitude
of active hostility of China to India.  On reading the notes, I feel convinced that the Government of India never
suspected till very recently that there would be such a terrible change in the attitude of China towards India. It treated
all symptoms of this change as insignificant. The publication of maps by the Chinese Government showing large tracts of
our country as Chinese territory elicited only a mild protest from us. And any explanation of the cock-and-bull story
type given by the Chinese Government was thought of by us, for the time being at least, as satisfactory.

As against this conduct of the Chinese Government, our government has tried to be consistent in its attitude
towards China. One example of this is that in the map of India and China which has been published and circulated to the
Members along with the White Paper, we have shown the whole territory to the north of India beyond the Himalayas
as China, omitting all reference to the existence of Tibet. We have taken up this attitude.

Apart from the solicitude we are showing, we are showing to the feelings and susceptibilities of the Chinese nation,
there is another mistake which we have committed in all these twelve years of our independence. We were not able to
take a proper view of our frontiers from the point of view of our defence. Let me say here that the Defence Minister just
now made a statement, and I heard the explanation given by him. I think there is good reason in what he has stated. But
notwithstanding that, the remarks which I propose to make still hold good. It is admitted and clearly seen from the white
papers that we did not regard our northern frontier as a matter of any concern at all. And that is what he has stated also.
A few outposts for patrols in aid of the pilgrims and traders were all that was tough to be necessary. That was probably
the arrangement in the British days. And our Independent India simply continued the same arrangement.

I am told—and I speak subject to correction—that the part of Ladakh in occupation of the Pakistan Government
bordering on the Chinese borders is well protected. I do not know whether this information is correct or not. But that
our border was not at all protected is clear from the white papers themselves.

During the British rule, China had not the courage even to assert its suzerainty over Tibet, much less to invade that
territory. Therefore they had never cared to make any effective arrangements for the protection of that border. But
independent India, should have been able to foresee the consequences of leaving the border altogether unprotected,
particularly in view of the several changes that have been taking place during this period. That means a danger to India.
An unprotected border of India means a danger not only to India but to Nepal, Bhutan and Sikkim.

Vigilance is the price of liberty, they say. Non-vigilance is likely to endanger liberty itself. In this connection, I do say
that the reduction of our military budget by Rs. 25 crores last year is certainly an indication of the fact that our Defence
Ministry was not sufficiently strong to meet the menace to India which has arisen by the eradication of Tibet and
bringing China closer and making it our next-door neighbour.

Shri J. B. S. Bist (Almora): While the initiative now rests with the Chinese, I would call the attention of the Government
to the need for a complete reorientation in the border policy. During the British days, the then Government of India was
not particularly perturbed about the security of the border for two reasons. Firstly, Tibet formed a kind of buffer state,
and secondly they though that the bleak and inaccessible mountains which separate Tibet and India were the best
protection. Despite this, from the administrative point of view, they kept a close watch on border developments.

After independence, our Government, taking into consideration the traditional friendship between the two countries,
gave up the concessions it enjoyed in Tibet, and believing in the friendly intentions of the Chinese, did not strengthen its
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borders. Thus, while the Chinese, even in the old Dalai Lama regime, were constructing a network of roadways on their
side of the border and building up their defence potential, we on our side did not pay any particular or special attention
to this area, and proceeded in the ordinary way.

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

I may also suggest that since road construction has now essentially become a defence requirement in the border
areas, this may be entrusted to the military authorities. We have a plan to construct roadways there, that is, motorable
roads, but this work has been taking years and years, and the progress is very slow, and I at least do not know when they
will reach any important village on the border.

I would also take this opportunity to inform the Government—possibly they have the information already—that
Garbyang is the last village towards the Lipulake pass. It is a flat piece of land which is fit for an airfield. It would be for
the military authorities to enquire into this matter and see whether it could be put to any use for any purpose, and I
have nothing to say on that; I don know that the village has a flat stretch of land, and aeroplanes could land there very
easily, but it is for the military authorities to see the site and consider whether it is in their interest and in the interest
of the nation to use that area.

As revival of trade with Tibet is a remote possibility, Government would have to consider alternative means of
livelihood for the people in these areas. Sheep-rearing and wool industry on a scientific basis would be a success, and I
think there is a genuine need, for, in these areas, every family is connected with wool; as the hon. Members of this House
possibly know, the Pashmina and similar kinds of wool are manufactured by the Bhottas who live on the frontiers and
who trade with Tibet. Also, other avenues of livelihood will have to be explored. I would suggest that an economic survey
should be carried out, and I think, just as some speakers have remarked before, that this survey will provide the
Government with many facilities which they might need; of course, I might say here that Government will have to
improve communications, if these facilities are to be enjoyed. The time as come now when these matters cannot be
delayed any longer. I think a sound economy and good economy is a good defence.

Shri P. C. Borooah (Sibsnagar): We give our whole-hearted support for what the Government under the dynamic
personality of our Prime Minister have done so far in this matter. But, Sir, I shall be failing in my duty if I do not mention
about the doubt and the distress which the people, particularly those in my part of country, are feeling in one matter, viz.,
the question of our declaring China’s suzerainty over Tibet, which we feel has brought all these troubles for us. If the
early history is gone into, it will be found that in 741 A.D. China used to pay tribute to Tibet. In 1244, Tibet was ruled
completely independent of China. Of course, there were occasions when supremacy was exercised over one another
amongst the Mongolians, Manchurians, Tibetans and the Chinese at different times. Though Tibet was long free from
Chinese domination, the rising of the communist Government in China, reversed the situation. The Tibetans fearing the
expansionist urge of China, wanted to send missions to England. America, India and Nepal. This the Tibetans could not
do for fear of the Chinese. The Indian Government advised the Tibetan Government to send their mission to Peking.
The day the Tibetan mission left for Peking, the Chinese liberation army marched into Tibet.

In November, 1949, our Prime Minister declared in a Press conference in England that India recognizes Chinese
suzerainty on Tibet. Two days after, the Chinese government declared the liberation of Tibet by 1950. So, the liberation
of Tibet has taken place and we have seen the suzerainty in action in the killing of 80,000 Lamas, indoctrination and
naming Lord Buddha as a reactionary. Having brought all the trouble in the Tibetan front’, the Chinese are now indulging
in violation of the Indian border. I may be permitted to mention here, Sir, that the then Chairman Mao Tse Tung, in one
of his communications to Shri Ranadive, the then Secretary of the Communist Party of India, wrote that the Chinese
liberation forces are always ready to liberate the people of India. This was in the year 1948, and now in the year 1959 we
have seen what is going on in our Himalaya borders.

�����������
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9 February 1960 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ
8.  ¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ:

    ¸ÉÒ nùÒo SÉo ¶É¨ÉÉÇ:

    ¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨Éä·É®ú ]õÉÆÊ]õªÉÉ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ 24 xÉ´É¨¤É®ú, 1959 Eäò iÉÉ®úÉÆÊEòiÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 261 Eäò =kÉ®ú Eäò ºÉ¨É¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå BEò BàºÉÉ Ê´É´É®úhÉ ºÉ¦ÉÉ

{É]õ±É {É®ú ®úJÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò ÊVÉºÉ ¨Éå ÊxÉ¨xÉ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ nùÒ MÉ<Ç ½þÉä:

(Eò) 1 xÉ´É¨¤É®ú, 1959 Eäò ¤ÉÉnù EÖò±É ÊEòiÉxÉä xÉªÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå |É´Éä¶É ÊEòªÉÉ ;

(JÉ) =kÉ®úÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Eäò ÊEòxÉ ÊEòxÉ nù®úÉç ºÉä ´Éä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå |ÉÊ´É¹]õ ½ÖþB ;

(MÉ) |ÉiªÉäEò nù®åú ºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉÒ-ÊEòiÉxÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¨Éå ´Éä +ÉªÉä;

(PÉ) =x½åþ ÊEòxÉ ºlÉÉxÉÉå {É®ú ¤ÉºÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ; +Éè®ú

(R÷) =x½åþ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ näùxÉä {É®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ ´É MÉè®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÒ ºÉÆºlÉÉ+Éå EòÉ EÖò±É ÊEòiÉxÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ªÉªÉ ½þÉä SÉÖEòÉ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü):

(Eò) ºÉä (R÷) +É´É¶ªÉEò ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ EòÉ ¤ªÉÉä®úÉ ºÉnùxÉ EòÒ ¨ÉäVÉ {É®ú ®úJÉ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ (näùÊJÉªÉä {ÉÊ®úÊ¶É¹]õ 1,+xÉÖ¤ÉxvÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 4)

�����������

17 February 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

* 188. Shrimati Mafida Ahmed:
Shri Aurobindo Ghosal:
Shri P. K. Deo:   Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government have formulated any scheme for rehabilitation of the Tibetan refugees, at present lodged in
Missamari Camp; and

(b) if so, the details of the Plan?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri J. N. Hazarika):
(a) and (b). A statement giving the information required is given below:

Statement

The scheme is intended to settle 1,000 families of Tibetan refugees on 2,000 acres of land at Bhaluckpung in North-
East Frontier Agency and near the foothills of Assam. The total number of settlers is likely to be 1,500. The thick jungles
covering the site will be cleared by refugees themselves with the help of bulldozers and tractors. Timber and other
material obtained from jungle clearance will be utilized, as far as possible, in the construction of houses for the refugees.
Arrangements will be made to provide rations to the settlers for a period of one year at the end of which the first cycle
of the crops will be completed and it is hoped that the refugees will become self-sufficient in the matter of food supplies.
It is proposed to provide a limited number of livestock for which necessary veterinary aid will also be available. Care has
been taken to provide for the medical needs and the education of the refugees. During off-season, when the settlers will
be free from agricultural operations, they would receive training in handicrafts and small scale cottage industries.

The total cost of the scheme is estimated to be Rs. 12 lakhs. It is hoped that some of the relief organizations will
make donations of (a) food and (b) agricultural implements.
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25 February 1960 Oral Answers to Questions

AFRO-ASIAN CONFERENCE ON TIBET

*388. Shri H. N. Mukerjee:
Shri Prabhat Kar:
Shri Raghunath Singh:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether there is any truth in press reports that a three-day convention of Afro-Asian countries on Tibet is to be
held at New Delhi in April 1960;

(b) if so, who are the sponsors and what are the terms of reference of the said convention; and
(c) whether Government have given approval to the idea of the convention?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):

(a) to (c) In pursuance of the resolution passed at the All India Tibetan Convention held at Calcutta in May, 1959 it is
understood that an Afro-Asian Convention on Tibet is proposed to be held in India. The Convention which was
due to begin in February 1960 has since been postponed and may be held later in this year. The convention is being
organized entirely under non-official initiative and the Government of India are in no way associated with its
arrangement, nor are they required to accord their approval to the holding of such a Convention.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: In view of certain widely circulated reports in the Press about a leading public figure, Shri Jaya
Prakash Narain, contacting representatives of African and Asian States and also the Prime Minster for interview, may I
know whether the Prime Minister and his Government have made it clear to the sponsors like Shri Jaya Prakash Narain
that such activities are not approved by the Government of this country?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): It is true that Shri Jaya Prakash
Narain came to see me twice, I think, about this and I told him that I did not wish to come in his way, but we were not
happy about this development.

Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi: May I know whether the Prime Minister is aware that after meeting him, Shri Jaya
Prakash Narain also met the various ambassadors now residing in India, so far as the Afro-Asian countries are concerned,
and if so, whether the Prime Minister is aware that the Afro-Asian countries were influenced by Shri Jaya Prakash Narain
to co-operate in holding this conference in India?

Mr. Speaker: The question is, whether he has been taking further steps in this regard.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I?

Mr. Speaker: Shri Jaya Prakash Narain.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am not aware of what steps he has taken. I think it is true that he met some ambassadors of
the Afro-Asian countries here. Also, I believe, he sent some representatives to their countries to meet people there.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: I presume an assurance has been given that visas will be given to the foreign delegates
who will be attending this conference.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: In such cases, no general assurance is ever given. The most that we can say is that each case
should be examined in respect of each applicant. There may be, of course, a general refusal when necessity arises, but
generally we consider the applications for visas on an individual basis.

Shri Raghunath Singh: May I know whether this organization is sponsored by any political party of India?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know. So far as I know, it is an organization sui generis. A political party may support
it, but it is a different matter. I am not sufficiently acquainted with this organization to be able to give a proper answer
really.

Shri Joachim Alva: There are some persons who belong neither to Asia nor to Africa, but who have come as visitors
to this country and they overstay here. When asked, they say that they work for Tibetan refugees. How do they overstay
here?

Mr. Speaker: What has that to do with this conference?
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Shri P. R. Patel: The people of different countries of Asia and Africa are agitated over the question of Tibet. So, if they
meet here, in India, why should not the Government have a friendly attitude towards that conference?

Mr. Speaker: The question is, why the Government of India should not have a friendly attitude towards this conference
which is intended to settle the Tibetan question here.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We have a friendly attitude to any conference which intends to do that or likely to do that.
What the function of this conference is, it is not for me to say. But the results of their efforts are not likely to settle any
question.

�����������

4 March 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETANS IN DARJEELING

*621.  Shri C. K. Bhattacharya: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether there has been an influx of a large number of Tibetans in different disguises in various parts of Darjeeling;
(b)  whether some Tibetans have purchased houses at Darjeeling; and
(c)  whether any steps have been taken to find out about the identity of these Tibetans?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):
(a) No case of Tibetans arriving in disguise in the Darjeeling District has come to the notice of the Government;
(b) No, Sir, not in Darjeeling but 19 have bought houses in Kalimpong.
(c) All Tibetans are closely interrogated on their arrival in the district and thereafter registered with the local authorities
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 4 March 1960 Written Answers to Qusetions

TREASURES OF DALAI LAMA

*634. Shri U. C. Patnaik:
Shri A. M. Tariq:
Shrimati Mafida Ahmed:
Shri Ram Krishan Gupta:
Shri Raghunath Singh:
Shri S. M. Banerjee:
Shri Hem Barua: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether a news item in the Statesman dated the 17th February, 1960 to the effect that the Dalai Lama brought
along with him into India large quantities of gold and silver and other valuables has come to the notice of
Government;

(b) if so, how much; and
(c) whether the permission of Government of India was taken?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) to (c).  Yes Sir. A statement on this subject has already been made in the House.

At the end of 1950, the Dalai Lama, under an arrangement with the Sikkim Durbar, sent a number of packages for
safe custody. These packages were kept by the Sikkim Durbar. The question of asking the permission of the Government
of India did not arise.

In the December 1959, the Dalai Lama wished to send these packages to Calcutta. On a request being made for
arrangements for their transport and security, the West Bengal Government provided an escort and the packages were
sent to Calcutta.

The Government of India have no knowledge of the exact value of the treasure. But it has been stated to be about
eighty lakhs of rupees.

�����������
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25 March 1960 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®úÒ

1477. ¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ 7 ÊnùºÉ¨¤É®ú 1959 Eäò +iÉÉ®úÉÆÊEòiÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 1043 Eäò =kÉ®ú Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ

Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ =kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É Eäò ´Éä ºÉ¤É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®úÒ VÉÉä 1959 Eäò ¨ÉÉèºÉ¨É ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ MÉªÉä lÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +É MÉªÉä ½èþ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä =xÉEòÒ EÖò±É ºÉÆJªÉÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÒ lÉÒ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) ´Éä ÊEòxÉ ÊEòxÉ nù®úÉç ºÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉªÉä +Éè®ú |ÉiªÉäEò nù®çú ºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä ´ªÉÊHò ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉªÉä?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü): (Eò) +Éè®ú (JÉ) 1959 ¨Éå 1796 ºÉÉvÉÉ®úhÉ (Eòº]ṏ É®úÒ) +Éè®ú 1132 UôÉä]äõ

¨ÉÉä]äõ ({Éè]õÒ) ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®úÒ ±ÉÉäMÉ =kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ MÉB lÉä, <xÉ¨Éå ºÉä iÉÒxÉ ºÉÉvÉÉ®úhÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÉä UôÉäb÷ Eò®ú ÊVÉxÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ªÉ½þ JÉ¤É®ú ½èþ ÊEò

|ÉEÞòÊiÉEò EòÉ®úhÉÉå ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¨É®ú MÉB, ¤ÉÉEòÒ ºÉ¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +É MÉB ½èþ

(MÉ) ºÉÉvÉÉ®úhÉ +Éè®ú UôÉä]äõ ¨ÉÉä]äõ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå iÉlÉÉ =xÉ nù®úÉç EòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ, ÊVÉxÉºÉä ½þÉäEò®ú ´Éä ±ÉÉäMÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉB <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú ½èþ:

nù®æú EòÉ xÉÉ¨É  ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ

Ê±É{ÉÖ ±ÉäJÉ nù®úÉÇ 640
Ê±ÉÎ¨{ÉªÉÉ nù®úÉÇ 70
=xiÉÉvÉÖ®úÉ nù®úÉÇ 925
nùÉ®ú¨ÉÉ nù®úÉÇ 524
¨ÉÉxÉÉ nù®úÉÇ 77
ÊxÉÊiÉ nù®úÉÇ 682
ZÉä±ÉÖJÉÉMÉÉ 7
                                 ----------

2925
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25 March 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TAX ON GOLD AND BULLION BROUGHT BY DALAI LAMA

1482.   Shri Arjun Singh Bhadauria:
Shri S. A. Mehdi:
Shri Yajnik: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) how much tax was levied on the gold and bullion brought by Dalai Lama from Tibet to India; and
(b) if not, the reasons therefore?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) and (b). Gold imported from Tibet is not liable to duty and as levy of duty on import of silver coins etc. has been

temporarily waived in the case of bonafide Tibetan refugees coming into India, no duty was chargeable from the
Dalai Lama.
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31 March 1960 Oral Answers to Questions

NON-TIBETAN REFUGEES FROM TIBET

*1184. Shri Ram Krishan Gupta:
Shri A. M. Tariq:
Shri Bakht Darshan: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to Starred Question

No. 29 on the 16th November, 1959 and state:
(a) whether the investigation conducted regarding the identity and antecedents of the 40 non-Tibetans found amongst

the refugees from Tibet has been completed; and
(b) if so, the result thereof?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) and (b). Yes; about fifty persons have been identified as of Chinese origin.

Shri Ram Krishan Gupta: May I know whether any restrictions have been placed upon their movement; if so, the
nature of those restrictions?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Well,  the first obvious restriction was that they were kept more or less in custody to know
what they are.  At present all these Tibetan refugees have been kept in camps, they do not normally wander about all
over India. Some of these Chinese people are in Calcutta, I understand, but they have to keep in touch with us or we
have to keep in touch with them. It is intended, so far as this particular lot is concerned, to gradually send them out of
India.

¸ÉÒ +o¨Éo iÉÉÊ®úEò: ¨Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ VÉÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ {ÉEòbä÷ MÉªÉä +Éè®ú =xÉ ºÉä {ÉÚUôiÉÉUô EòÒ MÉ<Ç iÉÉä CªÉÉ =ºÉºÉä ½ÖþEÚò¨ÉiÉ EòÉ ªÉ½þ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ½Öþ+É

ÊEò EÖòUô ±ÉÉäMÉ EÖòÊ¨ÉxiÉÉÆMÉ MÉ´É¨Éç]õ EòÉä Ê®ú|ÉäWÉå]õ Eò®úiÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú ´É½þÉÆ Eäò VÉÉºÉÚºÉ ½éþ *

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ªÉ½þ iÉÉä BEò BàºÉÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ¨Éä®äú Ê±ÉB <xÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±ÉÉå EòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näùxÉÉ ¨ÉÖxÉÉÊºÉ¤É xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½þÉäiÉÉ * ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É

½Öþ<Ç, Eò½þÓ Eò½þÓ EÖòUô ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½Öþ+É ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +¤É BEò nùÉä ]ÖõEòb÷Éå EòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näù nÚÆù iÉÉä `öÒEò xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäMÉÉ *

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ CªÉÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ {ÉiÉÉ ±ÉMÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò +ÉÊJÉ®ú <xÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå Eäò ºÉÉlÉ +ÉxÉä ¨Éå =qäù¶ªÉ CªÉÉ lÉÉ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ªÉ½þ ´É½þÓ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ * +¤É +±ÉMÉ +±ÉMÉ +ÉnùÊ¨ÉªÉÉå Eäò +±ÉMÉ +±ÉMÉ =qäù¶ªÉ ½þÉäiÉä ½èþ *
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9 March 1960 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA

1087. Shri Raghunath Singh:
Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi:
Shri Aurobindo Ghosal: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state the amount spent on Dalai Lama and

his party for their maintenance in 1959 and for his tour program in India during January-February, 1960?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): A sum of Rs. 4,41,151.46 (Rs.
Four lakhs forty-one thousand one hundred fifty one and forty six paise) has been spent on the maintenance of the
Dalai Lama and his party from April to December, 1959.
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9 March 1960 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA

*735. Shri P. C. Borooah:
Shri P. K. Deo:
Shri S. A. Mehdi:
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Shri Arjun Singh Bhadauria: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that the residence of Dalai Lama is going to shifted from Mussoorie to Dharamsala in Punjab;
(b) if so, when; and
(c) the reasons for such decision?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):

(a) to (c). The Dalai Lama’s present accommodation at Mussoorie had to be arranged at very short notice and has
always been regarded as temporary. Since the Dalai Lama’s arrival in India, the Government have been considering
the question of a more permanent arrangement for him and it has now been possible to find suitable accommodation
at Dharamsala. It is expected that the Dalai Lama will move into his new residence in Dharamsala in April this year.
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4 April 1960 Oral Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*1267. Shri P. G. Deb:
Shri Assar:
Shri Arjun Singh Bhadauria:
Shri Vajpayee: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that five Tibetan refugees are reported to have died while in transit by rail from Missamari
camp to Pathankot on the way to Dharamsala;

(b) whether it is also a fact that thirty other Tibetans have been found missing at the end of the journey; and
(c) if so, the details of the incident?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri J. N. Hazarika):
(a) Four infants died during the train journey from Missamari to Pathankot. They had been in a poor state of health on

arrival from Tibet.
(b) and (c). No. All the refugee passengers have been accounted for.  Nine refugees had run away from the Missamari

Station before the train left but subsequently they retuned to the Missamari Camp.

Shri P. G. Deb: May I know how many Tibetan refugees have been given permission so far to visit religious places in
India?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: What has that to do with this?

Shri Vajpayee: May I know if any medical arrangements were made on the train carrying the refugees to Dharamsala?

Shri J. N. Hazarika: At every junction and important station, qualified railway doctors attended the passengers of the
train on requisition by the Camp Commander.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: May I know whether it was ascertained why nine of the refugees ran away from the Missamari
camp, and why it was that they returned later?

Shri J. N. Hazarika: The reason is not known as yet, but they have come back to the camp.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether it is a fact that the refugees in the Missamari camp do not want to leave for
work in other places, and that is the reason why these nine refugees returned?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He does not know what the reason was. How can he confirm or deny it?

Shri Hem Barua: But that it is a fact; they were sent to work and they have come back.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon. Member wants to give some information. That has been received by the hon. Minister.

Shri Vajpayee: Is it a fact that no interpreter accompanied the refugees on the train.

Shri J. N. Hazarika: Notice.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: This has nothing to do with the death or the flight of the refugees.
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Shri Vajpayee: May I make a sub-mission? As there was no interpreter on the train, they could not inform the railway
authorities that some of their friends were seriously ill. It was for the Government to make arrangements for the
interpreters.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: What has that to do with this particular question?

Shri J. N. Hazarika: No medical help was asked in respect of the sick children.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He is not asking for medical help, now he is asking for interpreters, whether interpreters
accompanied that party.

Shri J. N. Hazarika: They must have been there.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether the refugees that were sent from the Missamari camp to Pathankot were sent
for medical check-up before they were asked to undertake the journey?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: They were not being sent for military operations.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: May I know the number of refugees who have been taken to Dharamsala from Missamari, and
whether the facilities for providing work to them have been arranged?

Shri J. N. Hazarika: Seven hundred and fifty-four refugees were brought by the train to Pathankot.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: He has not answered the latter part of the question, whether facilities for providing work to
them have been arranged.

Shri J. N. Hazarika: Yes, it was arranged in consultation with the Home Ministry.

�����������

4 April 1960 Written Answers for Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

1749. Shrimati Manjula Devi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to Starred Question
No. 188 on the 17th February, 1960 regarding Government’s scheme to settle 1,000 families of Tibetan refugees on land
at Bhaluckpung in NEFA and state:
(a) how far is the land at Bhaluckpung from the Chinese occupied Indian territory; and
(b) whether this area falls within the demarcated land as shown in Chinese map?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) Bhaluckpung is about 12 days march from the nearest point on the Indo-Chinese border. It is in fact on the edge

of the Assam Plains and is not far from Missamari.
(b) The place is only just within the area claimed by the Chinese in their maps.
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1 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

INDIANS DETAINED IN TIBET

*11. Shri D. C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to Starred Question No. 5
on the 9th February, 1960 and state the extent of success achieved in getting the release of about twenty three Indian
citizens or Indian protected persons who are still detained by the Chinese authorities in Tibet?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon): According to our information, of the 23
persons arrested earlier, 19 still continue to be under detention. It is possible that some of them may have been released
but authentic information in this respect is not available. Since then 11 Indian nationals have been arrested. Of these 9
are Kashmiri Muslims and 2 are Indian protected persons; of the Kashmiri Muslims, 2 were sentenced to 15 years
imprisonment and one to 11 years imprisonment.
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1 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

EXPENDITURE ON DALAI LAMA AND TIBETAN REFUGEES

37. Shri Chinatamoni Panigrahi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) the amount of money which has been spent so far on Dalai Lama and his party in India; and
(b) the amount of money which has been spent so far for the rehabilitation of the Tibetan refugees in the different

camps in India?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) and (b).  According to information received so far, a sum of Rs. 5,28,419/96 has been spent on the Dalai Lama and

his party, and a sum of Rs. 41,59,614/50 on the relief and rehabilitation of the Tibetan refugees.
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4 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBET LADAKH BORDER

261. Shri Ram Krishan Gupta:
Sardar Iqbal Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that a number of important historical documents including old letters addressed by Tibet’s
Dalai Lamas to the Rajas of Ladakh have been secured by Government.

(b) If so, whether these letters have been examined; and
(c) If so, whether these letters throw any light on the border between Tibet and Ladakh?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):

(a) Yes.
(b) Yes.
(c) The letters in question are those carried by the Lopchak and Chhoba missions. These are formal communications

which refer to the mission and the gifts carried by it. These letters do not throw any light on the boundary
question.
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4 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

EXPENDITURE ON ACCOMMODATION FOR DALAI LAMA

270. Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state the amount of money which has
been spent in providing accommodation to Dalai Lama and party at Dharamsala?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): The amounts spent on
accommodation are:-

Rs. 57770 — Non-recurring; and
Rs. 6400 — Per annum-recurring.

The latter figure is provisional.
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9 August 1960 Oral Answers to Questions

REHABILITATION OF TIBETAN REFUGEES

*241. Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Dalai Lama has offered some money for the rehabilitation of Tibetan refugees in India out of his

treasures which came to Calcutta from Sikkim; and
(b) if so, whether he had any correspondence with the Dalai Lama to this effect?
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The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):

(a) As far as we know, the Dalai Lama has distributed over Rs. 50,000 among Tibetan refugees India. He has also
offered Rs. 50,000 towards the establishment of a school for Tibetan children.

(b) No, Sir.

Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi: May I know whether Government have been able to assess the actual amount of the
treasures which is now in the name of Dalai Lama; if so, may I know how much of these treasures has been sold out and
how much money he has drawn from this amount?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): No, Sir. We have not got exact
figures, but speaking from memory, that came to him is somewhere between Rs. 80 lakhs and Rs. 1 crore. Much of it I
understand is invested.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: May I know the amount which is spent monthly on the rehabilitation of Tibetan refugees.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: That, Sir, has been stated in answer to a number of questions.

Mr. Speaker: That does not arise out of this.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether it is a fact that of late there has been an increase in the inflow of Tibetan
refugees to this country because China has kept the Tibetan border open, even though the inflow is strictly restricted.
If so, may I know whether it is not a fact that it is going to affect adversely our economy? If the answer is in the
affirmative, may I know whether our Government is going to ban or seal the border so that there is no more inflow of
refugees?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: There has been an increased inflow of refugees from Tibet and, to some extent, they continue
coming in small groups. I think their total number now is over 20,000.

Shri Raghunath Singh: May I know whether any help, international or national, officially or non-officially, was received
by India for these refugees?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Yes, sir. So far as we are concerned, the responsibility for rehabilitating these refugees has
been undertaken by the Government of India completely. We have asked for no help. But, as a matter of fact, we have
received help from two or three countries, for instance, from New Zealand, from Australia and U.S.A. This money that
they have sent we are utilizing not in general help but for specific schemes for rehabilitation.

Shri Hem Raj: May I know whether these refugees will be given Indian citizenship rights or not?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: This question does not arise; they have neither asked for it nor have we considered it.

Shri Hem Raj: There are certain refugees who are just on the border line. They have some lands on the Indian soil and
some on the Tibetan side. Will those persons who have certain lands on the Indian soil be treated as Indian citizens?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: That is a question for individual consideration.

Shri Hem Raj: May I know whether it is fact that the West Bengal State Government has banned the border migration
of refugees into the district of Darjeeling because there is the problem of law and order; if so, how far it is true?

Mr. Speaker: That does not arise out of this question. We are here dealing with Dalai Lama’s expenditure.

Shri Jaipal Singh: May I know whether the Government is completely satisfied that no fifth-columnists are coming in
the guise of refugees?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I did not follow the question.

Mr. Speaker: He wants to know whether a number of spies are coming in the form of refugees?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: They do not carry papers stating the fact. The result is that we try to screen them to the best
of our ability.
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9 August 1960 Oral Answers to Questions

PRESS INTERVIEW WITH DALAI LAMA

*244. Shri Vidya Charan Shukla: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that journalists are not allowed to interview the Dalai Lama or   other important Tibetans

except through official interpreters; and
(b) what is the procedure which has to be allowed before an interview can be arranged with the Dalai Lama and the

other Tibetans?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) Any person including journalists desirous of interviewing the Dalai Lama may seek an appointment with him. The

Dalai Lama alone decides whether to grant or refuse the request. During interviews, the Dalai Lama uses an
interpreter, as his knowledge of languages other than Tibetan is not adequate enough to conduct interviews
without the interpreter.

Shri Vidya Charan Shukla: May I know if the request for interviews with the Dalai Lama can be made directly to  him
or whether it has to be made through some other channel?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: It is done through the Dalai Lama’s Secretary.

Shri Ansar Harvani: Is the Government aware that certain American papers have published certain faked interviews
with the Dalai Lama?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): I do not know, Sir. It might have
been done; I do not know.

Mr. Speaker: If all are allowed to talk to him, what is the objection?

Shri Hem Barua: Ma I know whether it is not a fact that the Dalai Lama is insisting on isolation and, if so, whether this
isolation is due to spiritual reasons or political reasons? He does not want to give interviews.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know whether he is insisting on isolation or what the reasons may be.

Shri Hem Barua: He has refused interviews.

Shri Punnoose: When the Dalai Lama wants to give an interview, do the Government give him an interpreter or does
he have his own interpreter?

Mr. Speaker: Is the interpreter that the Dalai Lama uses is the Government interpreter or his own?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Both, Sir. I mean to say, either. The Government have an interpreter. Indeed to deal with him
we have an interpreter there, a competent person. He is a Tibetan himself in Government service; and the Dalai Lama
has his own personal interpreter. Sometimes one is used and sometimes the other.

Shri Vidya Charan Shukla: May I know if at any time any journalist has been prevented from meeting the Dalai Lama,
Indian or foreign journalist?

Mr. Speaker: By the Government?

Shri Vidya Charan Shukla: Yes.

Shri Jawaharalal Nehru: Not that I know of. Right at the beginning, that is, over a year ago, when he had just come,
there were some limitations. Of course, there were special circumstances, but then, I am not aware of anyone being
prevented.
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12 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETANS IN SIKKIM

*355. Dr. Ram Subhag Singh:
Shri P. G. Deb:
Shri Arjun Singh Bhadauria:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Shri Achar: Will the Prime Minister be please to state:

(a) whether the attention of Government has been drawn to the news published in the Statesman (Delhi) of 20th

June, 1960 wherein it has been reported that 500 Tibetans have occupied Khemchok, a small grazing field, in
North-West Sikkim near Lachen;

(b) if so, what is the truth about the matter; and
(c) the action taken by Government in the matter?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):

(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) and (c). About 500 Tibetans, including men, women and children, arrived with large herds of sheep and yak in

North-West Sikkim in June, 1960. On enquiry, it was found that they had come to Sikkim as refugees and did not
intend to return to Tibet. They have been treated as refugees. Temporary employment is being found for them and
Government have dispatched a forage and a wool expert to advise about their resettlement with their herds in
Sikkim.
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12 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

INDIANS TRADERS IN TIBET

691. Shri Hem Raj:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) the number of Indian traders who left for Tibet during the months of May, June and July, 1960 by different routes
of Sikkim, U.P, Himachal Pradesh, Punjab and Jammu and Kashmir; and

(b) the facilities afforded by the Indian Government for their personal security and for the exchange of currency and
bringing of merchandise?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) According to information so far available 358 traders had left for Tibet from different routes of Sikkim, U.P,

Himachal Pradesh, Punjab and Jammu and Kashmir during the months of May, June and July, 1960.
(b) As would be evident from White Papers on relations with China, the Government of India have repeatedly

impressed on the Chinese authorities for the need to respect the provisions of 1954 Agreement which envisages
that customary traders will be afforded due protection and be given necessary facilities to pursue their trade and
repatriate their earnings.
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18 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

INDIANS IN TIBET

*528. Shri P. G. Deb:
Shri J. B. S. Bist:
Shri S. A. Mehdi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government has seen the statement of eight Ladakhis as reported in the Statesman of the 19th July, 1960
that Indian nationals in Tibet are in concentration camps for ‘brain washing’; and

(b) if so, the action taken in the matter?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):
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(a) Yes Sir.
(b) Representations have been made both at Peking and Delhi but no satisfactory reply has been received so far from

the Chinese Government; nor is there reported amelioration of their difficulties.
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18 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

LADAKHIS IN TIBET

962. Shri Raghunath Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state whether it is a fact that 50 Ladakhis have
crossed in Kalimpong from Shigatse and 300 Ladakhis including some Muslims have been held up in Shigatse by Chinese
authorities?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): According to information
available with us, only 5 families of Ladakhi Muslims, consisting of 25 members have returned to India. Besides, about 100
Ladakhis, which include some Muslims, are reported to be held up at Shigatse.
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25 August 1960  Written Answers to Questions

DESTRUCTION OF TOMB OF ZORAWAR SINGH IN TIBET

*786. Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state whether it is fact that the Chinese
troops have destroyed the tomb of the Dogra General Zorawar Singh, conqueror of Ladakh at Taklakot, near Mansarovar?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan): Government is not
in a position to confirm or deny the reports that Chinese troops have destroyed the tomb of General Zorawar Singh.
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25 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN TRADE AGENCY BUILDING IN GYANTSE

*789. Shri Ram Krishan Gupta:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Sardar Iqbal Singh:
Shri D. C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to starred question no.

637 on the 4th March, 1960 and state:
(a) whether discussions and correspondence with Chinese Government regarding the construction of Indian Trade

Agency building in Gyantse, Tibet, have concluded; and
(b) if so, the result thereof?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):
(a) and (b). No Sir. We are still negotiating with the Chinese authorities for the conclusion of a lease deed for the land.

It is proposed to start construction of the Agency building after the lease is concluded.
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25 August 1960  Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*793. Shri Raghunath Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state whether it is a fact that Tibetan refugees
have been employed to work on Kargil-Leh Road in Ladakh?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan): Yes, Sir. About 700
Tibetan refugees are employed on the Kargil-Leh Road.
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25 August 1960 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN MERCHANTS IN TIBET

*795. Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) the number of Indian merchants whose stocks are locked up in their trade establishments in Tibet;
(b) the approximate value of their stock and immovable properties owned by them in Tibet; and
(c) what action has been or is being taken by Government for providing facilities to them for the disposal of their

stocks, assets and immovable properties?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):

(a) and (b). Latest statistics in this regard are not available with the Government.
(b) Since these facilities are required in the Tibet region of China, it is mainly for the Chinese authorities to render

official assistance in this respect. The Government of India have represented to the Chinese Government but our
attempts have so far secured no amelioration of the difficulties of our traders.
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13 November 1960 Oral Answers to Questions

 AFRO-ASIAN CONVENTION REGARDING TIBETAN ISSUE IN U.N.O.

*366. Shri Goray:
Shri P. K. Deo:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi:
Shri Hem Barua:
Shri A. M. Tariq:
Shri Ram Krishan Gupta: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government have received a memorandum from the Afro-Asian Convention on Tibet recently held in
New Delhi requesting the Government of India to make a move to place the Tibetan issue on the agenda of the
current session of the U.N. General Assembly;

(b) if so, Government’s reaction thereto; and
(c) the stand taken by India in the United Nations on the question of Tibet?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):

(a) and (b). No note or memorandum was received from the Afro-Asian Council, but a letter was received from a
member of the Council. The Government of India were, however, of opinion that they should not support the
proposal made therein.

(c) This question has not yet come up for discussion in the General Assembly.

Shri Goray: I would like to know, when this question comes up in the United Nations what will be our directive to our
representatives there.

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: It will depend upon the wording of the draft resolution. If we think we could support it,
we will support it. Otherwise we will have to take whatever action is appropriate; the delegation is asked to consult the
Government of India regarding the final decision.

Shri P. K. Deo: May I know if the International Commission of Jurists submitted a report saying that there has been a
clear case of genocide and violation of human rights in Tibet; and, if so, what action Government propose to take on that
report, and how do they propose to utilize that report in the United Nations?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: The international organisation of jurists that the hon. Member was referring to is not a
governmental body…

Shri P. K. Deo: It is not.
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Shirmati Lakshmi Menon: Therefore, what action could Government take on the recommendations of a non-
governmental organisation?
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14 November 1960  Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*39. Shrimati Ila Palchoudhuri:
Shri Subiman Ghose:
Shri Hem Barua:
Shri Aurobindo Ghosal:
Shri Indrajit Gupta:
Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that about 600 Tibetans fled recently with their flocks of sheep numbering about 1500 from
the Chinese-occupied area of Ladakh into Indian territory;

(b) if so, full facts about the matter; and
(c) the steps taken by the Government in connection with these Tibetan refugees?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):

(a) and (b) The total number of refugees who have entered Ladakh from Tibet between March-April, 1959 and
September, 1960 is 648. Most of them have brought their livestock with them.

(c) Some of them have found employment on road construction work in Ladakh. Others   have been moved away
from the border and settled with their livestock on land in Ladakh itself.
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14 November 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

4. Shri Panigrahi:
           Shri Hem Raj:

Shri Madhusudan Rao: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) the amount of money which has been spent up to date on Dalai Lama and his party in India;
(b) the amount of money which has been spent up to date for the rehabilitation of the Tibetan refugees in the

different camps in India; and
(c) the total number of Tibetan refugees who have left the camps by now?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):

(a) Rs. 5,80,368 has been spent on the Dalai Lama and his party upto the end of September, 1960.
(b) Rs. 51,87,196 has been spent on the relief and rehabilitation of the Tibetan refugees.
(c) 17,012 Tibetan refugees have left Transit Camps for employment purposes.
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14 November 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEE EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTION, MUSSOORIE

6. Shri D. C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to Unstarred question no. 1751
on the 4th April, 1960 and state:

(a) the progress made by the Tibetan Refugees Educational Institution set up at Mussoorie; and
(b) whether it is sufficient to meet their needs?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru:
(a) and (b).  From 50, a few months ago the number of Tibetan students in the School has increased to 252.
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14 November 1960 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ
¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ:

¸ÉÒ |Éo MÉÆo näù́ É:

¸ÉÒ ½þÊ®ú¶ÉSÉxpù ¨ÉÉlÉÖ®ú:

¸ÉÒ |Éo Eäòo näù́ É:

¸ÉÒ +ÊVÉiÉ ËºÉ½þ ºÉ®ú½þnùÒ:

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpùxÉÉlÉ Êuù́ ÉänùÒ:

21 ¸ÉÒ ½äþ̈ É ®úÉVÉ:

¸ÉÒ ´ÉÉäb÷ªÉÉ®ú:

¸ÉÒ JÉÒ¨ÉVÉÒ:

¸ÉÒ ®úPÉÖxÉÉlÉ ËºÉ½þ:

¸ÉÒ b÷É¨É®ú:

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖºÉÚnùxÉ ®úÉ´É:

¸ÉÒ EòÉä®ú]õEò®ú:

b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ºÉÖ¦ÉMÉ ËºÉ½þ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ BEò BàºÉÉ Ê´É´É®úhÉ ®úJÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊVÉºÉ¨Éå ÊxÉ¨ÉÎx±ÉÊJÉiÉ ¤ÉÉiÉå ¤ÉiÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç ½þÉä:

(Eò) 1 VÉÚxÉ 1960 ºÉä +¤É iÉEò ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ¶É®úhÉ ±ÉÒ ½èþ;

(JÉ) ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ |ÉÊiÉ¨ÉÉºÉ =kÉ®úÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú ÎºlÉiÉ ÊEòxÉ-ÊEòxÉ nù®úÉç ºÉä ½þÉäEò®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉªÉå;

(MÉ) ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ÊEòxÉ ÊEòxÉ nù®úÉç ºÉä ½þÉäEò®ú +¤É iÉEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ VÉÉ SÉÖEäò ½èþ;

(PÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ Eò½þÉÆ Eò½þÉÆ ®úJÉå MÉªÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú |ÉiªÉäEò ºlÉÉxÉ {É®ú =xÉEòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÒ ½éþ;

(b÷.) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå Ê´ÉÊvÉ iÉlÉÉ ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ Ê¤ÉMÉb÷xÉä Eäò {É¶SÉÉiÉ +¤É iÉEò EÖò±É ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ¶É®úhÉ ±ÉÒ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(SÉ) <xÉ¨Éå ºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒªÉÉæ EòÉä +¤É iÉEò Ê¡ò®ú ºÉä ¤ÉºÉÉªÉä VÉÉ SÉÖEäò ½éþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü): (Eò) 1 VÉÚxÉ ºÉä 15 +HÖò¤É®ú 1960 iÉEò 7654 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå

¶É®úhÉ ±ÉÒ ½èþ *

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

(JÉ) VÉÚxÉ VÉÖ±ÉÉ<Ç +MÉºiÉ ÊºÉiÉ¨¤É® +HÚò¤É®ú (15 iÉÉ®úÒJÉ iÉEò)

xÉä¡òÉ 380 120 205 247 52

=kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É 161 347 212 130 ----

±ÉqùÉJÉ 22 73 73 79 10

Ê½þ̈ ÉÉSÉ±É |Énäù¶É 604 386 --- 4 31

{ÉÆVÉÉ¤É 427 ----- --- ---- ----

ÊºÉÎCEò¨É 435 53 102 3325 76

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

ÊVÉxÉ ÊVÉxÉ nù®úÉç ºÉä =x½þÉäxÉä |É´Éä¶É ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ, =xÉEäò xÉÉ¨É <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú ½èþ:

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

xÉä¡òÉ EòÉ®ú{ÉÉäiÉºÉÉÆMÉ, ±½þÉ±ÉÉ, iÉÖ±ÉÖÆMÉ, ÊxÉ±ÉÉEòÉ±ÉÉ *

=kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É Ê±É{É±ÉäJÉ, Ê±ÉÎ¨{ÉªÉÉ, xÉä±ÉÆMÉ *
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±ÉqùÉJÉ VÉ®úÉ±ÉÉ, SÉÉ®úËnùMÉ±ÉÉ, UôÉÆMÉ±ÉÉ *

ÊºÉÎCEò¨É xÉlÉÖ±ÉÉ, VÉä±Éä{É±ÉÉ, EòÉåMÉ®úÉ±ÉÉ, b÷ÉåMÉCªÉÉ±ÉÉ, lÉÉÆEòÉ®ú±ÉÉ *

Ê½þ̈ ÉÉSÉ±É |Énäù¶É Ê¶É{ÉÊEò±ÉÉ, xÉäºÉÉÆMÉ *

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ ºÉÆ¦É´É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò |ÉiªÉäEò nù®úÉç ºÉä ½þÉäGò +ÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÒ ÊEòiÉxÉÒ ½èþ *

(MÉ) VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ SÉ±Éä MÉªÉä ½éþ, =xÉEòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ ºÉÖ±É¦É xÉ½þÓ ½éþ *

(PÉ) Ê¡ò±É½þÉ±É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú ¤ÉÆ]äõ ½ÖþªÉä ½èþ:

{ÉÆVÉÉ¤É 2548

Ê½þ̈ ÉÉSÉ±É |Énäù¶É 1113

ÊºÉÎCEò¨É 4221

{ÉÎ¶SÉ¨É ¤ÉÆMÉÉ±É 3383

xÉä¡òÉ 1558

VÉ¨¨ÉÚ +Éè®ú Eò¶¨ÉÒ® 800

=kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É 700

Ê¤É½þÉ®ú 631

±ÉqùÉJÉ 1325

(b÷.) ¨ÉÉSÉÇ, 1959 ºÉä +HÚò¤É®ú, 1960 iÉEò 24,480 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå +ÉªÉä ½èþ *

(SÉ) ¦ÉÉ±ÉÖEò{ÉÖÆMÉ, xÉä¡òÉ ¨Éå ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 1000 ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ¤ÉºÉÉªÉä VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ * 3000 +Éè®ú ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ¨ÉèºÉÚ®ú ®úÉVªÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÚÊ¨É {É®ú ¤ÉºÉÉªÉä VÉÉªÉäMÉä! ¶Éä¹É

ºÉb÷Eò ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ, VÉÆMÉ±ÉÉiÉ +Éè®ú nùºiÉEòÉ®úÒ EòÉ EòÉ¨É Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ *

�����������

14 November 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

51. Shri Daljit Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state the number of Tibetan refugees who entered
Punjab and Himachal Pradesh during April-October, 1960?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The number of Tibetan refugees who entered the Punjab and the Himachal Pradesh during
April to October, 1960, are as follows:-

Months Punjab Himachal Pradesh
April, 60 Nil Nil
May, 60 Nil 145
June, 60 427 604
July, 60 Nil 386
August, 60 Nil Nil
September, 60 Nil 4
October, 60 Nil 31
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17 November 1960  Written Answers to Questions

CITIZENSHIP RIGHTS FOR TIBETAN

301. Shri Hem Raj: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) the number of properties purchased by Tibetans in Punjab during 1960 and the value thereof; and
(b) whether those Tibetans have obtained the citizenship rights in India?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru:
(a) No immoveable property has been purchased by any Tibetan in the Punjab during 1960.
(b) No Tibetan refugee has been granted Indian citizenship so far.

�����������

22 November 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*338. Shri Bishwanath Roy:
Shrimati Renuka Ray:
Shri Hem Barua: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that Tibetan refugees have begun to come to India from Nepal through Nautanwa and Sunauli,
the border towns in district Gorakhpur (U.P);

(b) if so, whether many of them are suspected to be spies; and
(c) whether proper arrangements have been made for strict watch over them?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):
(a) 474 refugees have entered India through this route during the period February-October, 1960.
(b) No, Sir.
(c) Yes, Sir.

�����������

25 November 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

779. Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to starred
question no.490 on the 18th August, 1960 and state:
(a) whether the proposal to allot agricultural land to the Tibetan refugees has been finalized by now;
(b) the acres of land which are proposed to be allotted to each Tibetan refugee; and
(c) the number of Tibetan refugees who have expressed their willingness to settle permanently in India?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru:
(a) to (c). It is proposed to settle 500 Tibetan refugees on land in Bhalukpung in NEFA, and 3000 in Periyapatna Taluk

in Mysore State. The refugees have already arrived at Bhalukpung. There  5 acres of land will be allotted to each
family in Bhalukpung. In Mysore 5 acres of land will be provided to each family of five. The refugees will arrive at
Mysore early in December. There is also a proposal to settle about 1200 Tibetan refugees on land in Ladakh.
Details of this scheme are being worked out.

�����������

30 November 1960  Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE ARRESTED IN GANGTOK

594. Shri Rajendra Singh:
Shri P. G. Deb:
Shrimati Ila Palchoudhuri:
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Shri S. A. Mehdi:
Shri Amjad Ali:
Shri Mohan Swarup:
Shri P. K. Deo: Will the Prime Minister be please to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that a Chinese army officer has been taken under custody in Gangtok;
(b) if so, whether he has been interrogated by the Indian intelligence; and
(c) what are the findings so far?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan:
(a) No, Sir.
(b) and (c). Do not arise.

�����������

30 November 1960 Written Answers to Questions

MªÉÉxiÉºÉä ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú BVÉåºÉÒ EòÉ ¦É´ÉxÉ
¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ

*595 ¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É EÞò¹hÉ MÉÖ{iÉ:

¸ÉÒ nùÒ. SÉÆ. ¶É¨ÉÉÇ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ 25 +MÉºiÉ 1960 Eäò iÉÉ®úÉÆÊiÉEò |É¶xÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 789 Eäò =kÉ®ú Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä

ÊEò MªÉÉxiÉºÉä (ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ) ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú BVÉåºÉÒ EòÉ ¦É´ÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå SÉSÉÉÇ iÉlÉÉ {ÉjÉ ´ªÉ´É½þÉ®ú EòÉ CªÉÉ {ÉÊ®úhÉÉ¨É ÊxÉEò±ÉÉ ½éþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆÊjÉ EòÉ ºÉ¦ÉÉ-ºÉÊSÉ´É (¸ÉÒ ºÉÉnùiÉ +±ÉÒ JÉÉÆ): {É]Âõ]äõ EòÒ ¶ÉiÉÉç {É®ú ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç ½èþ! IÉäjÉ EòÒ SÉ½þÉ®ú nùÒ´ÉÉ®úÒ EòÉ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ

½þÉä VÉÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù, {É]Âõ]äõxÉÉ¨Éä {É®ú ½þºiÉÉIÉ®ú ÊEòªÉä VÉÉªÉåMÉä +Éè®ú ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ EòÉ EòÉ¨É ¶ÉÖ°ü Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ *

�����������

30 November 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES IN BHUTAN

*597. Shri Harish Chandra Mathur:
Shri Aurobindo Ghosal:
Shri Hem Barua:
Shri Tangamani: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether Bhutan Government is pressing the Government of India to take over 3 to 4 thousand Tibetans who are
in Bhutan; and

(b) what is the Government of India’s reaction?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):

(a) and (b).  The Government of Bhutan informed us some time ago that because of their limited resources they
would find it difficult to undertake the resettlement of any large numbers of Tibetan refugees in Bhutan. There are
at present only about 1800 refugees in Bhutan.

The Government of Bhutan have however offered employment for about 3000 refugees on road construction projects
in Bhutan which would take a few years to be completed. The Government of India have agreed to give financial
assistance towards their maintenance.

�����������

30 November 1960 Written Answers to Questions

TRADE WITH CHINA

*598. Shri Indrajit Gupta:
Dr. Ram Subhag Singh:
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Shri P. G. Deb:
Shri Wodeyar: Will the Minister of Commerce and Industry be pleased to state:

(a) the value of exports and imports between India and China during the first half of 1960; and
(b) whether there is any proposal to renew the India-China Trade Agreement?

The Deputy Minister of Commerce and Industry (Shri Satish Chandra):
(a) Exports to China is Rs. 440 lakhs and imports from China Rs. 197 lakhs.
(b) None at present.

�����������

5 December 1960 Written Answers to Questions

INDIANS IN TIBET

1304. Shri Daljit Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state the number of Indian Nationals in Tibet at
present?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: According to reports available with Government, about 200 Indian nationals are still residing
in Tibet.

�����������

8 December 1960 Written Answers to Questions

JAMMING OF RADIO BROADCAST BY CHINA

*797. Shri P. G. Deb:
Shri Arjun Singh Bhadauria:
Shri S. A. Mehdi: Will the Minister of Information and Broadcasting be pleased to state:

(a) whether powerful radio stations of the Chinese Government all over the Himalayas are jamming radio broadcasts
of India; and

(b) if so, the steps taken to counteract the same?

The Minister of Information and Broadcasting (Dr. Keskar):

(a) and (b).  In July last, reports were received to the effect that Cantonese and Kuoyo broadcasts of All India Radio
were not audible in China due to strong interference caused apparently by Jamming. The origin of these disturbances
has not been precisely ascertained. It is possible to take steps to clear interference only when the origin has been
located. We have recently changed the frequencies of our Cantonese and Kuoyo broadcasts. No reports of
disturbances have of late been received, however, inquiries are being made.

�����������

15 December 1960 Written Answers to Questions

REST HOUSE FOR TIBETANS IN NEW DELHI

1857. Shri Ram Krishan Gupta: Will the Minister of Scientific Research and Cultural Affairs be pleased to
state the nature of progress made so far in planning of the construction of the double-storeyed rest house for Tibetans
at Bela Road in New Delhi?

The Deputy Minister of Scientific Research and Cultural Affairs (Dr. M. M. Das): The extent of the progress
is as follows:

(i) 75 percent of the work on the construction of the 16 living rooms (8 in the ground floor and 8 in the first floor),
Library, Reading room with lavatories and Kitchen has been finished.

(ii) 80 percent of the work on the foundations and the plinth of Sabha Mandap, 20 living rooms, 10 in the ground floor
and 10 in the first floor, two halls for the Sarai with necessary lavatories and kitchen has been finished.

(iii) Tenders have been received for the construction of the superstructure of portion of the building at  the above.
There are under scrutiny.
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(iv) The work on sanitary installations has also been taken up.

�����������

15 December1960 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ºÉÊ½þiªÉ

1898. ¸ÉÒ {És näù́ É: CªÉÉ ´ÉèYÉÉÊxÉEò +xÉÖºÉÆvÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ =x½åþ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò Ê´ÉÊ¦ÉzÉ {ÉÖºiÉEò±ÉÉªÉÉå ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ºÉÉÊ½þiªÉ EòÒ +¨ÉÚ±ªÉ EÞòÊiÉªÉÉÆ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ Ê±ÉÊ{É ¨Éå {Éb÷Ò ½Öþ<Ç ½éþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ =x½åþ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½èþ ÊEò EÖòUô ºÉÉÊ½þiªÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÒ ¤ÉÉävnù {ÉÖºiÉEòÉ±ÉªÉÉå ¨Éå {Éb÷É ½Öþ+É ½èþ;

(MÉ) CªÉÉ <ºÉ ºÉÉÊ½þiªÉ Eäò +xÉÖºÉÆvÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉEòÒ ®úIÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä EòÉä<Ç ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò Ê´ÉSÉÉ®úvÉÒxÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(PÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä =ºÉEòÒ °ü{É®äúJÉÉ CªÉÉ ½èþ?

´ÉèYÉÉÊxÉEò +xÉÖºÉÆvÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÉÆºEÞòÊiÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ={É¨ÉÆjÉÒ (b÷Éo ¨Éo ¨ÉÉäo nùÉºÉ):

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ

(JÉ) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ

(MÉ) +Éè®ú (PÉ) ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ+Éå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä nùºÉ ¡äò±ÉÉäÊ¶É{É (+ÊvÉ-UôÉjÉ´ÉÞÊiÉªÉÉÆ) ®úJÉÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ * ªÉä ¡äò±ÉÉä +xÉÖºÉÆvÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú +vªÉxÉ EòÉªÉÇ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä Ê´ÉÊ¦ÉzÉ

EäòxpùÉå ¨Éå ®úJÉä VÉÉªÉÆäMÉä *

�����������

21 December 1960  Written Answers to Questions

SETTLEMENT OF TIBETAN REFUGEES IN N.E.F.A.

2135. Shri D. C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to reply given to Unstarred Question No.
1709 on the 30th August, 1960 and state:
(a) the further progress in the work of settlement of the Tibetan refugees in Bhaluckung in North-East Frontier

Agency;
(b) the amount spent so far for general development of that area; and
(c) when the work is likely to be completed?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) the approach road to the land settlement area has been reconditioned, and construction of accommodation for

the refugees has been completed. A hospital for 60 patients is being built. Cultivation of vegetables and fruits has
begun and jungle clearance is proceding. Teaching of Tibetan and Hindi to the refugees has commenced and a
school for 700 students is being set up. A Co-operative shop has been established at the Transit Camp.

(b) Rs. 5,43,000 upto the end of November, 1960.
(c) Progress of work has been hampered by the heavy monsoon this year, but it is likely to be completed as originally

planned during 1962-63.

�����������

15 February 1961 Written Answers to Questions

FRESH CHINESE INCURSIONS INTO INDIAN TERRITORY

*38. Shri P. G. Deb:
Shri Arjun Singh Bhadauria:
Shri S. A. Mehdi:
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Shri Sampath:
Shri D. C. Sharma:
Shri Vidya Charan Shukla:
Shri Ram Krishan Gupta:
Shri Khushwaqt Rai:
Shri Pangarkar:
Shri Balmiki: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether there have been any incursions into Indian territory by China since November, 1960; and
(b) if so, the action taken in the matter?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):
(a) No.
(b) Does not arise.

�����������

20 February 1961 Written Answers to Questions

INDO-TIBETAN TRADE

253. Shri D. C Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state the position in regard to Indo-Tibetan Trade on
the Kalimpong-Gangtok-Nathula Pass-Yathung caravan route during the last three months?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri. Jawarharlal Nehru): The Indo-Tibetan Trade on
this route has shown a marked decline as will be seen from the comparative figures for the last three months of 1959
and 1960 as shown below:

(Value in lakhs of rupees)

October  November December

Exports

1959 —— 3.84  1.04  1.41

1960 —— .45  .46  .69

Imports

1959  —— 2.52  2.60 1.37

1960  —— .16  .21  .61

�����������

22 February 1961 Answers to Questions

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT
Alleged Danger of Chinese Attack

Mr. Speaker: I have received notice of an adjournment motion from Shri Khushwaqt Rai on the following subject:

“The gathering of troops by the Chinese in Tibet just near the border of Bhutan and Sikkim and the northern
border of India, conscription of thousands of men from prisons and monasteries, continuous pouring of Chinese troops
equipped with anti-aircraft guns into the Loka area and building of roads and laying a railway line from Lhasa to Lanchow
by working day and night. Due to all these activities grave danger of military attack on Bhutan and Sikkim, with whom we
have entered into special defence pacts, and on the border of India, has arisen. To consider this.”

The hon. Member has produced The Hindustan Times of today in which an article entitled “China Prepares for Fight”
has appeared. What is the position?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): The Hindustan Times’ sources of
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information are much greater than mine!

Mr. Speaker: Anyhow, it is alarming.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: It is not only alarming but it is largely untrue. So far as we are concerned, I cannot, of course,
definitely say what is happening inside Tibet here and there, but we have absolutely no report of this kind. And so far as
we are concerned, our borders are well protected.

Shri Khushwaqt Rai (Kheri): This report comes from Darjeeling and,  as such, Government must have some information.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: How can we have any information on something which perhaps does not exist at all?

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): Whenever there is any report of this kind in the newspapers, involving the security of
the country, will the Prime Minister take the trouble of contradicting it, or enlightening the public and the House about
such reports?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: It is obvious that here is an Adjournment Motion and the hon. Member has put a question,
and here I am, making a statement. What greater publicity can we give? As a matter of fact, it so happened that in the last
few days, the Maharaja of Bhutan has been here, his Prime Minister has been here; the Maharaja of Sikkim and the
Maharajkumar and his Dewan had been here. None of these persons knew anything about it. I do not know how the
correspondent of that paper got to know it in Darjeeling.

Mr. Speaker: I do not give my consent to this Adjournment Motion.

�����������

23 February 1961 Written Answers to Questions

FOREIGN EXCHANGE FOR DALAI LAMA

*260. Shri Warior:
Shri Kodiyan:
Shri Punnoose: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that Government has been approached by the Dalai Lama for release of foreign exchange to
send some of his men abroad, especially to the United States of America; and

(b) if so, whether Government have released any amount since the said Lama came to India?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):

(a) and (b). Yes Sir. A total of Rs. 60,000 foreign exchange was released in the last two years on four different
occasions, including for the Dalai Lama’s mother to proceed to Europe for medical treatment.

�����������

28 February 1961 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉÒ ¤ÉÎºiÉªÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå SÉÒxÉ EòÉä {ÉjÉ

662. ¸ÉÒ VÉMÉzÉÉlÉ {É½þÉÊb÷ªÉÉ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò :

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò =ºÉ {ÉjÉ EòÉ EòÉä<Ç =kÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ EòÒ +É`ö ¤ÉÎºiÉªÉÉå

EòÉ |É¶xÉ ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ uùÉ®úÉ |ÉÉlÉxÉÉ Eò®úxÉä {É®ú =`öÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ : +Éè®ú

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå +Éè®ú CªÉÉ Eònù̈ É =`öÉªÉä VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½éþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò - EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü):

(Eò) +Éè®ú (JÉ) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ * VÉ´ÉÉ¤É EòÉ <xiÉWÉÉ®ú ½èþ! ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÒ nù±É xÉä SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò nùÉè®úÉxÉ ¨Éå =xÉEòÉ vªÉÉxÉ

Ê¡ò®ú ºÉä <ºÉ +Éè®ú +ÉEòÌ¹ÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ *

�����������
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8 March 1961 Oral Answers to Questions

INDIAN BUSINESSMAN IN TIBET

*666. Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to starred question
no. 16 on the 14th November, 1960 and state:
(a) whether the Chinese Government have responded to the representation about the hardships of the Indian

businessmen in Tibet who have been burdened with extraordinary taxes with retrospective effect;
(b) if so, with what results; and
(c) if not, what steps Government propose to take in this connection?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) to (c). No Sir. Our representations have not so far produced any material improvements since the Chinese

Government continue to maintain that the new measures introduced by them in Tibet are their internal matter.
Our mission in Tibet continue to bring to the notice of the local authorities about the difficulties faced by Indian
traders so that the customary pattern of trade guaranteed under the 1954 Agreement, does not suffer further
setbacks.

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi: May I know if it is not a fact that the declared policy of the Chinese government is to
discourage Indian businessmen from staying there and to see that they go out?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: Certainly, if these hardships continue, it will not be possible for our traders to pursue
their trade there.

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi: In view of the fact that such is the policy of the Chinese Government, has the Govern-
ment considered the proposal to eliminate the trade agency there and not to construct on the area which they have
taken?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: This is a suggestion for action.

Mr. Speaker: I thought the hon. Member would suggest retaliatory measures.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ, +MÉ±ÉÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú EòÉ ºÉÒWÉxÉ <ºÉÒ +|Éä±É, ªÉÉ ¨É<Ç ºÉä |ÉÉ®ú¨¦É ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ ½éþ iÉÉä ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ Éå]õ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ

EòÉ ÊxÉ¶SÉªÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÉä <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå CªÉÉ ºÉ±ÉÉ½þ nùÒ VÉÉªÉä ÊEò =xÉEòÉ CªÉÉ ®ú´ÉèªªÉÉ ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: I have stated in the original answer that these matters are taken up with the Chinese
authorities there. They say that whatever laws or taxes they impose are a matter of their internal administration and we
have no business to interfere with it. All the same, we try to bring it to their notice because under the agreement of
1954, the pattern of trade is not to be disturbed; but they do not seem to take any notice of it.

Shri Raghunath Singh: What was the number of Indian traders during the time of the Dalai Lama and what is the
number of traders at present?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: I want notice to answer that.

Shri Ranga: How many Chinese traders are there in this country who are enjoying certain privileges under the 1954
treaty? What steps are sought to be taken in order to bring pressure to bear upon the Chinese Government by the
Government of India’s activities under the agreement of 1954 vis-à-vis the Chinese traders in India?

Mr. Speaker: He only wants to know whether that agreement is sought to be enforced here also as it is sought to be
enforced in Tibet.

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: We have to abide by that agreement.

Shri Ranga: Does that mean that we are offering all the privileges that are said to accure to the Chinese traders in
India while the Chinese Government is not giving these facilities to our own citizens according to that agreement?

Mr. Speaker: This is going on like this.
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Shri Narasimhan: There is no mutuality about it.

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: There is mutuality because it is an agreement between the two Governments, but
unfortunately the Chinese Government is not implementing it in the way they promised. In the 1954 agreement, they
said that the pattern of trade will not be disturbed, but it is disturbed by various other measures. We have been bringing
this to their notice, but they do not pay any attention to it…(Interruption).

Mr. Speaker: Naturally, hon. Members would expect an answer as to why this should continue for long.

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: It is a policy matter, namely, whether the Government should take any retaliatory action
in this matter…(Interruption).

Shri A. M. Tariq: What is the policy in dealing with these matters? Where does policy come in?

Mr. Speaker: I agree that we do not allow a discussion of policy here, but naturally the question arises that if there are
two parties to any agreement and one party breaks it, how it is necessary that the other party alone should carry out
the agreement.

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: We have protested many times. Hon. Members know it. They were printed in the white
papers.

Mr. Speaker: That is the very reason why hon. Members want that we ought not to stop with mere
protests…(Interruptions).

Shri Vajpayee: Let us wait for the hon. Prime Minister to come back…(Interruption).

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Apart from protesting, what are they going to do?

Shri Raghunath Singh: How are they going to protect Indian traders there?

Shri Bishwanath Roy: Has the Government any idea of the loss to Indian businessmen in Tibet owing to the imposition
of new restrictions and taxes?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: According to figures so far available with us, the volume of trade during 1960 came down
to Rs. 58 lakhs. It was Rs. 363 lakhs in 1958 and Rs. 198 lakhs in 1959.

¸ÉÒ Ê´É¦ÉÚÊiÉ Ê¨É¸É: ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <ºÉ ]Åäõb÷ ®äúÊVÉº]Åõ¶ÉÆºÉ ºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®úÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå Eäò ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú EòÉä vÉCEòÉ ±ÉMÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =xÉEäò

Ê±ÉªÉä CªÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Minister said that she has not got the figure.

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: This matter has been discussed in the House and the hon. Prime Minister has told the
House that it has become very difficult for our traders to pursue their trade. I have given the figures to show how trade
has fallen. As for the rehabilitation of these traders, they do not need any kind of Government aid because they have got
enough resources in order to rehabilitate themselves.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: Can we at least know…

Mr. Speaker: Next question.
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8 March 1961  Written Answers to Questions

SETTLEMENT OF TIBETAN REFUGEES IN NEFA

*663. Shri R. C. Majhi:
Shri Subodh Hansda:
Shri P. C. Borooah: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) the progress made so far in setting the Tibetan refugees in NEFA;
(b) whether the local feelings have been assessed about the settlement of Tibetan refugees in NEFA; and
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(c) the total amount so far invested in settling them in NEFA?

The Parliamentary Secretary of the Minister of External Affairs (Shri J. N. Hazarika):
(a) After a detailed survey of the Bhalukpung area where 1500 Tibetan refugees were proposed to be settled on land,

the scheme has been modified and so far permanent settlement of 200 refugees in the southern part of Bhalakpung
area has been finally decided upon. Another 500 are proposed to be settled in the northern part of this area and
the scheme is under examination. In South Bhalukpung, roads, houses, a school and hospital have already been
constructed. The whole area has been cleared and 20 acres of land have been actually brought under cultivation.

(b) There has been no opposition to the settlement in the foothill areas that have been selected for the settlement
of Tibetan refugees.

(c) Necessary information has been called for from the NEFA authorities.

�����������

8 March 1961 Oral Answers to Questions

KASHMIRI MUSLIMS IN TIBET

*995. Shri M. B. Thakore: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that the Chinese offered inhuman treatment to Kashmiri Muslims in Tibet though they were

political prisoners;
(b) if so, the details thereof; and
(c) whether the Government of India protested and sent a strongly worded note to the Chinese Government?

Shri J. N. Hazarika:
(a) to (c). The Government have no authentic information on the subject and, therefore, no note has been sent to the

Chinese Government.

�����������

21 March 1961 Oral Answers

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ
1009 ¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ:

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É EÞò¹hÉ MÉÖ{iÉ:

¸ÉÒ nùÒo SÉÆo ¶É¨ÉÉÇ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ 14 xÉ´É¨¤É®ú 1960 Eäò +iÉÉ®úÉÆÊEòiÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 29 Eäò =kÉ®ú Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ

Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò VÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ xÉÉMÉÊ®úEò +lÉ´ÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ®úÊIÉiÉ ́ ªÉÊHò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå uùÉ®úÉ ÊMÉ®ú}iÉÉ®ú Eò®ú Ê±ÉB MÉB lÉä, =x½åþ Ê®ú½þÉ Eò®úÉxÉä ̈ Éå Eò½þÉÆ

iÉEò ºÉ¡ò±ÉiÉÉ Ê¨É±ÉÒ ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ Eäò ºÉ¦ÉÉ-ºÉÊSÉ´É (VÉÉä. xÉÉ. ½þWÉÉÊ®úEòÉ): ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú, iÉ¤ÉºÉä 5 ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ®úÉÎ¹]ÅõEòÉå EòÉä ¨ÉÖHò ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú

´Éä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå {ÉÖxÉnÇù¶ÉÉ´ÉÌiÉiÉ (Ê®ú{ÉäÊ]ÅõB]õ) ½þÉäxÉä EòÒ |ÉiÉÒIÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ *
According to our information 5 Indian nationals have since been released and they are awaiting repatriation to India.

Shri M. B. Thakore: May I know the total number of such Kashmiri Muslims who are residing in Tibet and the total
number who have migrated to India, their main occupation and the difficulties experienced by them?

Shri J. N. Hazarika: It is our information that about 1000 Kashmiris had been residing in Tibet and about 700 had
already returned to India and 9 families, consisting of 35 members, are awaiting repatriation. At the moment the number
of those who are residing in Tibet is not very large.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ, ¨Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ÊEòiÉxÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ SÉÒxÉÒªÉÉå Eäò Eèònù ¨Éå ½èþ, +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä CªÉÉ EÖòUô ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉªÉÉ

½èþ ÊEò Eò¤É iÉEò =xÉEòÉä Ê®ú½þÉ Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ?

Shri M. B. Thakore: Sir, he had not replied to my question about their difficulties.
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Shri J. N. Hazarika: I have already enumerated the difficulties in reply to a previous question.

Mr. Speaker: He stated the difficulties in reply to a previous question. They are 6-7 in number.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ ¨Éä®äú |É¶xÉ EòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É xÉ½þÓ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ * ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ =xÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉä UÖôcÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä EòÉä<Ç

{ÉjÉ ´ªÉ´É½þÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú CªÉÉ =x½þÉäxÉä EÖòUô ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò Eò¤É iÉEò =xÉ EòÉä Ê®ú½þÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ?

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: CªÉÉ Eò®åú?

Shri J. N. Hazarika: We had stated in August last that 30 Indian nationals and protected persons were under arrest in
Tibet. Out of them 25 are still under arrest.

Shrimati Ila Palchoudhuri: Is it a fact that the Muslims in Tibet have been prevented from pursuing their religious
practices or attending religious congregations?

Shri J. N. Harika: We have no information about that.

Shri Raghunath Singh: What are the charges against the Indians who are still held by the Chinese in Tibet?

Shri J. N. Hazarika: The charges differ from person to person. There are a number of them. I can enumerate them, if
you like.

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan): Against each one
of them, there is a different charge.

Mr. Speaker: Are there any common charges? Hon. Members feel that these are all political charges: they are not
charged in the ordinary course of events under the general law. That is all.

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: Some are charged for inciting Kashmiri Muslims to accept the Indian nationality which they
consider as foreign nationality and some for refusing to furnish papers regarding ownership of property, etc. There are
different charges.

Shri M. B. Thakore: What steps have been taken by the Government to settle those refugees from Tibet?

Shri J. N. Hazarika: Every possible step through our diplomatic channels and through our trade agencies in Tibet have
been taken.

Shri Vajpayee: May I know whether any efforts have been made to contact the Indian nationals who are in custody
there and whether we have any information in regard to the treatment that is being meted out to them?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: The Indian Consul General at Lhasa has been repeatedly requesting the Foreign Bureau for the
release of the Kashmiris who are still in detention and also facilitate their return to India. But the Foreign Bureau is a
very difficult nut to crack. This has been going on for a long time and I have answered several questions on this subject.

Mr. Speaker: He wants to know whether the Consul General or any other officer has contacted them and went to
them and saw their conditions.

Shri J. N. Hazarika: We will continue to keep an eye on this and shall get information.

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: I am speaking subject to correction but I believe there are a lot of difficulties in the way of our
Consul General personally going and contacting these prisoners. I shall have to find out whether he had been allowed
to contact them

Shri Vajpayee: There are reports to the effect that these Indian nationals are not being treated well in the prison. May
I know whether the Government has any information in regard to this?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: That is quite true. They are not being treated well.
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21 March 1961 Written Answers to Questions

EXPORT OF ARTICLES OF STRATEGIC VALUES TO TIBET

2030. Shri L. Achaw Singh:
Shri Arjun Singh Bhadauria: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that certain Marwari firms in Kalimpong exported to Tibet articles of strategic value in
collusion with the officials of the Political Officer of Sikkim; and

(b) if so, the steps taken to punish the officials and stop the transactions?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru:
(a) and (b). Certain allegations in this respect have come to the notice of the Government which have so far not been

confirmed but investigations are continuing.

�����������

22 March 1961 Written Answers to Questions

Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉb÷Eò

2123 ¸ÉÒ {És näù́ É: CªÉÉ {ÉÊ®ú́ É½þxÉ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆSÉÉ®ú ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) uùiÉÒªÉ {ÉÆSÉ´É¹ÉÔªÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ Eäò +xiÉMÉÇiÉ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ- ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉb÷Eò Eäò ÊEòiÉxÉä ¦ÉÉMÉ EòÉ ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ ½Öþ+É +Éè®ú ÊxÉÌ¨ÉiÉ ¦ÉÉMÉ ¨Éå ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ¨ÉÉä]õ®ú

ªÉÉiÉÉªÉÉiÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä, ÊEòiÉxÉÉ VÉÒ{É ªÉÉiÉÉªÉÉiÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä iÉlÉÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÉ Eäò´É±É {Éènù±É SÉ±ÉxÉä ªÉÉäMªÉ ½èþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ ±ÉIªÉ EòÒ {ÉÚÌiÉ ÊxÉvÉÉÇÊ®úiÉ +´ÉÊvÉ ¨Éå ½Öþ<Ç;

(MÉ) ªÉÊnù xÉ½þÓ, iÉÉä <ºÉ Eäò CªÉÉ EòÉ®úhÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(PÉ) {ÉÉÆSÉ ´É¹ÉÉç ¨Éå <ºÉ ºÉb÷Eò {É®ú ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ´ªÉªÉ ½Öþ+É?

{ÉÊ®ú́ É½þxÉ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆSÉÉ®ú ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ®úÉVÉ ¤É½þÉnÖù®ú): (Eò) ºÉä (PÉ) Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨ÉÉMÉÇ Eäò ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ EòÉªÉÇ ¨Éå |ÉMÉÊiÉ +ÉªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ Eäò

+xÉÖºÉÉ®ú ½èþ! <ºÉ ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ EòÉªÉÇ Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå +Éè®ú +ÊvÉEò ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ näùxÉÉ ºÉÉ´ÉÇVÉÊxÉEò Ê½þiÉ ¨Éå xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!
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22 March 1961 Written Answers to Questions

Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉb÷Eò {É®ú ±ÉMÉä ¨ÉWÉnÚù®ú

2124 ¸ÉÒ {És näù́ É: CªÉÉ {ÉÊ®ú́ ÉÉ½þxÉ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆSÉÉ®ú ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò

Eò) ÊuùiÉÒªÉ {ÉÉÆSÉ ´É¹ÉÔªÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ Eäò +xiÉMÉÇiÉ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉb÷Eò EòÉ ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ Eò®úxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ÊEòiÉxÉä ¨ÉVÉnÚù®ú nÖùPÉÇ]õxÉÉOÉºiÉ ½ÖþB +Éè®ú =xÉ¨Éå ºÉä

ÊEòiÉxÉä ¨É®äú +Éè®ú ÊEòiÉxÉä +{ÉÉÊ½þVÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉä;

JÉ) nÖùPÉÇ]õxÉÉOÉºiÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå ¨Éå ºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä BàºÉä ½èþ ÊVÉxÉ Eäò |ÉÊiÉEòÉ®ú Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå +¦ÉÒ iÉEò EòÉä<Ç ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ xÉ½þÓ ½Öþ+É ½èþ; +Éè®ú

MÉ) +{ÉÉÊ½þVÉ ´ªÉÊHòªÉÉå EòÉä {ÉÖxÉ: ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉèxÉ ºÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ EòÉªÉÉÇÎx´ÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

{ÉÊ®ú́ ÉÉ½þxÉ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆSÉÉ®ú ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ®úÉVÉ ¤É½þÉnÖù®ú):

Eò) ={É±É¤vÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ Eäò +ÉvÉÉ®ú {É®ú nÖùPÉÇ]õxÉÉOÉºiÉ 36 ´ªÉÊHòªÉÉå ¨Éå ºÉä 11 EòÒ ¨ÉÞiªÉÖ ½Öþ<Ç +Éè®ú 3 +{ÉÉÊ½þVÉ ½ÖþB!

JÉ) 27 ´ªÉÊHò!

MÉ) BàºÉÒ EòÉä<Ç ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

�����������
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22 March 1961 Written Answers to Questions

Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉb÷Eò EòÉä ºÉ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÒºÉ¨ÉÉå ¨Éå EòÉ¨É +ÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ºÉb÷Eò ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ

2125 ¸ÉÒ {És näù́ É: CªÉÉ {ÉÊ®ú́ ÉÉ½þxÉ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆSÉÉ®ú ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®äúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉb÷Eò EòÉä ºÉ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉèºÉ¨ÉÉå ¨Éå EòÉ¨É +ÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ºÉb÷Eò ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä EòÉä<Ç ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ iÉÞiÉÒªÉ {ÉÆSÉ´É¹ÉÔªÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ Eäò

+xiÉMÉÇiÉ iÉèªÉÉ®ú EòÒ MÉªÉÒ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä =ºÉEòÒ °ü{É®äúJÉÉ CªÉÉ ½èþ, +Éè®ú ªÉÊnù xÉ½þÓ, iÉÉä <ºÉEäò CªÉÉ EòÉ®úhÉ ½èþ?

{ÉÊ®ú́ ÉÉ½þxÉ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆSÉÉ®ú ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ®úÉVÉ ¤É½þÉnÖù®ú):

Eò) Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨ÉÉMÉÇ EòÉ Ê´ÉEòÉºÉ EòÉªÉÇ ¶ÉÖ°ü Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ!

JÉ) <ºÉ |ÉÉªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ Eäò Ê´É¹ÉªÉ ¨Éå +Éè®ú +ÊvÉEò ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ näùxÉÉ ºÉÉ´ÉÇVÉÊxÉEò Ê½þiÉ ¨Éå xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäMÉÉ!
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24 March 1961 Oral Answers to Questions

TIBET ISSUE BEFORE THE U.N.O.

*1097. Shri Hem Barua:
Shri P. C. Borooah:
Shrimati Maimoona Sultan: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether the attention of Government has been drawn to the statement made by the Dalai Lama, published on the
10th March, 1961 in newspapers, asking the Members of the U.N.O to support the vacation of China from Tibet—
a question which is to be discussed in the World Body on a resolution jointly sponsored by some member nations;
and

(b) if so, the reaction of the Government of India in this matter?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri J. N. Hazarika):
(a) The Government has seen the reported statement of the Dalai Lama.
(b) The Government of India’s attitude, to the proposed resolution will be decided as and when the question comes

up again before the U.N General Assembly.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether Government consider this occupation of Tibet by China as a normal extension
of the Chinese administrative jurisdiction to that area or as a conquest of Tibet by China? If it is the latter, why is it that
Government have not been able to make up its mind as yet?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Government has all along considered that Tibet was in the past an autonomous part of
Chinese State. It was a part of it. It had autonomy, but internationally speaking it is part of the Chinese State. That is the
basic position. At some periods that autonomous part even had the right and exercised that right to make treaties.
Nevertheless, it was a part of the larger Chinese State. From that the various policies of the Government of India flow
in relation to this matter.

Shri Hem Barua: May I draw the attention of the hon. The Prime Minister to his glimpses of world history where he
writes categorically that Tibet is independent? And may I know what are the specific grounds for the hon. The Prime
Minister to withdraw from that position?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know to what part of my book the hon. Member is referring.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The hon. Member is referring to my book which is dealing chiefly with other matters, not with
Tibet. I do not know in what connection it came up; and if I have made any such remark there it was due to absence of
full knowledge.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: I recall that when the Dalai Lama was given asylum in the country, he had given an assurance to
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Government that as long as he was on Indian soil he would not take part in propaganda of a political sort. May I know
if this kind of statement issued from Indian soil is not contradictory to that understanding, particularly in view of the fact
that this might lead to an unnecessary acerbation of this business?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The kind of assurance we asked for was that India should not be made a base for activities
outside. But it is rather difficult to draw a line between making a statement about one’s views and making it a base for
activities. On the whole, in these matters we take a fairly liberal line.

Some Hon. Members  rose—

Mr. Speaker: The question hour is over.
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24 March 1961 Written Answers to Questions

TRADE ROUTES BETWEEN INDIA AND TIBET

2226. Shrimati Ila Palchoudhari: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Government of India’s attention has been drawn to recent newspaper reports that Tibetan traders

have discovered a new trade route from Tibet to India through west Nepal border area and Nautanwa on the
border of Gorakhpur District in U.P;

(b) if so, what is the actual fact of the matter;
(c) how many Tibetans have entered India during this winter so far through the new route; and
(d) the details of trade transaction done?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru:
(a) to (d). Between Nepal and Tibet there are a number of traditional routes but these routes are not the concern or

within control of the Government of India. As regards trade between Nepal and India there are no restrictions on
movement.
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29 March 1961 Written Answers to Questions

REFUGEES FROM TIBET IN N.E.F.A.

2488. Shri P. C. Boorah: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that a large number of Tibetan refugees have entered the N.E.F.A. region recently;
(b) if so, the reasons therefore; and
(c) the steps taken to give asylum to them?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):

(a) The number of Tibetan refugees who entered N.E.F.A. during the month of December 1960 and upto 14th January
1961, upto which date figures are available, is 861 and 463 respectively.

(b) and (c). The Tibetan refugees have been coming to India in view of the disturbed conditions in their own country.
On entry into N.E.F.A. the refugees are dis-armed and given essential medical aid. They are provided with rations
and shelter and are evacuated to a central location in the Division for dispersal to a selected rehabilitation site or
camp. Those among them who are skilled workers and craftsman found suitable employment to pursue their
trade. Unskilled workers are found employment on road projects as a muleteers. A small number is being settled
on land.
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29 March 1961 Written Answers to Questions

SETTLEMENT OF TIBETAN REFUGEES IN LADAKH

2503. Shrimati Maimoona Sultan: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government have finalized a scheme to settle about 1,000 Tibetan refugees in Ladakh; and
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(b) if so, what are the outlines of the scheme?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) and (b). It is proposed to settle on land in Ladakh about 700 Tibetan refugees who were working on Leh-Kargil

road till November 1960. The area where they are to be settled has still to be surveyed and a proper scheme
formulated.
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6 April 1961  Oral Answers to Questions

AID FOR TIBETAN REFUGEES

*1369. Shri P. C. Boorah: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) the quantity of food and medical supplies received so far separately from CARE, the unofficial American Relief

Organisation, for Tibetan refugees; and
(b) how much of such relief is expected from that organisation during the forthcoming year?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):
(a) The value of food and medical supplies received from CARE (Co-operative for American Relief Everywhere Inc.)

for Tibetan refugees so far has been Rs. 44,17,500 and Rs. 19,475, respectively.
(b) This organisation has a future programme for distribution of 14,270 maunds of rice during the first half of 1961 of

the total value of Rs. 8,33,625 and of tools and equipment of the value of Rs. 13,000.

Shri P. C. Boorah: May I know how many Tibetan refugees are being fed and given medical aid through the aid received
from CARE and whether this aid is being intensified proportionately with the increase in the influx of Tibetan here?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: I require notice to give the number of refugees who are being fed and looked after.

Shri P. C. Boorah: May I know through which agencies this aid has been distributed?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: The assistance given to Tibetan refugees by various voluntary organizations is channeled though
the Central Relief Committee for Tibetan refugees, which co-ordinates the work of receipt and distribution of all gift
supplies among the Tibetan refugees in various places in India.

Shri Sadath Gupta: Some years ago when the Soviet trade unions sent some relief to be distributed through the All
Indian Trade Union Congress, it was decided that relief should be distributed through Government and not through
private agencies. May I know whether any similar procedure will be adopted in this case also?

Sadath Ali Khan: I cannot say; I have just said all this aid is channeled through a particular association and that is the
present position.

Shri B. K. Gaikwad: May I know how much our Government have spent on Tibetan refugees?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: The expenditure incurred by the Government of India from May 1959 till the end of 31st March,
1960 was roughly Rs. 47 lakhs and voluntary non-official organizations spent almost an equivalent amount for the relief
of Tibetan refugees in India. The figures for the financial year ending 31st March, 1961 are not available, though the initial
expenditure by Government is about Rs. 55 lakhs.
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6 April 1961  Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN LEADERS’ ENTRY INTO DARJEELING DISTRICT

2884. Shri D. C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether any representations have been received from various Tibetan institutions, monasteries and representatives

of Tibetan refugees in Darjeeling and Kalimpong requesting to withdraw orders prohibiting three Tibetan leaders
from entering Darjeeling distritct; and

(b) if so, the action taken thereon?
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The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):

(a) and (b). Yes, three Tibetans were asked to remove themselves from the Darjeeling district as it was stated that
they had caused disaffections among Tibetan refugees. As representations were received in regard to this matter,
it was given further consideration. In the event of their giving assurance of good behaviour, they may be allowed
to return.
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11 April 1961 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ
¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ:

¸ÉÒ |ÉEòÉ¶É´ÉÒ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ:

¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ ¨É¡òÒnùÉ +½þ̈ Énù:

1457 ¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ +VÉÒiÉ ËºÉ½þ ºÉ®ú½þnùÒ

¸ÉÒ |Éo Eäòo näù́ É:

¸ÉÒ nùÒo SÉÆo ¶É¨ÉÉÇ:

¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ ¨Éè̈ ÉÚxÉÉ ºÉÖ±iÉÉxÉ:

¸ÉÒ |Éo SÉo ¤É°ü+É: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ BEò BàºÉÉ Ê´É´É®úhÉ ºÉ¦ÉÉ {É]õ±É {É®ú ®úJÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò ÊVÉºÉ ¨Éå ÊxÉ¨ÉÎx±ÉÊJÉiÉ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ nùÒ

MÉ<Ç ½þÉä:

(Eò) 16 +HÚò¤É®ú 1960 ºÉä +¤É iÉEò ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ¶É®úhÉ ±ÉÒ ½èþ;

(JÉ) ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ |ÉÊiÉ ¨ÉÉºÉ =kÉ®úÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú ÎºlÉiÉ Ê´ÉÊ¦ÉzÉ nù®úÉç ºÉä ½þÉäEò® ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉªÉä ½éþ, +Éè®ú

(MÉ) =xÉEäò ´É =xÉ ºÉä {É½þ±Éä +ÉªÉä ½ÖþB ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ ¨Éå +¤É iÉEò Eò½þÉÆ iÉEò ºÉ¡ò±ÉiÉÉ Ê¨É±ÉÒ ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ Eäò ºÉ¦ÉÉ ºÉÊSÉ´É (¸ÉÒ ºÉÉnùiÉ +±ÉÒ JÉÉÆ)

(Eò) ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò {ÉÉºÉ VÉÉä ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ ºÉÖ±É¦É ½èþ =ºÉ Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú 16 +C]Öõ¤É®ú 1960 ºÉä 14 VÉxÉ´É®úÒ, 1961 iÉEò VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ

¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉªÉä ½èþ =xÉEòÒ EÖò±É ºÉÆJªÉÉ 3997 ½èþ! ªÉ½þ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ =CiÉò iÉÉ®úÒJÉ iÉEò EòÒ ½èþ *

(JÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò {É½ÖÆþSÉxÉä EòÒ ¨É½þÒxÉä́ ÉÉ®ú ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú ½èþ:

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

+C]Öõ¤É® xÉ´ÉÆ¤É® ÊnùºÉÆ¤É® VÉxÉ´É®úÒ (14 iÉÉÊ®úEò iÉEò) VÉÉäb÷

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

1) xÉä¡òÉ 65 288 259 463 1065

2) Ê½þ̈ ÉÉÆSÉ±É .... 21 ......  ......  21

3) =kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É 11 39 98 ...... 148

4) {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É .... ..... ..... ...... .......

5) VÉ¨¨ÉÚ Eò¶¨ÉÒ® 52 364 106 64 586

6) ÊºÉÎCEò¨É 141 319 449 258 2167

----------

3997

MÉ) VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå +¤É iÉEò +ÉªÉä ½èþ ´Éä ºÉ¦ÉÒ +ºlÉÉªÉÒ +lÉ´ÉÉ +uÇù-ºlÉÉªÉÒ +ÉvÉÉ®ú {É®ú ®úÉäVÉMÉÉ®ú {ÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä Ê´ÉÊ¦ÉzÉ ºlÉÉxÉÉå

¨Éå ¦ÉäVÉ ÊnùªÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ; <xÉ¨Éå ÊxÉ¨xÉÊ±ÉÊJÉiÉ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ¶ÉÉÊ¨É±É xÉ½þÓ ½éþ:



INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES 147

1) xÉä¡òÉ Eäò EòÉ¨ÉÉåMÉ |É¦ÉÉMÉ (Êb÷́ ÉÒVÉxÉ) ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ±ÉÖEò{ÉÖÆMÉ xÉÉ¨ÉEò ºlÉÉxÉ Eäò xÉªÉä ¨ÉÉMÉÇ-Ê¶ÉÊ´É®ú ¨Éå ®ú½þxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä 4000 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ *

2) =kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É ¨Éå {ÉÉèb÷Ò, ºÉÉxÉnäù́ É +Éè®ú JÉä®úÒ Eäò iÉÒxÉ UôÉä]äõ-UôÉä]äõ Ê¶ÉÊ´É®úÉå ¨Éå ®ú½þxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä 1374 ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ *

3) {ÉÎ¶SÉ¨ÉÒ ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ ¨Éå ]õÉ±ÉÉ xÉÉ¨ÉEò ºlÉÉxÉ {É®ú BEò Ê¶ÉÊ´É®ú ¨Éå ¤ÉºÉä ½ÖþB 314 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ *
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14 April 1961 Written Answers to Questions

REHABILITATION OF KASHMIRI MUSLIMS FROM TIBET

3344. Shri D. C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) the number of Kashmiri Muslims repatriated from Tibet so far;
(b) whether they have all been rehabilitated; and
(c) the steps taken or proposed to be taken in this direction?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) about 700 Kashmiri Muslims have been repatriated so far.
(b) and (c). In consultation with Jammu and Kashmir Government it has been decided to disperse the Kashmiri

Muslims who are at present in Kalimpong to that State. So far 292 people including minors have already been sent
to Srinagar and the rest will follow shortly. The Jammu and Kashmir Government have made necessary arrangements
for their temporary stay for the present in tents and serais. They have been requested to assist in the rehabilitation
of these Kashmiri Muslim evacuees from Tibet in that State. Schemes for their rehabilitation will now be considered
by that Government.
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19 April 1961  Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN MUSLIMS IN TIBET

*1619. Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Shri Ram Krishan Gupta: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that large number of Muslims in Lhasa have declared themselves that they are Indian citizens
and have demanded that they may be repatriated to India;

(b) if so, the attitude of the Chinese Government in this regard; and
(c) the efforts made by Indian Government for their return to India?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):
(a) to (c).It is understood that some Muslims of Chinese origin have requested for permission to proceed to India.

Since there is no information to suggest that this group of persons is of Indian origin and entitled to Indian
citizenship, the Government of India have not represented to the Chinese Government on their behalf. On the
other hand, as the House is aware, Government of India took up the question of the right of repatriation of
Muslims of Kashmiri origin. Most of the Kashmiri Muslim have now come out to India.
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24 April 1961 Oral Answers to Questions

SEALING OF BHUTAN TIBET BORDER

*1708. Shri P. C. Borooah:
Shri Raghunath Singh:
Shri Braj Raj Singh:
Shri Radha Mohan Singh:
Shri Ram Krishan Gupta:
Shrimati Maimoona Sultan: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state whether it is a fact that Bhutan

is sealing her border with Tibet?
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The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan): The reference is
presumably to the entry of Tibetan refugees. The Government of Bhutan may desire to prevent further influx of refugees
into Bhutan, as they are finding it difficult to settle those refugees who are already in Bhutan. So far as the Government
of India are concerned, there has been no change in our attitude towards the grant of asylum to Tibetan refugees.

Shri P. C. Borooah: May I know whether Government have decided to screen Tibetan refugees crossing the border to
determine whether they are genuine refugees coming to India? If so, what is the screening method envisaged?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: Strict screening is being done of fresh arrivals.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: May I know the number of refugees who came via Bhutan—I mean the Tibetan refugees who
have been received by the Government of India and who came via Bhutan?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not think, I would be able to give the number of those who came from Bhutan. But,
broadly speaking, the total number of those who have come to India is about 30,000.

Shri Tyagi: Are the Government sure that among these Tibetan refugees there are no fifth columnists—of Chinese
communists? Is there any method by which they could judge whether a refugee is a genuine refugee or not?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Attempts are made to screen them fairly thoroughly. But, if, in spite of this, there is failure to
discover such persons—it may so happen—it cannot be absolutely guaranteed. But, one tries one’s best to do it.

¸ÉÒ ®úÉvÉÉ¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ÊºÉ½þ: ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÖÄþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ ÉäÆ]õ xÉä MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ ÉäÆ]õ +É¡ò <ÇÊb÷ªÉÉ EòÒ ºÉ±ÉÉ½þ ºÉä ¤ÉÉbÇ÷®ú EòÉä ºÉÒ±É ÊEòªÉÉ ½è ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ̈ ÉÖZÉä ̈ ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É xÉ½þÒ ÊEò ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ Éäx]õ xÉä =ºÉEòÉä ºÉÒ±É ÊEòªÉÉ ½è *þ ́ É½þ JÉÉ±ÉÒ EÖ U ÊZÉZÉEòiÉä ½èÆ =x½äþ ±ÉäxÉä ̈ Éä, CªÉÉäÊEò ́ Éä VªÉÉnùÉ

c< VÉÉiÉä ½è*

Shri Harish Chandra Mathur: What is the present inflow of refugees during these months? Has it decreased or
increased; how does it stand?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not think there has been any marked change. The inflow continues to be on a relatively
small scale.

Shri Yadav Narayan Jadhav: May I know whether it is a fact that the Bhutan Government had expressed that they
have not got any proper machinery to screen these refugees? What steps are being taken by our Government to screen
them?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We screen them when they come to India.

Shri Yadav Narayan Jadhav: What about Bhutan saying that they have not got the proper machinery?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know whether they do or do not. But, we screen them when they come to India, but
not although as they enter Bhutan, as far as I know.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: Now that the Tibet-Bhutan border has been finally sealed, may I know whether suitable steps
have been taken by the Government of Bhutan, in consultation with the Government of India, to dispose of the produce
which they wish to sell in Tibet and also to make the supply, they wish to get from the Tibetan side?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I did not hear the last part of the hon. Member’s question. Suitable steps for what?

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: The agricultural and other produce which they wish to dispose of in the Tibetan markets and
also to get the supply which they wish to get from the Tibetan side.

Mr. Speaker:  What steps have Government taken?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not think there is very much trade between Bhutan and there, at the present moment.
It is rather standstill. I do not think they have taken any particular steps. That is the position. That is, naturally, rather
injurious to the interests of the traders in the border. That is true. But, on the whole, the Bhutan Government has
preferred not to encourage this trade.
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Shri Yadav Narayan Jadhav: May I know whether the Bhutan Government has promised these agriculturists of the
border land that the Bhutan Government will purchase the surplus of corn? What sort of help is our Government
extending in this respect?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know what the Bhutan Government has informed their agriculturists. We have not
been called upon to give them any help in this respect. We are helping them in many other ways.
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24 April 1961 Written Answers to Questions

KHAMPA REFUGEES IN LADAKH

3776. Shri P. C. Borooah: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether some more Khampa refugees have recently crossed into Ladakh;
(b) if so, how many have entered since the beginning of this year; and
(c) whether they have been properly sheltered??

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) and (b). 67 Khampa refugees entered Ladakh directly from Tibet during this year till 4th April, 1961.
(c) The J&K Government have been requested to formulate a scheme for the rehabilitation of these refugees including

those who arrived earlier in Ladakh.
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2 May 1961  Oral Answers to Questions

NEHRU-DALAI LAMA TALKS

*1843. Shrimati Maimoona Sultan:
Shri D. C. Sharma:
Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Dalai Lama visited New Delhi on the 15th April, this year for having some discussions with him; and
(b) if so, what were the subjects discussed?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of External Affairs (Shri Sadath Ali Khan):
(a) Yes.
(b) Arrangements for the education of the Tibetan Refugee Children in particular and the problem of rehabilitation

of Tibetan refugees in general.

Shrimati Maimoona Sultan: May I know, Sir, if there has been any precedent in history or any other country which
granted asylum to political refugees on the conditions that they do not engage themselves in political activities? If not,
may I know, what are the reasons that influenced the Government to make this departure from this international
practice?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): I do not know if the hon.
Member is referring to some general principle in these matters or she wants me to quote instances. It is the normal
practice that when asylum is granted, it is done so subject to many conditions that the country may think it necessary.
The condition is that the soil of their country should not be used for any purposes opposed to them, which might get
the country into trouble. It is a normal practice.

Shri Ranga: Does it mean that we have imposed any conditions on the Dalai Lama and if so, what are those conditions?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We informed the Dalai Lama when he first came here and subsequently that we would not
like him to use the soil of India to carry on any operations in regard to Tibet. We just left him to his discretion to
function and broadly speaking he has functioned in that way. Occasionally, of course, it is rather difficult always in regard
to border line cases. Sometimes something might have been done by him, which he would have been wiser if he had not
done. But broadly speaking, he has been good enough to abide by these. I would not call conditions, but certain matters
which we expect him to do when he is here.
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Shri Ranga: Am I to understand that the Dalai Lama is not in any way prevented from carrying on his correspondence
with the United Nations and other nations also, without indulging—as he has not been indulging—in any offensive
activities either against India or in any violent activities against any other nation.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The question is whether he can carry on correspondence. He can carry on correspondence
with any person or organisation.

Mr. Speaker: All these are not relevant to the question that has been tabled, viz, what are the subjects that have been
discussed.

Shri Braj Raj Singh: May I know whether the question of investment of funds by the Dalai Lama in Indian business was
also considered at these talks?

Mr. Speaker:  He wants to know whether the matter of his investing funds in India was one of the matters discussed?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Discussed here? No, Sir. There was nothing to discuss about it. The information we had, we
had previously. It might have been mentioned previously. There is not much to discuss about it. We discussed, as I stated,
chiefly Tibetan children’s education and the rehabilitation of Tibetan refugees here.

Shrimati Maimoona Sultan: In view of the fact that economic assistance has been given to political refugees by the
international organisation, say, to Arab refugees, may I know if the Government of India propose to seek economic
assistance from the UN or other agencies for the rehabilitation of Tibetan refugees and if not, what are the reasons for
not doing so?

Mr. Speaker: It does not arise out of this question. The hon. Member wanted to know the subjects discussed and the
hon. Prime Minister said broadly two questions were discussed—the education of Tibetan children and one other
matter.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether the attention of the Prime Minister is drawn to a statement made by the Dalai
Lama and the purport of it is that he left the Prime Minister a much wiser man, that he become a much wiser man after
he left the Prime Minister? If that is so, on what point was he wised up?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member will refer to the newspaperman.
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2 May 1961  Written Answers to Questions

KASHMIRI MUSLIMS FROM TIBET IN GANGTOK

4287. Shri Raghunath Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state whether a fresh batch of Kashmiri
Muslims have arrived in Gangtok from Tibet?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru): A batch of 14 Kashmiri Muslims
(5 males, 7 females and 2 minors) arrived in Gangtok during this month.
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5 May 1961 Written Answers to Questions

REFUGEES FROM TIBET

4633. Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) the total number of Tibetan refugees in India till March, 1961;
(b) the number of Khampa rebels who disappeared from Sikkim last year; and
(c) whether it is a fact that they disappeared with their arms?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) The total number of Tibetan refugees who have entered India till the 25th March 1961 was approximately 30,409.
(b) About 2,000 Tibetan Refugees mostly Khampas left Sikkim between May and November 1960.
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(c) None of these refugees carried any arms with them. In fact such arms as they brought when entering India were
taken away from them at the check-posts.
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13 March 1962 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*16. Shri P.C. Borooah:
Shri Bhakt Darshan: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to sate:

(a) the total number of Tibetans who migrated into India during 1961;
(b) how many of them have been settled and where; and
(c) whether Government propose to impose any restriction on Tibetan immigration in view of the increasing number

of Tibetans in India and the limited rehabilitation potential in the country?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) 5,421
(b) Altogether 8,900 Tibetan refugees have been settled or are in process of being settled on land. Their break up is:-

Mysore – 3,000
NEFA – 5,000
J & K –  900

8,900

In addition, about 9,000 refugees are employed on road works and about 800 have or are receiving training in
various crafts and trades.

(c) No, Sir.
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13 March 1962 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN TRADE AGENCY BUILDING AT GYANTSE (TIBET)

9. Shri Agadi:
Shri D.C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to Unstarred Question

No. 1022 on the 2nd December, 1961 and state:
(a) whether the hurdles put in the way of construction of the Indian Trade Agency Building at Gyantse (Tibet) by

Chinese have been removed and construction work started;
(b) if not, the details of the objections;
(c) when they are likely to be settled; and
(d) the total amount estimated to be spent for the construction of this building?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) No progress has been made with the construction of the Indian Trade Agency at Gyantse for reasons given in an

answer to Unstarred Question No. 1022 in the House on 1st December, 1961. Since then although the lease for
rented accommodation has been finalized, the Chinese have not taken any steps to fix the physical boundaries of
the land to be leased though this had earlier been settled to the apparent satisfaction of both sides.

(c) As the difficulties in proceeding with the construction of the Trade Agency have been created entirely by the
Chinese, the Government of India are not in a position to indicate when these obstacles will be removed to
enable work to proceed.

(d) As detailed estimates of expenditure on construction are to be worked out at prices prevailing after the finalisation
of the lease deed, no precise amount can be indicated at this stage.
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18 March 1962  Oral Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå {ÉEòbä÷ MÉB ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ®úÉ¹]ÅõVÉxÉ

69. ̧ ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ 6 ÊnùºÉ¨¤É®ú 1961 Eäò iÉÉ®úÉÆÊEòiÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 638 Eäò =kÉ®ú Eäò ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

¨Éå SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå uùÉ®úÉ {ÉEòbä÷ MÉB ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ®úÉ¹]ÅõVÉxÉÉå +lÉ´ÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ºÉÆ®úIÉhÉvÉÒxÉ ́ ªÉÊHòªÉÉå EòÉä UÖôb÷ÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ÊEòB MÉB |ÉªÉixÉÉå EòÉ CªÉÉ {ÉÊ®úhÉÉ¨É

ÊxÉEò±ÉÉ ½èþ?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon): There has been no change from the
position stated in our reply to Starred Question No. 638-A.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: CªÉÉ ¨Éé VÉÉxÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ÊEòiÉxÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ xÉÉMÉÊ®úEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò VÉä±ÉÉå ¨Éå ¤Éxnù ½èþ?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: There are six people there. But the Chinese are asserting that they are Tibetan nationals
and not Indian Nationals. There are five Kashmiri Muslims and one Sikkim national.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: CªÉÉ SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå ÎºlÉiÉ SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå xÉä ÊEòºÉÒ |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÉ EòÉä<Ç +É¶É´ÉÉºÉxÉ ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò <xÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ xÉÉMÉÊ®úEòÉå

EòÉä Eò¤É iÉEò Ê®ú½þÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉEäòMÉÉ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ̄ û): ´É½þ <xEòÉ®ú Eò®úiÉä ½èþ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä iÉºÉ±ÉÒ¨É Eò®úxÉä ºÉä ÊEò ´É½þ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ xÉÉMÉÊ®úEò ½èþ*

´É½þ Eò½þiÉä ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ SÉÒxÉÒ ½èþ * ¤É½þºÉ iÉÉä <ºÉ £ÉÉiÉ EòÒ ½èþ *

Mr. Speaker: Next Question.

Shri Hem Barua: May I put another question?

Mr. Speaker: Now the dispute is whether they are our nationals or their nationals and that has not yet been settled.
What further information is needed?
Shri Hem Barua: On a previous occasion it was stated that the identity of their citizenship was not established. Now
we are told that it has been established and China claims them to be their nationals. May I know how they have come
to this conclusion?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Prime Minister only said that they are claming that they are their nationals; we are saying that
they are Kashmiris.

�����������

23 March 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

INDO-TIBETAN TREATY

*144. Shri P.G. Deb: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government have received any reply from China about a fresh treaty on Tibet; and
(b) if so, the details of the same?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) Copies of the original Chinese note dated 3rd December,1961, proposing to negotiate a fresh treaty to replace the

1954 Agreement on Trade and Intercourse between India and the Tibet Region of China, as well as our reply
thereto dated 15th December,1961, have already been placed on the table of the House. The latest Chinese note
on the subject which has just arrived from Peking is under study. This note together with our reply will be placed
on the table of House in due course.

Shri P.G. Deb: May I know what steps the Government is taking to bring about a stop to, or do something regarding,
the trade between India and Tibet in view of the continuing loggerheads-situation with China?
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Stop? There is not much of it to stop.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: +¦ÉÒ ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä BEò xÉªÉÉ {ÉjÉ ¦ÉäVÉÉ ½èþ * CªÉÉ Eò¨É ºÉä Eò¨É ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ EòÒ VÉÉªÉäMÉÒ ÊEò =ºÉ

EòÉ ºÉÉ®úÉÆ¶É CªÉÉ ½èþ, ´Éä ÊEòºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ ºÉÎxvÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú Eò¤É iÉEò SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: =ºÉEòÉ ºÉÉ®úÉÆ¶É ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ nùÉä +±ÉMÉ +±ÉMÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ½èþ, ªÉÉxÉÒ ÊiÉVÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉèiÉÉ ½þÉäxÉÉ +Éè®ú VÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ

ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Eäò >ð{É®ú ZÉMÉbä÷ ½èþ ´Éä! +Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç ´ÉVÉ½þ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ É CªÉÉå xÉ =xÉ {É®ú +±ÉMÉ +±ÉMÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®åú +Éè®ú ]Åäõb÷ BOÉÒ¨Éå]õ Eò®åú * VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ¨ÉÖZÉä ªÉÉnù

½èþ ´É½þ ¨Éé ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ *

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: SÉÚÆÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú EòÉ ºÉÒVÉxÉ ¶ÉÖ°ü ½þÒ ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú VÉèºÉÒ EòÒ +É¶ÉÉÆEòÉ ½èþ ¶ÉÉªÉnù <ºÉ ¤ÉÒSÉ EòÉä<Ç ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉèiÉÉ xÉ ½þÉä ºÉEäò,

<ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä CªÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÉä EòÉä<Ç ÊxÉÎ¶SÉiÉ +Énäù¶É näùMÉÒ ÊEò <ºÉ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ ¨Éå =x½åþ CªÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä, ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä ªÉÉ

xÉ½þÓ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: VÉÉÊ½þ®ú ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ É =xÉ EòÉä EòÉä<Ç +É·ÉÉºÉxÉ xÉ½þÓ näù ºÉEòiÉä =xÉEòÒ Ê½þ¡òÉVÉiÉ EòÉ ªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ÊEò =xÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ EòÉä<Ç BàºÉÒ EòÉ®Çú´ÉÉ<Ç

xÉ ½þÉäMÉÒ VÉÉä ÊEò xÉÖCºÉÉxÉnäù½þ ½þÉä, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ̈ É =xÉ EòÉä ®úÉäEåòMÉä xÉ½þÓ,VÉÉä VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ +{ÉxÉÒ ÊVÉ¨¨ÉänùÉ®úÒ {É®ú VÉÉªÉå *

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether it is not a fact that the renewal of the 1954 Indo-Tibetan Agreement would
approximate to a mute acceptance of the controversial political developments in Tibet?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: It does not necessarily follow, but to some extent that indirect inference might be drawn.
That is why we have kept that two together.

Shri Hem Barua: Why is it that China appears to be more interested more than we are in achieving this treaty, or
rather renewing it? What are the specific reasons?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am sorry I have not got that letter before me, and that will be placed on the Table of the
House together with our reply, but they have said that this is a separate matter, and that it might be dealt with. Why they
are interested in it I suppose is because it is advantageous to them to have this trade.

�����������

23 March 1962  Written Answers to Questions

AMOUNT HELD UP BY CHINESE IN TIBET

*136. Shri Agadi: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that large sums of money belonging to Indian traders in Tibet have been held-up by the Chinese

Government;
(b) if so, the total estimated amounts thus held up in Tibet; and
(c) the action Government of India have taken in this regard?

The Deputy Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) Yes, Sir. It is a fact that large sums of money mainly in the form of unpaid debts owing to Indian Traders have been

held up in Tibet due to the unhelpful and obstructive attitude of the Chinese Government.
(b) The amount held up is Rs. 20 lakhs on a rough estimate.
(c) The Government of India have made a series of representations to the Chinese Government requesting for help

in the recovery of these debts but there has so far been no response.
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19 April 1962 Written Answers to Questions

REHABILITATION OF TIBETAN REFUGEES

*18. Shri Birendra Bahadur Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to Unstarred
Question No. 406 on the 24th November, 1961 and state:
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(a) whether possibilities for the rehabilitation of  Tibetan refugees in Madhya Pradesh have since been explored;
(b) if so, who many refugees are proposed to be sent there; and
(c) what arrangements have been made for giving them work in the State?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) Yes.
(b) It is proposed to settle 3000 Tibetan refugees in Madhya Pradesh provided the second site in Sarguja District is

also finally approved.
(c) They will be rehabilitated as agriculturists.
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19 April 1962  Written Answers to Questions

¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÆo ±ÉÉÆo. uäù́ ÉänùÒ:

¸ÉÒ ºÉo SÉÆo ºÉÉ¨ÉxiÉ:

24 ¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ:

¸ÉÒ ¸ÉÒxÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ nùÉºÉ:

¸ÉÒ ¤ÉÉºÉ{ÉÉ:

¸ÉÒ xÉÉlÉ {ÉÉ<Ç: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÉä ÊEòºÉÒ ¦ÉÒ |ÉEòÉ®ú Eäò ¨ÉÉ±É ±ÉÉxÉä ±Éä VÉÉxÉä Eäò +ÉYÉÉ {ÉjÉ näùxÉä ºÉä <xEòÉ®ú Eò®ú

ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ VÉ¤É ÊEò xÉä{ÉÉ±ÉÒ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÉä ªÉä ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉªÉå JÉÖ±Éä °ü{É ¨Éå nùÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ªÉvÉÊ{É ´Éä {ÉÚ®úÉ ¨ÉÉ±É =`öÉxÉä ¨Éå +ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇ ½èþ;

(JÉ) ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ- ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú EòÒ +¤É CªÉÉ ÎºlÉÊiÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå CªÉÉ EòÉä<Ç ºÉÖvÉÉ®ú ½þÉäxÉä EòÒ ºÉÆ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ½éþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ ±ÉI¨ÉÒ ¨ÉäxÉxÉ):

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ! ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå {É®ú ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉÒ {ÉÉ¤ÉÉÆÊnùªÉÉÆ ±ÉMÉÉ nùÒ ½éþ * ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú EÖòUô ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®úÒ VÉÉä

+ºlÉÉªÉÒ °ü{É ºÉä +{ÉxÉÒ nÖùEòÉxÉå ¤ÉÆnù Eò®úxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ªÉÉ]ÖÆõMÉ ±ÉÉè]õ SÉÖEäò ½éþ, =x½åþ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú ¶ÉÖ°ü Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ {ÉjÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊnùªÉä MÉªÉä ½éþ *

nÚùºÉ®äú ÊVÉxÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¨ÉÉ±É ±Éä Ê±ÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, ´Éä =ºÉ ¨ÉÉ±É EòÉ ÊxÉªÉÉÇiÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB +¦ÉÒ +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ {ÉjÉ {ÉÉxÉä EòÉ <ÆiÉWÉÉ®ú Eò®ú

®ú½äþ ½èþ * <ºÉEäò Ê´É{É®úÒiÉ BàºÉä ºÉ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉå ¨Éå xÉä{ÉÉ±ÉÒ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú =x½åþ Ê¤ÉxÉÉ ÊEòºÉÒ ®úÉäEò ]õÉäEò Eäò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä ¨ÉÉ±É iÉlÉÉ ºÉÉäxÉÉ, SÉÉÆnùÒ +Éè®ú

¤É½Öþ̈ ÉÖ±ªÉ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®úÉiÉ ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú ¦ÉäVÉxÉä EòÒ +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ ½èþ * ºÉÆ¦É´É ½èþ ÊEò EÖòUô xÉä{ÉÉ±ÉÒ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÉä ÊVÉiÉxÉÒ EòÒ ¨ÉÉjÉÉ ºÉÉé{ÉÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ =ºÉä ÊxÉ¦ÉÉ ºÉEòxÉä

¨Éå =xÉEòÒ IÉ¨ÉiÉÉ ºÉÒÊ¨ÉiÉ ½þÉä, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ºÉSSÉÉ<Ç ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò =xÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉä xÉÒÊiÉ ¤É®úiÉÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ =ºÉEäò uùÉ®úÉ VÉÉxÉ¤ÉÚZÉ Eò®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú =xEäò ½þÉlÉÉå ¨Éå ®úJÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ *

(JÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå xÉä °üEòÉ´É]õ b÷É±ÉxÉä +Éè®ú ºÉ½þªÉÉäMÉ xÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÉ VÉÉä ®ú´ÉèªÉÉ +{ÉxÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉEòÉ ªÉ½þ xÉiÉÒVÉÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ ÊEò Ê{ÉUô±Éä

iÉÒxÉ ´É¹ÉÉç ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú vÉÒ®äú-vÉÒ®äú Eò¨É ½þÉäiÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ * +ÉVÉEò±É ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉÒÊ¨ÉiÉ ¨ÉÉjÉÉ ¨Éå ½éþ! ªÉÊnù SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÒ =xÉ

°üEòÉ´É]õÉå EòÉä ½þ]õÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ºÉ½þ̈ ÉiÉ ½þÉä VÉÉªÉä VÉÉä =x½þÉåxÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú +Éè®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå {É®ú ±ÉMÉÉ<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú ½þÉ±É EòÒ =xÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ

Ê´É®úÉävÉÒ xÉÒÊiÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¤Énù±É näù VÉÉä 1954 Eäò Eò®úÉ®ú EòÒ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ Eäò Ê´É°üvnù ½èþ iÉÉä <ºÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú ¨Éå Ê¡ò®ú |ÉMÉÊiÉ ½þÉäMÉÒ!  ±ÉäÊEòxÉ <ºÉEòÒ EòÉä<Ç

ºÉÆEäòiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò |ÉÊiÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉä<Ç BèºÉÉ ®ú´ÉèªÉÉ +{ÉxÉÉªÉäMÉÉ *
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2 May 1962  Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES IN MYSORE

485. Shri Basappa: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Tibetan Refugees Camp Maintained at Periyapatna in Mysore State is going on well; and
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(b) whether Dalai Lama who visited this Camp recently has given any suggestions for improvement?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) No, Sir. No particular suggestions were made by him. The Dalai Lama was on the whole pleased with the camp.
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2 May 1962 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN TRADERS IN TIBET

489. Shrimati Maimoona Sultan: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether a number of Indian traders have come to Indian recently after having wounded up their business in Tibet;
(b) if so, how many; and
(c) how many Indian traders still remain in Tibet?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
(a) and (b). As far as Government are aware, five Indian firms have wounded up their business in Tibet and returned

to India in recent months.
 (c) There are 45 Indian traders including those who returned after having earlier wounded up business in Tibet.

However of this number, only 22 are at present allowed to carry on business by the Chinese authorities.
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2 May 1962  Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ
585. ¸ÉÒ {ÉÖ.±ÉÉ.¤ÉÉ°ü{ÉÉ±É:

¸ÉÒ ̈ ÉÖ½þ̈ ¨Énù <Ê±ÉªÉÉºÉ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ̈ Éå +ÉªÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä {É®ú ÊEòiÉxÉÉ °ü{ÉªÉÉ JÉSÉÇ ÊEòªÉÉ

MÉªÉÉ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉ½þÉ +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü): ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä Ê¡ò®ú ºÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä {É®ú, 31 VÉÖ±ÉÉ<Ç

1961 iÉEò EÖò±É 68,72,309 °ü{ÉªÉä JÉSÉÇ ½ÖþB lÉä * =ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉnù EòÒ +´ÉÊvÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä +ÉÆEòcä÷ <Eò]Âõ̀ äö ÊEòªÉä VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ +Éè®ú ªÉlÉÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ºÉnùxÉ EòÉä ¨ÉäVÉ

{É®ú ®úJÉ ÊnùªÉä VÉÉªÉåMÉä *

�����������

9 May 1962 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä xÉÉ]ÂªÉ-¨ÉÆb÷±ÉÒ

655. ¸ÉÒ ¤ÉÉ±É¨ÉÒEòÒ : CªÉÉ ´ÉèYÉÉÊxÉEò +xÉÖºÉxvÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä +ÉB ½ÖþB ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÒ xÉÉ]õ¬-¨ÉÆb÷±ÉÒ ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊnùxÉÉå ºÉä näù¶É EòÉ §É¨ÉhÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(JÉ) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =x½åþ EòÉä<Ç ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ näù ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

´ÉèYÉÉÊxÉEò +xÉÖºÉxvÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÉÆºEÞòÊiÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ½Öþ̈ ÉÉªÉÚxÉ EòÊ¤É®ú):

(Eò) 1961-62 Eäò nùÉè®úÉxÉ nùÉä xÉÉ]õªÉ ¨ÉÆb÷Ê±ÉªÉÉå xÉä näù¶É EòÉ nùÉè®úÉ ÊEòªÉÉ +¨nùÉä-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉxÉ Eò±SÉ®ú±É bÅ÷É¨ÉÉ OÉÖ{É, ¨ÉºÉÚ®úÒ xÉä Eò®úÒ¤É Uô: ¨É½þÒxÉä iÉEò

+Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉxÉ Ê®ú}ªÉÚÊVÉWÉ Eò±SÉ®ú±É BÆb÷ bÅ÷É¨ÉäÊ]õEò-<ÆÎº]õ]õ¬Ú]õ, vÉ¨ÉÇ¶ÉÉ±ÉÉ xÉä Eò®úÒ¤É SÉÉ®ú ¨É½þÒxÉä iÉEò *

(JÉ) {É½þ±ÉÒ xÉÉ]õªÉ ¨ÉÆbÂ÷±ÉÒ EòÉä 9000 °ü{ÉªÉä +Éè®ú nÚùºÉ®úÒ EòÉä 5000 °ü{ÉªÉÉå EòÉ +xÉÖnùÉxÉ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ *
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24 May 1962 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN TRADERS IN TIBET

*1032. Shri Raghunath Singh:
Shri Bishwanath Ray:
Shri D.C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state whether it is a fact that Chinese Officials in

Tibet are dissuading the local Tibetan traders not to purchase unsold goods of Indian merchants in Tibet?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon): Yes, Sir. Various pressures
are being exercised on Tibetans to stop them from trading with Indian merchants.

According to our information, the Chinese authorities in Tibet have warned Tibetans not to barter essential goods
for Indian merchandise. For sometime now they have also been dissuading Tibetans from bartering or selling wool or
other traditional items of export to India to Indian traders. There is thus not much prospect of Indian traders being able
to dispose of their accumulated stocks in Tibet.

Trade prospects have worsened lately because of new tax impositions and controls including a strict ban on all
transactions in Indian currency instituted by the Chinese.

�����������

29 May 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

REHABILITATION OF TIBETAN REFUGEES IN ORISSA

*1134. Shri Maheswar Naik: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether an official of the Central Government visited Orissa to explore the possibilities of rehabilitating the

Tibetan refugees there;
(b) the outcome of his visit;
(c) how many such refugees are expected to be settled there; and
(d) whether the original plan for settling the Tibetan refugees at Dharamsala has undergone a change?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) and (c). The Orissa Government are exploring possibilities of rehabilitating some 5000 Tibetan refugees in Ganjam

district of Orissa.
 (d) There was no plan to settle Tibetan refugees in Dharamsala.

Shri Maheswar Naik: May I know whether the Government have considered the desirability of rehabilitating the
Tibetan refugees in hotter regions and whether it will be convenient for them to settle them in hotter regions?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: The matter has been explained. Our deputy secretary visited the place and had consultation
with the Orissa Government, who have agreed to provide enough land to settle 5,000 Tibetan refugees.

Shri Maheswar Naik: May I know whether the attention of the minister has been drawn to the news report published
today in the Hindustan Times to the effect that Tibetan refugees are sneaking into West Bengal in large numbers,
whether it is a fact and what action is being taken?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: I have seen the report, but I do not know anything more about it.

Hari Vishnu Kamath: Has the Dalai Lama, in his capacity as the former head of the Tibetan State made any substantial
contribution towards the cost of rehabilitation of Tibetan refugees in India and if so, how much he has contributed
approximately or at least what proportion does his contribution bear to the total cost of the rehabilitation of the
Tibetan refugees in India?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru): The Dalai Lama has contributed to some extent to the rehabilitation of the Tibetan children and in Dharamsala
or wherever he is at the present moment, a large number of children are accumulated. In fact, they are thinking of
opening a children’s village to some extent after the lines of the famous children’s village in Switzerland-Pestalozzi. But
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I could not possibly say what proportion his contribution bears to the total cost; I should imagine that the proportion
is relatively a small one.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: CªÉÉ ¨É½þÉ¨ÉÉxªÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ +lÉ´ÉÉ =xÉEäò |ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉªÉÉå xÉä =ºÉ ºlÉÉxÉ EòÉ º´ÉÆªÉ ÊxÉ®úÒIÉhÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ, iÉÉÊEò Eò½þÓ BàºÉÉ ½þÉä ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ

¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ =ºÉä {ÉºÉxnù xÉ Eò®åú?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: VÉ¤É EòÉä<Ç ºlÉÉxÉ SÉÖxÉxÉä EòÒ ÊºÉ¡òÉÊ®ú¶É ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ, iÉÉä ´É½þÉÆ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ VÉÒ Eäò EòÉä<Ç xÉ EòÉä<Ç |ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉ VÉÉiÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú näùJÉiÉä ½èþ

+Éè®ú =xÉEòÒ ºÉ±ÉÉ½þ ºÉä ºlÉÉxÉ SÉÖxÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ *

¸ÉÒ ºÉ®úVÉÚ {ÉÉhbä÷ªÉ: <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ÊEòiÉxÉä ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ¨ÉÉäVÉÚnù ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉ {É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ÊEòiÉxÉÉ {ÉèºÉÉ JÉSÉÇ Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ *

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ¨Éé <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ iÉÉä xÉ½þÓ ¤ÉiÉÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ =xÉEòÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ {ÉÚ®úÒ ÊVÉ¨¨ÉänùÉ®úÒ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ½èþ * <ºÉ ÊºÉ±ÉÊºÉ±Éä ¨Éå VÉÉä EÖòUô =ÊSÉiÉ

ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ JÉSÉÇ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú JÉSÉÇ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ *

VÉèºÉÉ ÊEò +¦ÉÒ Eò½þÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉ¨Éå nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ VÉÒ xÉä JÉÖnù ½þÒ EÖòUô ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ nùÒ ½èþ * EÖòUô +Éè®ú näù¶ÉÉå ºÉä +Éº]ÅäõÊ±ÉªÉÉ, xªÉÚVÉÒ±Éähb÷ +Éè®ú +¨É®úÒEòÉ

ºÉä ¦ÉÒ ½þ̈ Éå ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ Ê¨É±ÉÒ ½èþ *

Shri P.K. Deo: May I know if the cost of the rehabilitation of the 5,000 refugees in my State will be borne by the
Government of India, or by the State Government?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: By us completely, Sir.
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29 May 1962  Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEE AT KALIMPONG

*1158. Shri Hem Barua: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that Lhasa Radio broadcast on the 15th May, 1962 accused India of encouraging Tibetan refugees

in Kalimpong, West Bengal to indulge in political activities against Tibet and China; and
(b) if so, whether this allegation is corroborated by facts?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) Yes, Sir. Lhasa Radio repeating a Peking Radio broadcast on the 15th May, 1962, is reported to have said that “the

Indian Government has allowed a batch of Tibetan fugitives to carry out subversive activities against China’s Tibet
in Kalimpong and other places in India.”

(b) The allegation has no relation to facts and is just part of baseless Chinese propaganda against India. Tibetans who
fled from their homes and sought asylum in India have unpleasant memories of happenings in Tibet, but, wherever
they are settled in India, they have been discouraged by Government from indulging in political activities. Tibetan
refugees in this country have been peaceful and law-abiding and have not indulged in subversive activities of any
kind.
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6 June 1962 Written Answers to Questions

REHABILITATION OF TIBETAN REFUGEES IN LADAKH

2685. Shri Surendra Pal Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether there is a proposal to rehabilitate some Tibetan refugees in Ladakh;
(b) if so, the details of the scheme;
(c) the number of families likely to be sent there in the first instance?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
(a) Yes, Sir.
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(b) There are some 4000 Tibetan refugees in Ladakh. A majority of them brought along with theme a large number of
cattle. The J&K Government are exploring possibilities of settling as many of these refugees in Ladakh itself. A
beginning has been made with a modest scheme at Stakna, some 15 miles from Leh, where it is proposed to settle
50-100 families on 150 acres of land.

(c) It is not proposed to send Tibetan refugees from outside the State of J&K for settlement in Ladakh.

�����������

6 June 1962 Written Answers to Questions

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTERS OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

Expiry of Indo-Tibetan Agreement and The Closing of Chinese Trade Missions in India

Shri Mohsin (Dharwar South): Sir, under rule 197, I beg to call the attention of the hon. Prime Minister to the
following matter of urgent public importance and I request that he may make a statement thereon:

“The expiry of the Indo-Tibetan Agreement 1954 with China and the closing of Chinese trade missions in India.”

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru): As the House is aware, we have, since the beginning of December 1961, been in correspondence with the
Government of People’s Republic of China to find a dependable basis for negotiations between the two Governments
in order to reach a new agreement in place of the Sino-Indian Agreement of 1954 which was due to expire on the 3rd

June 1962. In our correspondence, we urged upon the Chinese Government for the necessity of laying a proper
foundation and creating a favourable atmosphere for fresh negotiations between the two countries and suggested that,
as a first step, the Chinese Government should, with a view to creating the proper atmosphere, withdraw their forces
from Indian territory and restore the territorial status quo as it existed at the time of the signing of the 1954 Agreement.
While these exchanges were continuing, the Chinese Government informed us on the 23rd May, through their Charge d’
Affaires in Delhi, of their decision to recall their Trade Agencies in Calcutta and Kalimpong and asked for requisite
facilities for the withdrawal of these Agencies. The Foreign Secretary assured the Chinese Charge d’ Affaires that
necessary facilities will be accorded. Foreign Secretary also added that the Government of India will be taking a decision
on the winding up of Indian Trade Agencies in Tibet on a reciprocal basis and will request the Chinese Government to
give necessary facilities.

We received a report that the Chinese Trade Agency at Kalimpong had started moving out on the 27th May. A later
report, indicated that the officials of the Chinese Trade Agencies at Calcutta and Kalimpong had left India on the 1st June.
The Chinese Embassy had informed us some time back that they had only two Trade Agencies at Kalimpong and
Calcutta and there was one Trade Agency in New Delhi. The Chinese Embassy informed us after the withdrawal of the
Agency at Kalimpong that the property and buildings of the Trade Agency at Kalimpong have been placed in charge of
their Consul-General at Calcutta.

We informed the Chinese Charge d’ Affaires on the 30th May, of our decision on withdrawal of our Trade Agency at
Gyantse by 10th June and our Trade Agency at Yatung by the 15th June, and asked for facilities for the Trade Agencies to
pack, crate and transfer records and stores.  As regard to the third Trade Agent who used to visit Gartok, we asked for
facilities for him to visit Western Tibet as soon as the Lipulekh Pass was open so that he could wind up his Mission. We
told the Charge d’ Affaires that none of our Trade Agents will be functioning as such with effect from the 3rd June, but
they will take some time to move out with their records and stores and asked that certain administrative facilities be
given to the Trade Agents till the date of withdrawal. We also informed the Chinese Charge d’ Affaires that we intended
to place our property and buildings at Yatung in charge of our Consul General at Lhasa who would keep a small
maintenance staff there and convert the place into a hostel for the use of our countries and officials proceeding to or
returning from Lhasa. The Chinese government have asked that the withdrawal of the Indian Trade Agencies in Tibet
should be completed within a month. They have also stated that reasonable facilities will be guaranteed for such withdrawal.
They have, however, regretted their inability to grant certain administrative facilities, like communications in cipher, with
the Government of India until the date of the withdrawal of the Trade Agencies.

Apart from the withdrawal of the Trade Agencies of the two countries provided in the 1954 Agreement, the
immediate consequence of the termination of the 1954 Agreement will be the termination of the facilities provided in
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the Agreement for trade and intercourse between India and the Tibet region of China. Such trade and intercourse in
future will, to the extent permitted by each side, be regulated by national laws and regulations of the countries concerned.

Shri Mohsin: What will be the effect of the closure of these trade agencies in both the countries on our trade and
commerce specially in regard to exports and imports of our country?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Obviously, the effect will be that such small trade as was carried on will be reduced still
further.

Shri P. K. Deo (Kalahandi): Consequent upon the expiry of the Indo-Tibetan Agreement of 1954, it is learnt that
Indian traders in Tibet are winding up their business. May I know if the Government are taking steps for the transfer of
their assets to this country?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: There has been some correspondence about that. The House would have noticed, when I
read out, certain facilities for withdrawal etc. That will be part of those facilities that we have asked for.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hoshangabad): In view of the fact that the 1954 Agreement had an Appendix embodying
what has since come to be known as the doctrine of Panchsheel in international relations, it having been enunciated for
the first time in that context in modern history, may I ask whether the scrapping of this 1954 Trade Agreement will
entail, as a regrettable consequence thereof, the snapping of the Panchsheel tie between India and China as well?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Those principles embodied in what is called the Panchsheel agreement are basic principles
which remain, whether anybody breaks them or not. So far as we are concerned, we shall try to abide by them in the
changed circumstances. I do not know how far it will be possible altogether to act up to them. But we do not propose
to contravene them unless we are compelled to do so.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Unilaterally we will stick to them?

Mr. Speaker: Papers to be laid on the Table.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: It is bilateral, it is a two-way traffic.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. Papers to be laid on the Table.

�����������

11 June 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

TRADE WITH TIBET

*1398. Shri P.K. Deo:
Shri Indrajit Gupta:
Shri D.C. Sharma:
Shri Sarjoo Pandey: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the total value of trade between India and Tibet has actually increased in the first quarter
of 1962 as compared with 1961; and

(b) if so, whether this was due to some relaxation of the earlier restrictions imposed on such trade?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir. The total value of trade between India and Tibet did increase in the first quarter of 1962 relative to the

value of trade in the first quarter of 1961.
(b) This was not due to any relaxation of earlier restrictions imposed on this trade. The increase in exports was

almost entirely due to the anxiety on the part of traders on both sides to complete as many transactions as
possible before the expiry on the 2nd June, 1962 of the 1954 Agreement on Trade and Intercourse between India
and the Tibet region of China.

Shri P.K. Deo: The other day in reply to an earlier question on the subject the hon. Prime Minister said that attempts
were being made for the transfer of the assets of the Indian traders who were winding up their business in Tibet. May
I know what steps have been taken in this regard in the mean time?
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Shri Dinesh Singh: All their assets are being wound up and arrangements are being made with the Chinese Government
to allow them to bring their assets back to India.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether it is a fact that the Indian businessmen had to sell their goods that were lying
unsold for a long time even by sustaining losses because of this trade agreement being withdrawn and all that?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru): I do not know; it may have been so. When we have to sell suddenly, there is a risk of losing.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Is it a fact that in recent months the Chinese authorities in Tibet have warned not only
Tibetans but also Nepalese against any trade dealings with Indians there?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Do not know?

Shri Sham Lal Saraf: May I know if wool and pashmina happen to be two commodities that began pouring into India
from Tibet in this trade?

Shri Dinesh Singh: We used to import wool.

Shri Sham Lal Saraf: Pashmina also?

Shri Dinesh Singh: Yes, pashmina also.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä +¦ÉÒ EÖòUô ÊnùxÉ {É½þ±Éä ´ÉHò´ªÉ näùiÉä ½ÖþB ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉxÉä SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä ªÉ½þ Eò½þÉ ½èþ ÊEò

MÉÆiÉÉäEò ÎºlÉiÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ´ÉÉÊhÉVªÉnÚùiÉ ]Åäõb÷ BVÉå]õ EòÉä EÖòUô ÊnùxÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä {ÉÎ¶SÉ¨ÉÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉxÉä EòÒ <VÉÉWÉiÉ nùÒ VÉÉªÉ, iÉÉÊEò ´É½þ ´É½þÉÆ ºÉä ºÉÉ¨ÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú

Ê®úEòÉb÷VÉÇ EòÉä ±ÉÉxÉä EòÒ ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ Eò®ú ºÉEåò * +iÉ: ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä =xÉEòÒ {Éä¶ÉEò¶É EòÉä º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®ú Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½èþ *

¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ: <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå +¦ÉÒ SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ ½èþ *

Shri Vidya Charan Shukla: Does Government propose to give any relief to the Indian traders who are affected by
this closure of trade with Tibet?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: No, Sir, I think they have done rather well in the past.

Shri P.K. Deo: May I know whether consequent to the closure of our trade missions the Indian officials are finding it
difficult to transport their Tibetan wives with whom they got married there?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: They are not Indian officers but local Tibetans who serve us. There is some difficulty about the
wives.
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11 June 1962 Written Answers to Questions

INFLUX OF TIBETAN REFUGEES INTO DARJEELING

*1403. Shri P.C. Borooah:
Shri Shree Narayan Das:
Shri D.C. Sharma:
Shri Surendra Pal Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that a considerable number of Tibetan refugees have lately sneaked into Darjeeling;
(b) if so, whether State Government concerned have sought the advice of the Central Government to tackle the

situation in view of the impending heavy influx of refugees; and
(c) action taken by the Center?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) and (c). Do not arise.

�����������
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16 June 1962  Written Answers to Questions

DIFFICULTIES EXPERIENCED BY THE INDIAN TRADERS IN TIBET

Shri Niranjan Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government are aware that the Indian traders who were disposing of their merchandise before the

expiry of the trade agreement with Tibet experienced difficulties; and
(b) if so, what steps Government took to help these traders?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
(a) Yes, Sir. The Chinese authorities in Tibet have imposed additional restrictions, on the eve of the expiry of the Trade

Agreement to make it difficult for Indian traders to dispose of their merchandise. They have warned local Tibetans
not to enter into barter agreements with Indian traders, and have further dissuaded them from bartering or
selling wool and other traditional items to Indian traders. A month before the expiry of the trade Agreement, the
Chinese authorities announced a new Customs Regulations imposing fresh duties on the trade. They have also
prohibited all transactions in Indian currency and have severely restricted trade remittances.

(b) The Government of India have always urged the rights of Indian traders under the terms of the 1954 Agreement
on Trade and Intercourse between India and Tibet region of China. The Chinese authorities have, however, continued
throughout to maintain an uncooperative attitude in this regard. Moreover, the protection of the 1954 Agreement
is no longer available to our traders from the date of its expiry, viz, the 2nd June, 1962.
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19 June 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*1540. Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath:
Shri Krishna Deo Tripathi: Will the Prime Minster be pleased to state:

(a) the total number of Tibetan refugees in India at present;
(b) the efforts and arrangements made by Government for providing them relief, employment and educational facilities;

and
(c) the contribution, financial and otherwise made by the Dalai Lama himself towards the rehabilitation of these

refugees?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) Approximately 32,300.
(b) Government of India is providing food, clothing, accommodation and other necessities to all Tibetan refugees.

About 8,000 persons have been or are in the process of being permanently rehabilitated on land. Majority of the
remaining able-bodied workers are employed on road works. Residential and Day schools have been opened for
the children according to requirements.

(c) The Dalai Lama has made some contribution towards some of the welfare activities for Tibetan refugees.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: How many refugee camps are there all over the country, and could we know the names
of the places where they are situated?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru): I could not give all the names of the camps, but the permanent rehabilitations are in Mysore—a camp of about
3,000 now but it is expected to have more. That is a regular colony of Tibetan refugees established there. It is proposed
to have some more colonies, perhaps one in Orissa, perhaps one in Uttar Pradesh. We have to be careful about the
climate of the place because a very hot climate will not suit the Tibetans. Then in NEFA there is a camp. The Dalai Lama
himself lives in Dalhousie, and a fairly large number of Tibetan children have gathered round him, that is, the parents leave
them there feeling rather assured that the Dalai Lama would look after them. The burden is rather heavy. It is now
proposed to have a children’s village somewhat after the fashion of the Swiss children’s village which they had after the
War, Pestalozzi I think. That is being thought of. And then there are a number of people in Ladakh, and there are people
working, young Tibetans working on roads in various places.
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Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Have any reports reached Government that in the past some Chinese spies or agents have
infiltrated along with the Tibetan refugees into India, and if so, has there been any screening on the part of Government
before refugees are admitted into India?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: There is some attempted screening. I am not sure it is always wholly successful, but there has
been screening and some people have been separated from others.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: On grounds stated by me?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Yes.

Shri Indrajit Gupta: Is it the intention of the Government that these rehabilitation measures should be carried out in
such a way that these refugees are to gradually become Indian citizens?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: There is no attempt to make them Indian citizens. They may, of course, if they fulfill the
qualifications, become Indian citizens, but the main object is to treat them as Tibetans with Tibetan language, Tibetan
culture, Tibetan religion etc. In addition, of course, they learn Hindi, and sometimes, may be, a little English.

Dr. M. S. Aney: Are they required to live in specified colonies, or are they permitted to go anywhere there like?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not quite know. In a sense it is open to them to go anywhere they like, but it is very
difficult for them to do so because of the difficulty of language and other things. They just can’t do it.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether the attention of the Government has been drawn to the fact of China
launching a systematic campaign through cinema slides, lectures, radio broadcasts….

Mr. Speaker: He ought to come to the question.

Shri Hem Barua: ….depicting the so-called horrid conditions of life and the hard work to which the Tibetan refugees
in the country are supposed to subjected to and….

Mr. Speaker: He should come straight to the question.

Shri Hem Barua: Yes, Sir: if so whether the Government have launched a counter-campaign to nail this Chinese lie to
the coffin?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am sorry it is difficult to grasp the hon. Member’s questions; the preamble is too long. We
have started no such campaign here.

Shri Hem Barua: My question was whether Government was aware of it.

Mr. Speaker: No counter-campaign has been launched; answer has been given.

Shri Bade: Is there any autonomous society by which education is given to the Tibetan students and of which the
President is the Education Minister and if so, what is the amount spent by the society for the Tibetan students?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: What society?

Shri Bade: It is a non-Government institution. It is said here that an autonomous society registered under the societies
registration act has been formed to arrange for the provision of educational facilities for the children of displaced
Tibetans. I am asking: what is the amount spent and what is the grant to the society?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I know only of one society: Tibetan Refugees Aid Society, of which, I think, Acharya Kripalani
is the Chairman; I do not know of any other.

Shri Bade: It is written here that Education Minister is the Chairman of the Society. Dalai Lama is a member.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: In regard to students we have been particularly anxious to provide schools for the children
and the Educational Minister is always consulted; in fact he decides a great deal about it. I do not know if some special
or sub-committee is there and whether he is a member of that committee for this purpose.

But the Tibetan Refugees Aid Society has nothing to do with Government except that it is in touch with Government.



INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES 163

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ ¨Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <iÉxÉä |ÉªÉixÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚnù ¦ÉÒ BàºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ½èþ VÉÉä ]ÅõÉÆÊVÉ]õ Eäò¨{ÉÉå ¨Éå {Écä÷ ½ÖþB ½èþ

+Éè®ú näù® ºÉä näù®ú Eò¤É iÉEò =xÉEòÉä {ÉÚ®úÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ¤ÉºÉÉB VÉÉxÉä EòÒ =¨¨ÉÒnù EòÒ VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ̈ Éä®úÒ ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ̈ Éå xÉ½þÓ +ÉªÉÉ * ̈ Éé xÉä +¦ÉÒ xÉ¨¤É®ú ÊnùªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ¶ÉÉªÉnù 32 ½þWÉÉ®ú ½èþ ́ É½þ EÖò±É, +Éè®ú ́ É½þ ®ú½åþMÉä! =xÉEòÉä ̈ Énùnù Eò®úxÉä

EòÒ EòÉä<Ç iÉÉ®úÒJÉ ¨ÉÖEò®Çú®ú xÉ½þÓ EòÒ MÉªÉÒ ½èþ! VÉ¤É iÉEò =xÉEòÉä VÉ°ü®úiÉ ½þÉäMÉÒ =xÉEòÉä ¨Énùnù nùÒ VÉÉBMÉÒ *

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¨Éä®úÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É ªÉ½þ lÉÉ ÊEò ÊVÉxÉEòÒ ºlÉÉªÉÒ °ü{É ºÉä ¤ÉºÉÉªÉä VÉÉ SÉÖEòÉ ½èþ =xÉEäò +±ÉÉ´ÉÉ EÖòUô BàºÉä ½èþ VÉÉä +¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ]ÅõÉÆÊVÉ]õ Eèò¨{ÉÉå ¨Éå {Écä

½ÖþB ½éþ * =xÉEòÒ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ JÉ®úÉ¤É ½è þ* ¨Éé =xÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ lÉÉ *

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ¨Éé xÉ½þÓ VÉÉxÉiÉÉ ÊEò ÊEòiÉxÉä Eäò¨{ÉÉå ¨Éå {Écä ½éþ * ÊºÉ´ÉÉªÉ =xÉEäò VÉÉä xÉB +ÉB ½þÉÆä +Éè®ú ]ÅõÉÆÊVÉ]õ Eäò¨{É ¨Éå ½þÉäÆ <xÉ Eäò¨{É ´ÉÉ±ÉÉå EòÉä

¦ÉÒ EÖòUô EòÉ¨É ´ÉMÉè®ú½þ ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ *

Shri Nath Pal: Is any aid being received from any country abroad for the rehabilitation of these refugees and, if so, the
name of the countries and the amount of aid? Secondly, is it the policy of Government to allow Tibetan children to be
adopted by foreign parents?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I cannot give the exact figures of the sum of aid received by the Government. The Government
of New Zealand is aiding and the Government of Australia also gave some amount. Switzerland sent something as well,
I believe, the United Kingdom government. From the United States, I believe they have helped the unofficial committee
and to some extent medicines and other things have been sent.

Shri Nath Pal: Is Government encouraging any such adoption of Tibetan children by foreign parents and, if so, how
many such children have gone so far?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We have not encouraged any such adoption. About twenty or so children were taken away
with some of their parents to Switzerland by some organization in Switzerland. Perhaps they are in the children’s village
there. I have not heard anything about adoption.

Mr. Speaker: Next question.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: What about allowing one more supplementary to the main questioner?

Mr. Speaker: I have already allowed two.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: You normally allow three.
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19 June 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

EMPLOYEES OF THE INDIAN TRADE AGENCY AT YATUNG

S.N.Q. 19. Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Chinese authorities in Tibet have arrested some persons employed in the Indian Trade Agency at

Yatung;
(b) if so, how many; and
(c) the reasons therefore?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b)  The following arrests were made by the Chinese at Yatung on the night of 4th June 1962:-
(1) 2 local employees of our Trade Agency at Yatung and 4 members of their families;
(2) wives of 2 other local employees at Yatung;
(3) Tibetan wife of an India protected person (Sikkimese) employed at Yatung.
(c) It seems that the persons mentioned were arrested as they were trying to escape to India.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Have all the three trade agencies of India, at Yatung, Gyantse and Gartok, been closed since
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the 1954 trade agreement lapsed?

Shrmati Lakshmi Menon: Yes.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Is it a fact that there were a large number of Tibetan employees in the three Indian trade
agencies at Yatung, Gyantse and Gartok? If so, is it a fact that most of the Tibetan employees have been arrested and
deported to unknown destinations and Indians among the employees have been insulted and humiliated beyond measure
by the Chinese authorities in Tibet?

The Prime Minister, Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
I have not heard of any particular insult being offered to the Indian employees…

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: It was in the papers.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: As the Tibetan employees were being considered as Chinese citizens, possibly pressure was
brought to bear upon them. A member of them disappeared from the Indian Missions at Gyantse and…

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Gartok.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Not Gartok, but Yatung. In Gartok, there was no permanent Mission. It was wandering.

Shri Nath Pal: Disappeared or kidnapped?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: A number of them disappeared. The Chinese authorities demanded an explanation from the
Indian Mission as to where they had gone. It is evident, or one can presume, that they had disappeared because they
wanted to escape possibly to India or any other place. We know nothing about it. They simply disappeared. One, I am
reminded by my hon. colleague, committed suicide. That is what happened.

In regard to the wives of the other employees, they are also according to Chinese law, are Chinese citizens. It is
possible that they might be allowed to come to India with their husbands, but, according to the Chinese again, only after
they have been admitted that they are Chinese and had got the requisite papers etc, and taken permission. They do not
automatically accompany their husbands.

Shri Nath Pal: Is it not a well-established international convention that when such missions are closed, their staff,
whatever the nationality, are accorded safe conduct to destinations of their choice? If so, has not China violated that
convention in arresting these personnel?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know whom they have arrested yet, but I am not sure about the international
convention about people of the same nationality. I am not sure of that at all. Of course, people ought to be accorded
every facility to go away, but where the people belong to the country where the mission is situated, they are of that
nationality, them it is doubtful what the rights and wrongs are.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether government have lodged any protest with China over these unhappy incidents;
if so, whether the Government expect a reply from China calling us liars again?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Hem Barua: They will call us liars.

Mr. Speaker: They may call that, but this is not the question.

Shri Hem Barua: In “China Today” in the 24th issue they have done so.

Mr. Speaker: Unnecessarily he is putting some objectives and making inferences that are not warranted. During the
Question Hour at least that should not be done.

Shri Nath Pal: May I ask one thing, arising out of the reply he gave? It is quite true that a country has the right to arrest
its own nationals, but it is customary to hand over a list of persons whom we regard as part of the staff and in that case
they are covered by immunity too. May I know from the Prime Minister whether these persons were covered by such
immunity or not?
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not think all of them were covered. Usually there are two or three lists. One is that of
diplomatic immunity, the others are just staff, they do not have diplomatic immunity. Thirdly, local people who are
engaged are not covered at all by any immunity.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Has Government received any report, or is there any evidences to show, that the action
taken by the Chinese authorities in Tibet is part of a set policy on their part to liquidate Tibetan friends of India and
squeeze the last Indians out of Tibet?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Which section the hon. Member refers to?

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: These arrests are made.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know if a single arrest has been made. I do not know if any arrests have been made.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: That is what I had asked in the previous question, whether there had been any arrests.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The hon. Member repeatedly refers to arrests. I do not know of any arrests in this connection.

Shri Hem Barua: One  point of personal explanation, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: I am sorry.
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19 June 1962 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

3456. Shri Dharmalingam: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) the amount spent so far on the Tibetan Refugees for giving them training in the different Small Industries Service

Institutes;
(b) the nature of preference given to them;
(c) whether any preferences is given to the displaced persons from Ceylon and Burma; and
(d) if not, the reasons, therefore?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
(a) Rs. 1,51,203/-
(b) Educational requirements for admission to Small Industries Service Institutes were relaxed. To overcome the

language difficulty, Hindi teachers/interpreters were also provided with each batch.
(c) and (d). The Government of Madras gave preference to repatriates from Ceylon seeking admission into training

centers. The State Government also give loans, lands and Ambar Charkhas etc. to these repatriates to enable them
to start small industries or to carry on their avocations in India.

No consideration has yet been given by either the Government of India or any of the State Governments for giving
such preference to Indians returning from Bhutan in similar circumstances, as their number is very small.
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19 June 1962 Written Answers to Questions

REHABILITATION OF TIBETANS REFUGEES IN NEFA

3464. Shri P.C. Borooah: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether the North East Frontier Agency Administration has drafted a programmed for the permanent rehabilitation

of 5,000 Tibetan refugees in NEFA; and
(b) if so, what are the broad outlines of the scheme?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
(a) Yes, Sir.
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(b) The Scheme envisages settlement of 5,000 Tibetan refugees on land in various frontier divisions of NEFA in self-
contained villages of about 75 families each with necessary medical, educational and other facilities.
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22 June 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

TIBETANS WIVES OF THE EMPLOYEES OF INDIAN TRADE AGENCIES IN TIBET

*1634. Shri P.C. Borooah: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that Chinese authorities in Tibet have refused to permit the Tibetan wives and children of

several Indian and Sikkimese employees of the Indian Trade Agencies to accompany their husbands and fathers to
India;

(b) if so, how many persons have been denied permission; and
(c) what action has been taken by Government in the matter?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) No, Sir. The Chinese authorities insist that the Tibetan wives of Indian and Sikkimese employees of our Trade

Agencies in Tibet are Chinese citizens. As such they should hold Chinese passports and observe formalities
required under Chinese immigration laws before they are permitted to accompany their husbands who are
returning to India. There is no clear indication yet whether these Tibetan wives will be permitted to leave for India.

(b) Six Tibetan women are involved.
(c) We had requested the Chinese Government to permit these women to accompany their husbands to India on

compassionate grounds. A further approach to the Chinese Government will be made in this behalf if necessary.

Shri P.C. Borooah: How many total families have been affected by this decision of the Chinese authorities and how
many have returned to India without their wives?

Mr. Speaker: It has been answered. None has returned.

Dr. L.M. Singhvi: Are Government in agreement with the view that this constitutes a violation of the human rights of
these husbands whose wives have been denied to them? If so, what do they intend to do to establish these human rights
for these husbands?

The Prime Minister, Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
I am not aware that this is mentioned in the human rights Charter specifically.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: The Prime Minister answering a question in the House on the 19th of this month—I am
reading from the transcript—said that he does not know of any arrests of Tibetan employees in these trade agencies,
while earlier on the same day his colleague, the Minister of State, Shrimati Lakshmi Menon, detailed five arrests of
Tibetan employees including one of the wives of the employees. Which would be correct?

Mr. Speaker: About this question?

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Because they refer to Tibetan employees.

Mr. Speaker: Only the wives are not allowed to accompany their husbands.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Because they have been arrested, they cannot accompany their husbands.

Mr. Speaker: He wants to know whether the wives have been arrested?

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Yes.

Mr. Speaker: That is not answered.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Because she was arrested, therefore, she could not accompany her husband.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am not aware of the wives being arrested, nor have the Chinese definitely said that they
cannot accompany their husbands. All that they have said is that they are Chinese nationals, that they must abide by
Chinese regulations. It may be that after they have got their passports etc. they may be permitted to come, or it may be
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that they may not be allowed to come. It cannot be definitely said either way.

As to who has been arrested and when, I confess I cannot straightway say anything about that. But my impression is
that in this particular case, very few arrests have been made.

Shri Priya Gupta: Will the hon. Prime Minister kindly state if in such cases only bachelors will be posted in such
stations or before marriage the credentials of the brides will be obtained from the Governments of the countries where
they are posted?

Mr. Speaker: It is a suggestion.

P.C. Borooah: Have government got a proposal to assure the Chinese Government that these wives when they are
brought here would be allowed to continue their Chinese nationality.

Shri Dinesh Singh: That question does not arise. The Chinese treat them as their citizens and they will continue to be
so treated till they change their nationality.
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22 June 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

SÉÒxÉ uùÉ®úÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ ¨ÉÖ̀ ö¦Éäb÷ EòÒ vÉ¨ÉEòÒ

1637. ¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ:

¸ÉÒ |Éo SÉÆo ¤É¯û+É : CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò

Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ xÉä 2 VÉÚxÉ 1962 EòÉä {ÉäËEòMÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ®úÉVÉnÚùiÉÉ´ÉÉºÉ EòÉä BEò xÉÉä]õ ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉ¨Éå =ºÉxÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä SÉäiÉÉ´ÉxÉÒ

nùÒ ½èþ ÊEò nùÉäxÉÉå näù¶ÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ ÊEòºÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ ¨ÉÖ̀ ö¦Éäb÷ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <ºÉ {É® ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ CªÉÉ |ÉÊiÉÊGòªÉÉ ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ={É¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ)

Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ * ½þ̈ ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä 24 ¨É<Ç 1962 Eäò ÊVÉºÉ xÉÉä]õ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ |ÉºiÉÉ´É ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò nùÉäxÉÉå {ÉIÉ ±ÉqùÉJÉ Eäò Ê´É´ÉÉnùOÉºiÉ IÉäjÉ ºÉä {ÉÒUäô ½þ]õ VÉÉªÉä,

=ºÉä ®úqù Eò®úiÉä ½ÖþB SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä +{ÉxÉä 2 VÉÚxÉ 1962 Eäò xÉÉä]õ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ vÉ¨ÉEòÒ nùÒ ½è *
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22 June 1962 Written Answers to Questions

DEATH OF LADAKHI LAMAS IN TIBET

*1638. Shri D.C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that several Buddhist Lamas of Ladakh detained in Tibet had died in Chinese concentration

camps;
(b) whether it is also a fact that several Ladakhi lamas have been recruited by the Chinese concentration camps;
(c) whether it is also a fact that these lamas are being victimized because they had refused to play into the hands of

the Chinese against India; and
(d) if so, the action proposed to be taken in the matter?

The Deputy Minster in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) We do not know whether any Ladakhi Lama died in Chinese detention in Tibet.
(b) Although we have no precise information, we understand that most of these Ladakhi Lamas were pressed into

road construction. Ladakhi Lamas who returned from Tibet in 1960-1961 reported that they were forced to do
road construction work and engage in other forms of hard labour by the Chinese authorities.

(c) We understand that some Ladakhi Lamas were treated harshly in jail as they refused to cooperate with the
Chinese in their activities against India.
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(d) We represented to the Chinese Government for the release of all Ladakhi Lamas under detention in Tibet.
According to our information, most of them have come away to India. There are a few still left in Tibet but we do
not have precise information about them. Whenever a case comes to the notice of our Consul General, he takes
it up with the Foreign Bureau in Lhasa and tries to secure the release and return of the lama to India.
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22 June 1962 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEE CAMPS

3840. Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Tibetan refugee camps at Buxa and Dalhousie are the exclusive responsibility of Government;
(b) whether any person has suggested through medium of the international Buddhist News Forum, Rangoon, that

those camps are centers of the Tibetan Friendships Group, New Delhi; and appealed in the name of that Group,
and funds; and

(c) if so, the action taken by Government in the matter in order to check such undesirable and fraudulent activity?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) The government have seen the article referred to which gives a misleading impression about the control of these

camps.
(c) The writer of the article in question was warned not to send out such misleading reports in future.
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6 August 1962  Oral Answers to Questions

COURIER SERVICE BETWEEN LHASA AND NATHU LA

*5. Shri D.C. Sharma:
Shri Bibhuti Mishra: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that Government of India are negotiating a new agreement with the Chinese Government for
operating a courier service between Lhasa (Tibet) and Nathu La in Sikkim to maintain diplomatic communication;
and

(b) if so, the outcome of the negotiations?

The Deputy Minster in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) These negotiations have been concluded and a contract specifying the terms of the courier service was signed in

Lhasa on the 17th July, 1962.

Shri D.C. Sharma: May I know what the terms of this agreement are and how they are going to benefit both the
countries?

Shri Dinesh Singh: According to our agreement, the Chinese Government will provide the transport from certain
part of our border to Lhasa for the payment we shall make to them.

Shri D.C. Sharma: Should I take it that before their courier service was established there was no channel of diplomatic
communication between Lhasa and our country and if so what happened then?

Mr. Speaker: What was the previous arrangement for this purpose?

Shri Dinesh Singh: The same thing.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ, ªÉ½þ iÉÉä xÉªÉÉ Eò®úÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ <ºÉ {É®ú Eò¤É ºÉä +¨É±É ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉBMÉÉ:

¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ: <ºÉ {É®ú ´ÉHò +¨É±É ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ *
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Shri Sham Lal Saraf: May I know if this courier service is meant exclusively for diplomatic services alone?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru): Yes, Normally courier service is meant for the diplomatic bags and articles.

¸ÉÒ EòÉÆ¶ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É MÉÖ{iÉ: CªÉÉ {É½þ±Éä BOÉÒ¨Éå]õ +Éè®ú <ºÉ BOÉÒ¨Éå]õ ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç Ê´É¶Éä¹É ¡òEÇò ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ: VÉÒ ½þÉÆ, {É½þ±Éä VÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ EòÉäÊ®úªÉ®ú ºÉÌ´ÉºÉ lÉÒ ´É½þ ½þ®ú ½þ}iÉä VÉÉªÉÉ Eò®úiÉÒ lÉÒ +¤É ªÉ½þ ½þ®ú {Éxpù½þ́ Éå ÊnùxÉ VÉÉªÉÉ Eò®äúMÉÒ* {É½þ±Éä ªÉ½þÉÆ ºÉä

EÖòUô nÚù®ú iÉEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ¨ªÉÚ±ºÉ ´ÉMÉè®ú½þ VÉÉiÉä lÉä +¤É ¤ÉÉäbÇ÷®ú ºÉä =xÉEäò ¨ªÉÚ±ºÉ VÉÉBMÉä *
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6 August 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

INDIAN CONSUL-GENERAL IN LHASA

*8. Shri Hem Barua
Shri Surendra Pal Singh:
Shri Nath Pal:
Shri Harish Chandra Mathur:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri:
Shri Yalamanda Reddy:
Shri Raghunath Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the Chinese authorities in Lhasa have refused continuation of wireless communication
facilities to the Indian Consul-General in Lhasa; and

(b) if so, Government’s reaction thereto?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) The Government of India represented to the Chinese Government against their arbitrary decision to close down

this link which had been functioning since 1936. The Chinese Governments, however, did not accept this stand.
Our communications with Lhasa are now through normal telegraphic channels.

Shri Hem Barua: In view of the drastic action taken by Peking on our Consul-General in Lhasa, may I know whether
government propose to take reciprocal action against them by putting a ban on Chinese transmission from this country?

Shri Dinsesh Singh: There is no question of reciprocal action because the Chinese do not have transmitters in India.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: The Deputy Minister may speak a bit louder.

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru): The Chinese are not transmitting from here through the wireless.

Shri Dinesh Singh: They have no wireless transmitters here.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know if it is a fact that the Chinese have described that this transmission as illegal and if so
whether the government have tried to ascertain the reasons why it was called illegal?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: There is no question of legality or illegality. These matters are done with the permission of the
Government concerned. If the government of China does not agree with it, then it will be an infringement. If we do not
agree they cannot have a wireless transmission from here.

Shri Nath Pal: Is it a fact that these transmission facilities were part of an earlier agreement with China and its denial
today constitutes a violation of that agreement and secondly, the reason advanced by the People’s Republic of China for
denying these facilities is that these facilities are abused by the Indian Consul-General for spying the purpose?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I have not got the Chinese Government’s reply and the correspondence on this subject.
Perhaps from certain White Papers that I am placing before the hon. Member, he may himself excavate the reason for it.
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But obviously, they felt that these wireless facilities were not used to their advantage and they wanted to put an end to
it.

Shri Harish Chandra Mathur: These are special facilities in Lhasa. When we gave up our extra-territorial rights there,
what was the understanding on which we gave them up? What was the understanding arrived at that time and may I
know whether it is being followed now.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not exactly remember the wording. As far as I know, there was no understanding about
this; but, I am not quite sure. In any event, the treaties with China about trade matters have lapsed and many of our
understandings have lapsed with them.

Shri Rameshwar Tantia: May I know how our communication with Lhasa is at present maintained?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: By ordinary telegraph or by courier.

Shri Hem Barua: The Chinese have dubbed the transmission by our Consul – General in Lhasa as illegal. May I know
whether they have descovered this illegality after the expiry of the treaty or before?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: They have done it after; but as I said, there is no question of legality or illegality. If the
Government of China says it should not be done; it becomes illegal.

Mr. Speaker: Next question.

Shri S.M. Banerjee: Question No.9.

Shri P.K. Deo: Question Nos. 27 and 35 may be taken up along with this question.

Mr. Speaker: Question No. 9 may be answered.
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6 August 1962 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN TRADE AGENCIES IN TIBET

33. Shri P.C. Borooah:
Shri Raghunath Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Trade Agencies in Tibet have since been wound up;
(b) if so, whether the authorities had to face multifarious difficulties in this operations; and
(c) what main difficulties were faced by them?

The Prime Minister and Minster of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
(a) and (b). Yes, Sir, the Indian Trade Agencies at Gartok, Gyantse and Yatung have been withdrawn following the expiry

of the Sino-Indian Trade Agreement of 1954. The Trade Agents at Yatung and Gyantse experienced various difficulties
while preparing to withdraw their establishments.

(b) These have been mentioned in detail in our communications sent to the Chinese Embassy at New Delhi on 21st

June, 1962 and 6th July, 1962. In these communications, the Government of India protested against the failure on
the part of the Chinese authorities to extend reasonable co-operation to the Indian Trade Agents at the time of
their withdrawal from Tibet.
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6 August 1962 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN PILGRIMS TO TIBET

63. Shri Yashpal Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state whether any applications were received by the
Government of India from its citizens wishing to visit Tibet for pilgrimage or for any other purpose flowing the termination
of the Sino-Indian Trade Agreement of 1954?
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The Prime Minister and Minister External Affairs and Minster of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal Nehru):
Since the expiry of the Sino-Indian Trade Agreement of 1954, some applications have been received from pilgrims
wishing to visit Kailash and Mansorover. No requests for visits to Tibet have been received by the Government of India
from Indian traders. Pilgrims have been advised that in view of the lapse of the 1954 Agreement are no longer available.
They would be required to observe formalities normally prescribed for travel from one country to another, including
the possessions of a duly-visaed passport.
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9 August 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

TIBETAN STUDENTS SENT TO DENMARK TO STUDY AGRICULTURE

*159. Shri P. Kunhan:
Shrimati Renu Chakravarthy: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that 20 Tibetan students have been sent to Denmark to study agriculture.
(b) If so, who is bearing the expenses for their study; and
(c) How long they will be in Denmark and on their return how their experiences will be utilized?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) Their traveling expenses were borne by the American Emergency Committee for Tibetan Relief and their

maintenance and training expenses are being met by the Danish committee for Tibetan Assistance.
(c) Their training period is 3 to 4 years. On their return, their experience can usefully be utilized in the agricultural

settlements set up in India for permanent rehabilitations of Tibetan refugees.

Shri P. Kunhan: What is the reason for selecting only Tibetan students?

Mr. Speaker: Why only Tibetan students were selected?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Because the fund is meant for Tibetan students only.

Shrimati Renu Chakravarty: Is it a fact that there is a whole department in the Ministry of Education at the Center
dealing with these Tibetan students—as a separate entity?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know how the Education Ministry deals with it. The External Affairs Ministry is
broadly in charge. But, so far as education is concerned, they have asked the Education Ministry to look after it. So far as
I know there is no special department. Somebody has to deal with it; and probably, some official is there in charge.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know whether citizenship rights have been granted to the Tibetan refugees or they are treated
as foreign nationals? If so, how can Government expect that the experience of these Tibetan students who have gone
abroad and who will come back will be utilized for the benefit of the country?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am sorry I have not quite understood the hon. Member’s question. This problem of Tibetan
refugees has arisen and we are more particularly interested in their education, in the education of the younger people.
Various agencies abroad have helped in this and have even taken away some people; we have agreed to that. There is, for
instance, a children’s village in Switzerland and about 20-30 Tibetan children with some of their parents have gone there.

Mr. Speaker: His question was this. Would they be Indian citizens or foreigners, how would they be absorbed in
agricultural pursuits in India?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I cannot say what they will be in future. At the present moment, they are not Indian nationals,
whatever they might be.

Shri Hem Barua: My question was not properly understood. May I submit that these are foreign nationals and the
Deputy Minister said that when they came back their experience might be utilized for our country. I asked how it can
be binding on them since they are foreign nationals.

Mr. Speaker: Nobody has said that it would be binding upon them. Next question.
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9 August 1962  Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ÊxÉ°ürù ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ®úÉ¹]ÅõVÉxÉ

395 ̧ ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ 16 ̈ ÉÉSÉÇ, 1962 Eäò iÉÉ®úÉÆÊEòiÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 96 Eäò =kÉ®ú Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

¨Éå SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå uùÉ®úÉ {ÉEòbä÷ MÉªÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ®úÉ¹]ÅõVÉxÉÉå iÉlÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ºÉÆ®úIÉhÉvÉÒhÉ ´ªÉÊHòªÉÉå EòÉä UÖc÷ÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ÊEòB MÉB |ÉªÉixÉÉå ¨Éå +Éè®ú Eò½þÉÆ iÉEò

ºÉ¡ò±ÉiÉÉ Ê¨É±ÉÒ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü): 16 ¨ÉÉSÉÇ, 1962 EòÉä iÉÉ®úÉÆÊEòiÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 69 EòÉ

=kÉ®ú ÊnùªÉä VÉÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ºÉä +¤É iÉEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå uùÉ®úÉ Ê½þ®úÉºÉiÉ ¨Éå ®úJÉä ½ÖþB ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉÉå +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ®úIÉÊiÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉä ¨ÉÖHò Eò®úÉxÉä Eäò

ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç +Éè®ú |ÉMÉÊiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ *
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13 August 1962 Answers to Questions

MOTION RE: INDIA-CHINA BORDER SITUATION

Shri P. K. Deo: Sir, while moving the substitute motion standing in my name and in the name of Shri Narendra Singh
Mahida, I do submit that it is a pride to all of us that we have got a Prime Minister of the stature of Shri Jawaharlal Nehru,
a patriot who has devoted his very life to free the country from the shackles of foreign rule. His  contribution, his
endeavour for restoration and preservation of world peace will be written in letters of gold in the annals of world
history. At the same time, I beg to submit that the policy that we have followed in regard to foreign affairs, in so far as it
relates to the Sino-Indian relationship, is a mater of utter failure. I accuse those who have misguided him; I accuse those
of his advisers who have put him in the wrong and made him pursue a policy of complacency and a policy of appeasement
in dealing with a hostile, belligerent and expansionist neighbour like Communist China.

The story of Sino-Indian relationship is a strong or is a narration of a series of blunders on our part and a series of
breaches of faith on the part of China, and as a result, it has developed to a potentially inflammable situation on our
northern border, which has imperiled the security and integrity of this country.

From the very day that is, from the 1st of October 1949, when the People’s Republic of China was proclaimed, we
have been extending a helping hand of genuine friendship to help them. We were the first to recognize the People’s
Republic of China, and we have been fighting ever since for its representation in the UNO. It was we who first voted
against the resolution branding China as an aggressor in the Korean issue. It was we who declined to attend the peace
treaty with Japan which was signed in San Francisco, because China was not a party to it. We not only supported the
Chinese claim to the off-shore islands, but especially, when the Chinese invaded Tibet and butchered thousands of
Tibetans and let loose a reign of terror, we did not raise our little finger against it according to our traditional good
behaviour towards a neighbour. Rather, we were very quick to forgo our extra-territorial privileges and rights, to satisfy
our neighbour, and entered into a trade agreement with China. In that trade agreement, we mentioned everything from
pilgrim routes to markets and all such things, but in our first agreement with the Chinese, we never tried to delimit and
define our frontier. If we had tried at that moment, in our first border, the Chinese would very well have agreed to it at
that time. But, how complacent we were then: we never expected that there would ever be any trouble on our northern
border.

In this connection, I would like to quote a line from the famous but controversial book In Two Chinas written by our
former Ambassador, Mr. K. M. Panikkar. At page 175 of that book, he points out how the Tibetan issue was a simple one,
and he felt and hoped that it would be solved very smoothly. But time has unearthed the real intention of the Chinese,
and we have seen that it has posed a threat to the integrity and sovereignty of this country.

Especially when the question of Chinese aggression and invasion of Tibet was going to be discussed in the Steering
Committee of the General Assembly of the United Nations, on the assurance of the Indian Government of a peaceful
settlement, the matter was dropped. At that time, our Defence Minister was heading the Indian delegation. Instead of
our friendliness being reciprocated, we are stabbed at the back. On the question of Kashmir, the attitude of China was
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all along in our favour, and they had already accepted that the accession of Kashmir to India was the correct thing. But
behind our back, they are starting negotiations to delimit their common border with Pakistan. It is most unfriendly.

We along with the Chinese were the loudest in proclaiming Panchshil, the five principles of peaceful Co-existence,
and thought them to be the stepping-stone to a solid foundation for world peace. When, on the 25th of June 1954, the
Chinese Prime Minister came to this country, in a joint statement, both the Prime Ministers came forward and reiterated
their full faith in Panchshil. But hardly 20 days had passed after that, and the Chinese placed their territorial claim to Bara
Hoti. Ever since then, there have been as many as 30 cases of intrusion, and about 20,000 square miles of Indian territory
have been forcibly occupied by the Chinese. Indians have been shot at their check-posts, and Indian patrol parties and
many of our Indian soldiers have been taken into captivity, and have been subjected to inhuman and harsh treatment.
Our check-posts have also been fired at. By occupying these territories, in the meantime, they have with the help of large
concentration of Chinese forces, built their own check-posts having a network of roads.

The Chinese, as usual, have started with their cartographical aggression, as has been pointed our by the previous
speaker. First, when the wrong Chinese map was pointed out, the reply was given that it was just a reproduction of the
Kuomintang map and that in no time it would be corrected. Then came the 1956 map, which was placed by the Prime
Minister of China, when he visited this country, where a bigger chunk of Indian territory was claimed to be part of China.
Then, when there were protracted negotiations between the officials of the two countries in 1960, in another map, a still
larger chunk of Indian territories was claimed to be that of China. In their latest letter, of the 14th of August, it is most
surprising how the Chinese claim that the 1956 map and the 1960 map are both the same maps, or, in other words, that
they are identical. I fail to understand that.

To these aggressions, we have always sent a feeble protest, which is always replied to by saying that it is not a fact;
rather, a further counter charge is made that we have committed aggression on Chinese land. At that time, not only are
the old claims affirmed, but new claims are asserted. Our protest have acted as appetizers to increase the appetite of
Chinese territorial claims.

We have been telling on the floor of the House for the last so many years that China can only understand the
language of strength and the language of determination; the language of reasoning only falls before the deaf ears of an
expansionist country like Communist China.

In the meantime, another situation has developed on the Ladakh border. It has posed a positive threat to our
integrity. Our officials in their well- documented report, have proved it to the hilt that these territories are Indian
territories. Further, the agreement between the Maharaja’s of Kashmir and the Dalai Lama, to which the representative
of the Chinese emperor was a party, namely the agreement of 1842 has further corroborated this fact. Aksai Chin has
been occupied. The Chinese are inflexible in their stand. They want to convert these illegal possessions to legal occupation
by persistent emphasis of status quo. This has been the most important keynote of the various communications from the
Chinese. They are not in a mood to withdraw. Our Beloved Prime Minister has referred to the latest statement of
Marshal Chen Yi where he says that no force on earth will ever compel them to withdraw from the territory they have
occupied.

During the last month, the situation in Ladakh has further deteriorated. It has been a matter of great concern to all
of us in this country. Our check-post in the Galwan Valley had been surrounded. Our troops in the Pangong area and in
the Chip Chap Valley have been shot at. This means that the Chinese, whose activities were so far concentrated on the
plateau of the Aksai Chin area, have now descended to the Galwan and Chip Chap Valleys. They have made further
progress in their aggression. Trigger happy Chinese fire at our troops while committing such acts of aggression, but our
soldiers have been definitely told not to fire unless fired upon. It is the legitimate duty of the soldier to push out the
intruder when he enters one’s territory.

Realizing the seriousness of the situation, the Prime Minister has rightly called upon the country to be wide-awake.
But contrary to all expectations, to add insult to injury, the photograph of the Defence Minister clinking glasses with
Marshal Chen Yi and toasting Hindi-Chini-bhai-bhai has been flashed throughout the country. Unfortunately. It has
synchronized with the clang of metals in that high altitude, the raining of Chinese machine gun fire and mortar attacks
upon Indian solders. I pay my tribute to those who have laid down their lives in the defence of this country and to those
who have been fighting in those difficult conditions at that high altitude against heavy odds. What a demoralizing effect
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this photograph would have when it is circulated. When they are making this supreme sacrifice, the Defence Mninster
goes and clinks his glass with the Chinese Marshal whose hand has been tainted with Indian blood! I remember the
famous words of our Prime Minister when he refused to meet Mussolini because his hands were tainted with Ethiopian
blood. The most mysterious part of the maneuver is that on the 24th of last Month in a communication, the Government
of India write to the Chinese Government:

“The Government of India hope that this interference will cease and Chinese forces will withdraw peacefully to the
east of the international frontier in this region”.

This is quite consistent with the stand we have taken so far. The Defence Minister comes to this country on the 25th

and on the 26th,  fateful letter goes, where it is mentioned:

“It is true that the Government of India contest the validity of the 1956 Chinese map claim line, but the Chinese
local forces should not go beyond their own claim line confirmed by Prime Minister Chou En-Lai”.

This is by no means the language of a self respecting victim of aggression who has been nursing a genuine sense of
hurt and is determined to keep his own back. We feel too much hurt by this letter. There is a genuine fear that probably
this has been working at the back of mind, that Aksi Chin will be ultimately surrendered

Shri Khadilkar (Khed): Sir, to make some worthwhile contribution to the debate, it is necessary to put the issue of
our relations with China in its proper perspective. Unfortunately, the two hon. Members from the Opposition who
preceded my hon. Friend Shri Mukerjee have tried in their own way to confuse the issue and in a way repeated the line
of criticism that we come across in the Indian Press. What is the issue before us today? In order to understand recent
developments we have got to take some historical review of the events leading to the present phase of our relations. As
we all know, in 1958, unilateral action was taken in Aksai Chin area by our friendly neighbour China, when we were all
the time having relationship of trust and friendship. It gave us a rude shock for the first time and we were awakened. We
respected our neighbour and we did everything possible to bring China in the picture of the world outside and for
providing a platform for China in a place from which they could proclaim Asiatic and African solidarity. China was
welcomed there as one of the good neighbours by all the newly independent countries. From time to time, since 1950
the Chinese Prime Minister and the Chinese leaders were saying to our Prime Minister and giving vague assurances that
the old maps belonged to the old regime of Kuomintang and that the international border or the traditional border
would be recognized. We gave up our extra-territorial rights in Tibet unilaterally trusting their good intentions but we
said that its autonomy should be respected. China had never understood the part that Himalayas played in the life of the
Indian people and even now they fail to understand our ties with the Tibetan people and Tibet. We wanted to keep the
most friendly relations with China and her people and also the people of Tibet because there was ancient intercourse
between India and Tibet for ages together. Our civilization and Tibetans’ have many things in common. Another crude
shock was when the military contingent of China came to Tibet. The Chinese considered Tibet as a feudal jungle which
should be cleared with military forces. In 1950 the first detachment of Chinese entered Tibet. Even then, in 1954 we
entered into an agreement with China regarding Tibet; and then the five principles of co-existence were enunciated. I am
not going to repeat them: they are well known. Even today, China is an outlawed nation to some extent; it has no place
in the comity of nations. We are doing our best to give an honoured place; all the time we are exerting our influence
towards this. In the Korean war also, we did our best to help China. That is well known. But in Tibet unilateral action was
taken very recently after that treaty, inconsistent with the promises given and the covenants made by China. There was
this breach of faith and we have now come to this pass. In fact in our exuberant enthusiasm we had a sort of honeymoon
diplomacy with China. I use that word because we always have painted our neighbour as one who has defeated imperialism
and strengthened freedom which is very important in the Asiatic world. Naturally, India would like to be most friendly
with China, but unfortunately, we were disillusioned in 1958 when we discovered that a unilateral action was taken. The
road was built on our land, in the so-called Aksai Chin area.

 In that connection, I remember that once discussing these subjects in the External Affairs Committee, when this
question was raised—I am not giving out any secret –the Prime Minister said that, in a friendly manner if China were to
face difficulties of communication with other part, the Chinese Turkistan as they call it, and Tibet, certainly for civilian
purposes by China. No other country of the stature of India, having an honoured place in the comity of nations in the
world, would have taken this attitude even when they were kept in ignorance and stealthily a road was constructed. And
when we came to know of it, we began to protest. Even then China did not resile. This is the phase that has come to an
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end. Since 1958, in that phase of our relationship with China which we entered and up to 1962—certain developments
have taken place since then—have we deviated from our policy? That is my question.

We have heard criticism in the press on the communication addressed to China on the 26th July. Some people have
said that it is appeasement. Some other people have said that we are stooping to conquer. Some people have said that
this is the road to dishonour. All sorts of things have been said. Is that justified? Why I am raising this issue is, whenever
the issue of China and other policy matters are raised in this House, time and again this House has unanimously
endorsed a certain basic fundamental policy not only in the international sphere but vis a vis China also. Is that criticism
consistent with this vote of confidence for full support of our Chinese policy? What have we achieved during this
period? Let us make an assessment. As I said, let us put the issue in its proper perspective. During this period, we have
carried on a patient diplomacy, all the time, with great forbearance. I must say that we have achieved two big things.
Firstly, we have built up our defence strength, where China now has come to feel the pinch of it. They have started
complaining about it. Formerly, it was not done. Is it not an achievement? This is one part of the story. India has built up
its defensive strength in a very difficult terrain. We have matched our forces against Chinese forces in Aksai Chin. That
is one thing.

Another thing is this. Let me be very plain about it. As regards the other boundary with China, which extends to
several thousands of miles, formerly, it was bargaining counter, but now de facto recognition has been given by China so
far as the NEFA is concerned which is our north-eastern boundary, because, during this period, they have desisted from
any intrusion. Let us assess the gains and the weakness, whatever they are. What are we fighting for?

Shri U. M. Trivedi: This letter of 26th July says:

“The details of the correct international boundary in the Ladakh region have been given the full support in
documentation by the Indian side in the meeting of the officials of the two sides whose report is now before the two
Governments. Even if the Government of China is trying to contest this boundary, the Government of India fail to
understand why the Government of China do not restrain their forces from going beyond even their 1956 Chinese map
claim line which is capable of easy and quick verification.”

 I think it might have been couched in diplomatic language but I feel that here we have committed a mistake. I should
say, the Chinese must withdraw beyond the boundary which we are claiming, that is, the natural boundary of Ladakh, and
which we have been claiming from very nearly 300 years.

On page 35 of this White Paper we have reiterated the word that has been used by the Chinese Government. It is
stated:

“The Government of India are glad to see an affirmation in the Chinese note that ‘the socialistic system chosen by
the Chinese people determines that China does not need war’ and also that ‘what China needs from the new-born
Asian countries, which have achieved independence from under imperialist oppression, is friendship.’”

In the same note we have said:

“There is, therefore, no quarrel of India’s seeking. The boundary problem is China’s quarrel with India. Throughout
history, the Indian people have shown sincere affection and warm regard for the Chinese people.”

We go a little further and say:

“There is in India a long tradition of peace and non-violence. The people of India by custom and tradition adhere to
peace and do not look for quarrels.”

May I say in the same strain that the people of India have not tolerated injustice anywhere? They have never
tolerated injustice being done and therefore they have suffered from the greatest calamities. It was on account of that
injustice that was perpetrated by the Mohammedan rulers that people like Maharana Pratap, Durgadas Rathor, Shivaji
and Maharaja Ranjit Singh fought against them. I would, therefore, say that ours is not a nation which is going to tolerate
injustice. That injustice is being done to us by usurping and trespassing our own land, particularly by those for whose
greatness we have tried to help, is patent. We have sponsored their cause in the United Nations. We have not talked of
anything. We have not even recognized Formosa. We know, otherwise diplomatically we will know, that if you attack, we
will join hands with Formosa and Formosa will attack us; we will join hands with United States of America and say you
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will attack, Korea will attack. No, we have not said that. We do not want that war should ever come to China. We want
that China should remain what it is today. But the Chinese, cunning people as they are, have not behaved in a manner
which befits gentlemen. They have behaved in a manner which speaks that they are not true to their own word and to
friends. They are not worthy to be friends of a great nation like India. They are trying to shake hands with Pakistan. They
want to loot and divide the loot between themselves and Pakistan. Pakistan, one looter, and China, the other looter,
want to divide this area between themselves. What right have they got to approach Pakistan?

Shri Raghunath Singh: May I know what Pakistan is going to gain from China?

Shri U. M. Trivedi: You will realise that Pakistan would be most glad and willing to give to China the boundary between
Pakistan and China which does not belong to Pakistan. Pakistan will say. “Come to any frontier that you like; it is yours
for the asking.” That is what will happen if there are negotiations between Pakistan and China. Therefore keeping in view
the whole perspective and the whole picture which is now presented before the House, I will only urge without
repeating and recapitulating all that has been said before by my predecessors that the time has come for us to be very
firm and assertive in this respect and that without disclosing what the position in our country would be vis-à-vis China.
Our army should not be asked to give up the territory which we have occupied. Until and unless the Chinese forces are
driven back to the natural boundary we should not have any negotiations with a country which has not proved to be a
true friend.

Shri Frank Anthony (Nominated Anglo-Indians): Mr. Deputy Speaker, according to my very dear but mis-guided
friend Shri H. N. Mukerjee, we on this side seem to be exhausting the gamut of partisanship. Somebody speak with
thunder according to him, some one else with venom, according to him. But as I listened when my friend was indulging
in special pleading for a very weak if non-existent brief and prompted by emotions of almost filial solicitude.

As I mentioned to Shri Khadilkar, I could understand his point of view to a certain extent. But, I find particularly in
the ranks of the ruling party an undue sensitivity with regard to any criticism especially with regard to foreign policy. I
feel that basically the House and the country are united with regard to what our attitude should be towards China. But,
I feel that in certain manifestations, in certain ways of executing it, sometimes, we beat an unnecessary retreat in the face
of a ruthless expansionist neighbour. This happened last time. When I was speaking in May on External Affairs Debate, I
underlined this increasing threat from China. I pleaded for a reconsideration of certain facets of our policy towards
China. I said and I repeat that I felt it was dangerously unwise to do anything even by implication which would reinforce
the Chinese capacity for mischief and overall strategy as I put it, ultimately to liberate India. I said that it was unwise for
us to continue to plead the cause of China’s sitting in the U.N. The direct consequence would be that probably it would
lead to handing over of Formosa and the releasing of a large number of Chinese troops for operation if necessary
against India. I had asked for some policy answer to what I considered a strategy: expansionist, strangulating us—I
suggested—I knew it was not a popular suggestion—a move towards a détente with Pakistan, a deliberate cultivation of
more friendly relations with Nepal and above all I asked why we should exhibit some kind of an over weaning regard for
Chinese susceptibility with regard to Dalai Lama, when the Chinese have broken every undertaking brazenly, cynically
with regard to Tibetan autonomy, when today they are pursuing Tibetan genocide with typical Chinese refinement. This
is not anything new. This is a typical Chinese pattern. They did it in Burma. It is the Chinese refinement of the art of
genocide. I said, in the face of this, why don’t we allow the Dalai Lama to function freely? He is not allowed to function
freely. Why should he not be allowed to form an émigré Government in this country. It will at least give heart to the few
Tibetans who are fighting gallantly against the regime of terror and genocide. Not only that. It will give heart to the
Nepalese; it will give heart to the Bhutanese and it will give heart to the people of Sikkim. Because, in the final analysis,
the Buddhists there do pay tribute to the Dalai Lama as their religious head. But, the Prime Minister, I am sorry to say,
they did devote some of his speech, not an inconsiderable part of his speech to my speech but, I put it mildly I was more
than disappointed, he did not answer one of my questions, but extracted from it a non-existent premise that I had
advocated abandonment of the policy of non-alignment—I had never even remotely suggested it—and indulged in a
barrage of invective against me. But, I did say categorically and I repeat it, I do not understand the policy of neutralism to
China. I just do not understand it. It is meaningless. It is a contradiction in terms. How can we be neutralist in the face
of continuing Chinese aggression, arrogance, duplicity and everything else. I just do not understand it. I said, let us have
some kind of a policy answer to this overall strategy. But, we got no answer from the Prime Minister.

What worries us is this. It is not a question of our questioning motives. We will allow the Government the luxury
of the arrogation of infallibility with regard to its foreign policy. But, surely, the Government will concede that it is, in the
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final analysis somewhat human. Surely, it will be an execution of basically correct policies, it may go wrong. That is what
we are worried about it: ambivalance in the execution of its policy. This ambivalence was brought out very vividly by
what my hon. Friend Shri H. N. Mukerjee said. He has stated that he has read into the statement of July 26th  the hunch
of the Prime Minister that the time is ripe for negotiation. He has read it. That is the conviction, that is the feeling in a
large part of the country. It may be explained now.

On one occasion, there was a declaration, a conviction of Chinese duplicity and aggression. There was a declaration
of intention to resist any further advance. We got it. In the next week, we got a declaration which is completely contrary
to that, almost a special pleading for Chinese good faith, description of aggression as a local aberration. That is what we
are worried about. On the 30th of April, there was a positive declaration from the Prime Minister, there was the
accusation made against China that they are deliberately creating situations of tension and conflict in Asia. On the 21st

of May, more recently, the Prime Minister accused China of un-abated pursuit of aggressive ends. With these bold
unequivocal declarations, we were persuaded to be encouraged. We felt that here at long last, better late than never,
Government has come to the conviction of Chinese duplicity, a conviction of overall Chinese strategy and a declaration
that we should resist all further advance.

What are we asking today? I do not know why the Prime Minister should predict that he will assail the whole lot of
us in this House and anticipated some kind of a frontal attack on him. In 1959, I read a statement of the Prime Minister.
This was what he said: our territory is not negotiable; no discussions will be fruitful until the Chinese have vacated
traditional boundary. Is not there a qualification in the statement of the 6th August accompanied with the statement of
the 26th July? I do not know whether I am misreading or mis-interpreting or being unfair to the Prime Minister. Here was
a categorical declaration of policy: no discussions will be fruitful until you move back to our traditional frontier. Have not
we receded from that position? Have not we now said that if you back only to the 1956 line, we will be prepared to
negotiate? I see as a lawyer, as a politician, not without a little of commonsense, that there is a definite recession from
the position we took up in 1959. In 1959, we were not prepared to enter into discussions until the Chinese went back
to the traditional border. In 1962, it would appear that we are prepared to negotiate merely if they go back to their 1956
line.

Here, again, on the 8th of October, 1959, the Prime Minister said, any kind of advance of their post by the Chinese
will be fully resisted. The Defence Minister was here. I do not know why people sometimes are unduly critical of him.
Many of us are melodramatic by nature. So, perhaps, according to his nature, the Defence Minister went a little further.
He said, not one inch of territory will be conceded. Proud words. But, what I feel is this. Why do we, first of all, boost the
morale of the country and then have to eat our own words? That is what we have been doing. The Chinese have
understood us very well although my friend has pleaded that they do not understand English very well.

When the Prime Minister spoke on the 6th of August, he underlined certain things. He said, the language of the
Chinese is increasingly abusive and insulting. He said that they are intensifying their activities in the Ladakh area. He said
that the Chinese replied repeating their charges, maintaining their position. He said that their reply is obviously ambivalent.
Having said all that, I do not know what occasion there was—we are only asking the Prime Minister—did he say to the
Chinese, although you have been abusive and offensive, although you have been intensifying your aggressive activities, if
you create a climate by going back not to the traditional frontiers, but merely to the 1956 line, an appropriate climate
for negotiation will be presumably created. I do not know. I feel that we are in a position of disadvantage, merely because
we are confronted with a people who are ruthless, a people who are unscrupulous, a people with complete single-
minded purposefulness. That is my fear, because we are decent, because we have this indoctrination of ahimsa, because
there is this national addiction to non-violence, we may very well make gestures and retreat to positions of disadvantage
to the country. And that is what I am really afraid of.

The Prime Minister will remember what Mr. Chou En-Lai did in 1959.  It was a deliberate, a typical, calculated
Chinese trick. He claimed, not 12,000 or 14,000 square miles of territory: he claimed 50,000 square miles of territory.
I would remind my hon. Friend Shri Khadilkar, who said that recently the Chinese have been decent and have not laid any
claims on the NEFA border or on the north-east frontier, to remember this that Mr. Chou En-Lai, after claiming 50,000
square miles of territory, followed it up with a proposed package deal. And what was the package deal? The package deal
was that if India will accept the area that they had aggressed over in Ladakh, he will ex-gratia, as a matter of grace, accept
our line, the MacMohan line as a quid pro quo. I am wondering whether the Chinese are not proposing another package
deal. And what kind of a package deal! I just don’t understand it.
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Shri Bakar Ali Mirza (Warrangal): China and Pakistan are behaving in a manner which is not conducive to peace. It
is rather unfortunate because peace is the need of the hour and it is specially so for Asia. Any person or any country that
works for peace works not only for the welfare of his own country but for the welfare of the whole of mankind.

We say here that war is ruled out, but many of the proposals and suggestions made are such that they will ultimately
lead us to war. All Chinese attacks, we have met with great restraint. We have answered Chinese rudeness with courtesy.
This is taken by the hon. Members opposite as a sign of weakness. Some say it is appeasement and so on. Shri Surendranath
Dwivedy and Shri Trivedi wanted a tough policy. They want to drive out the Chinese from the frontiers. They want to
fight anybody who is prepared for it. It is just like some wrestler saying that he is the champion and anybody can come
and fight with him. At the same time, they say that they do not want war. That is the policy these gentlemen advocated
against Pakistan. But we have shown that the policy of patience and the policy of negotiations followed by the Government
of India have resulted in benefit to both countries.

Declaring war or saying big words is very easy. My friend, Shri Frank Anthony makes a charge that the Chinese are
advancing and so many miles have been taken, but we have not resisted their advance. Surely he knows that if the enemy
advances, that does not mean that there is no resistance. We have to see what are the conditions under which we are
working. Himalayas was a natural frontier and even in the British times, our army was not equipped to functions in high
altitudes. Nor are the Chinese, but the terrain is in their favour. They are operating from a tableland or plateau. For us,
even during the half an hour’s flight from Srinagar to Leh, we have to go 5000 feet to 20,000 feet up and then come down
again 13,000 feet, to make supplies to our checkposts there. It is no secret. But for the Chinese, it is a question of 2,000
feet from the tableland and they can move even their heavy vehicles. These are the disadvantages. It is not enough to talk
brave words here saying we will see that the Chinese leave our territory. We have to see how it should be done under
these conditions. Is it wisdom then to talk in a big way here and make charges that the Defence Minister is not doing this
or that? The Defence Minister is working night and day to develop our defences. Previously, the Chinese thought they
could go anywhere. But now our soldiers—a few pockets by 300 or so—have halted the Chinese advance, in spite of
their superior numbers. We, in the House, would naturally like to record our appreciation of the gallant work that is
being done by our soldiers.

A lot of things have been said that China is very powerful, they are making atom bombs and so on. Once we were
told that their paddy production had gone up by 100 percent but then it is was reported that there is famine. In respect
of industrial power also, we in India are far ahead of China. They are not superhuman. We know what their conditions
were. They have come out of a civil war just now and there are very few industries there. They cannot build up industries
overnight with only Russia to help them. We are getting money and equipment from all over the world and we also can
produce atom bombs if we want, but do not choose to. They are not so far advanced. Yet it is being said here that China
is advancing and we are helpless just because Shri Jawaharlal Nehru will not take courage and sent his soldiers to the
frontier. That is not actually the case. We are resisting. Our position today is much stronger.

Shri Deo has listed all that we have done for China. We have been good friends. We have tried to help them in every
way. Why should China, of all the people in the world, choose us to get a few thousand miles of land and add it to the
vast territory that they have? The Chinese are a highly cultured people. Why should they become so rude when we
lodge a protest? Even Lenin surrendered a part of Russian territory to close one front, build up his country and work
for the revolution. Why should Mao Tse-tung, his follower forget that and create a new front? Why should he start
collecting mountains instead of building up his country? The reason is, as some say, there is an internal crisis. They want
some aggressor outside so that the Chinese will unite. At the same time, with the absorption of Tibet the need for this
became much greater, because Tibet is a land which was governed by traditional Lamas.

You must have noticed that even Marshal Chen Yi said in Geneva that India started complaining about aggression by
China only after the flight of Dalai Lama. If you translate it into Chinese, it means that China intensified her aggression
against India only after the escape of Dalai Lama to India. Sir, Dalai Lama being a spiritual head and also a symbol of
traditional Tibet, a resistance can be built up around him. The Chinese have that always in mind. All our assurances that
we have no such intentions and we want only to help the Dalai Lama by giving him political asylum do not allay their
fears. Speeches like those of Shri Frank Anthony, who actually advocates here in this House that we should support the
Dalai Lama so that an émigré government is formed in this country and supported in this country to bring about a
revolution in Tibet, naturally increase their fears. Therefore, this is the background for which China has taken this
particular step.
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What are we to do? For some, war is ruled out. The other suggestion is to close the embassies. They say also that
there should be negotiations. They ask, why do you rule out negotiations? How can we have negotiations when you
close the channel of communication, which the embassies are? Naturally, there is a conflict of views.

The Government of India’s policy is well defined. Our Prime Minister has made a statement this morning. I don’t
understand what more they want. He said, he will see that our territory is free from foreigners. He said that he will
negotiate under condition which he has laid down. What more do you want? If you want negotiation you must give
freedom of manoeuvre to the negotiator.
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14 August 1962 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE ATTITUDE TOWARDS INDIAN TRADERS IN TIBET

*311. Shri Shree Narayan Das:
Shri Kajrolkar: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the Chinese Foreign Trade Corporation authorities in Yatung have recently changed their
attitude towards the Indian traders having given indication that they would like them to stay and carry on trade;

(b) if so, whether any traders have decided to continue there; and
(c) whether the Indian traders who have left Tibet have been allowed to bring with them all their assets?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) Yes, sir. It is a fact.
(b) The only Indian trader still remaining in Yatung is anxious to return to India. He has been detained by the Chinese

authorities who have brought certain charges against him.
(c) Indian traders have not been able to bring back all their assets from Tibet. They have found if un-economical to

bring back their trade goods due to heavy transport expenses and export duties imposed by the Chinese authorities.
They have not permitted the export of certain Tibetan goods purchase by our trader. Our traders have also had
to leave behind their immoveable property. This matter will be taken up with the Chinese authorities after
necessary information has been furnished to the Government by the affected traders.
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17 August 1962  Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN LANGUAGE

*395. Shri Raghunath Singh: Will the Minister of Scientific Research and Cultural Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether a seminar and a conference of Tibetan Lamas for development and study of Tibetan language was held at

Varanasi in the last week of July; and
(b) if so, the main recommendation of the conference?

The Minister of Scientific Research and Cultural Affairs (Shri Humayun Kabir):
(a) Yes, Sir. The seminar and the Conference were held to review the work of Tibetan Lamas and discuss the question

of Contribution of Tibetan studies to the knowledge of Indian History and Thought.
(b) The main recommendation of the Seminar was to put the present scheme of Fellowships on a permanent basis.
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18 August 1962 Oral  Answers to Questions

INDIAN TRADERS DETAINED IN TIBET

*416. Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether Indian traders in Tibet have been detained by the Chinese authorities there;
(b) if so, how many;
(c) the reasons for such detention; and
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(d) whether any efforts are being made by Government to secure their repatriation?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) and (b). Only one Indian trader was refused an exit permit by the Chinese authorities for some time. He has since

returned to India.
(c) He was not permitted to leave for India on the ground that a complaint made against him by a Bhutanese national

was under investigation.
(d) Government had made a strong representation to the Chinese authorities through their Consulate-General in

Lhasa as a result of which his release was secured.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Is it a fact that most of our traders in Tibet have been pauperized by illegalisation of Indian
currency and the confiscation of their assets in Tibet and if so, what arrangements are being made by Government for
their rehabilitation, when they come back to India, that is, when they come back home?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru): No question of rehabilitation has arisen. I cannot say what they have lost there, but I think that it will be quite
incorrect to talk about their pauperization, because in the past the trade has been very profitable there.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: My question was this. Because of the steps taken by the Chinese by way of the illegalisation
of Indian currency and the confiscation of their assets, whatever they may have earned, they could not bring back to
India. That was the point in my question.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: We cannot be held responsible for it. They went there of their own accord. We did not invite
the traders to go there. They went there because trade was very profitable. They took the risk of possibly losing their
money in trade or otherwise. Undoubtedly, they have been treated unfairly by the Chinese, but I do not see where the
Government of India comes into the picture.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: In spite of the harassment and the reduction to near destitution of our traders in Tibet
owing to the measures taken by the Chinese government, is it a fact that the Chinese traders in India are having merry
time with business as usual, and if so, is it the policy of government not to reciprocate or retaliate at all sector and to
tolerate the kicks by China whenever they are administered?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. This is not the question to be put.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: At least the first part of my question may be answered.

Mr. Speaker: The question is whether it is intended to reciprocate or not.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: The Chinese traders are having a merry time with business as usual.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know to what type of traders the hon. Member is referring to. I am not in touch with,
nor have I heard of any Chinese traders. There may be some going about or some shops here.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: There are hundreds in Calcutta, Kalimpong and Shillong.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Many of them have been extended or their business has been interfered with. Unless he gives
some specific examples, it is difficult for me to answer. Of course, there are some in Calcutta still and there are often
troubles between two rival factions of Chinese.

Shri P.K. Deo: Sometime back in reply to a similar question, the Prime Minister stated that talks were going on for the
transfer of their assets to this country. How far have the talks proceeded?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I could not say off hand without enquiry. But constant effort to this end is being made.

Shri Hem Barua: Is it not a fact or has it not been brought to the notice of the hon. Prime Minister that there has
been a mushroom growth of Chinese laundry, dyeing and cleaning houses and shoe shops in Shillong, Kalimpong and
Calcutta, and there are engaging in espionage activities and all that?

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: The West Bengal Government reported this.
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Mr. Speaker: Order, order. One hon. Member puts a question. That is permitted. But another hon. Member is prompting
him.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: It is only to make it clear.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: There may be. I cannot answer why laundries have increased in Shillong or elsewhere. But I
may mention one of the difficulties in the way of Indian traders bringing their goods. It is not the lack of permission to
bring them but the cost of transport is such that it is not considered worthwhile for them to pay that cost and bring
them. That is what I understand.

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä +¦ÉÒ Eò½þÉ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä £ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÉ VÉÉä °ü{ÉªÉÉ {ÉèºÉÉ ªÉÉ ºÉÉ¨ÉÉxÉ

´É½þÉÆ {Éc÷É ½Öþ+É ½èþ, =ºÉEòÉä ´ÉÉÊ{ÉºÉ ±ÉÉxÉä ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉB * ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ BàºÉÉ EòÉä<Ç +xnùÉWÉÉ ±ÉMÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊEòiÉxÉÉ °ü{ÉªÉÉ EòVÉÇ ªÉÉ

Bb÷́ ÉÉÆºÉäVÉ Eäò °ü{É ¨Éå ´É½þÉÆ {Éc÷É ½Öþ+É ½èþ +Éè®ú ÊEòiÉxÉä EòÉ ºÉÉ¨ÉÉxÉ +ÉÊnù °üEòÉ {Éc÷É ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ: BàºÉÉ +¦ÉÒ {ÉÚ®úÉ Ê´É´É®úhÉ ½þ̈ É EòÉä ´É½þÉÆ Eäò ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå ºÉä xÉ½þÓ Ê¨É±ÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉºÉä ÊEò <ºÉEòÉ {ÉiÉÉ ±ÉMÉä *
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18 August 1962 Written  Answers to Questions

PRINTING MACHINE DONATED BY TIBETAN SOCIETY OF LONDON

1039. Shri P. Kunhan:
Shrimati Renu Chakravarthy: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the Tibetan Society of London has donated a rotary printing machine for the printing of
rare Tibetan manuscripts and  scriptures;

(b) if so, whether the machine has been received in India; and
(c) if so, where will this machine be put up?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) Yes, Sir.
(c) The machine will be installed at the Central Institute for Preserving Tibetan Traditions and Culture, which the

Dalai Lama is proposing to set up somewhere in India.
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22 August 1962 Written Answers to Questions

frCcr esa Hkkjrh; deZpkfj;ksa dh frCcrh ifRu;ka

1454- Jh HkDr n¶kZu %

Jh Hkxor >k vktkn % D;k iz/kku ea=kh 22 twu] 1962 ds rkjkafdr iz¶u la[;k 1934 ds mÙkj ds laca/k esa ;g crkus dh

Ñik djsaxs fd frCcr fLFkr Hkkjrh; okf.kT; vfHkdj.kksa ds Hkkjrh; deZpkfj;ksa dh frCcrh ifRu;ksa dks Hkkjr esa bl chp D;k izxfr

gqbZ gS\

iz/kku ea=kh rFkk oSnsf¶kd dk;Z ea=kh rFkk v.kq ¶kfDr ea=kh ¼Jh tokgjyky usg:½ % 22 twu] 1962 dks rkjkafdr iz¶u la[;k 1634

dks mÙkj fn, tkus ds ckn ls] gekjh O;kikj ,tsafl;ksa esa dke djus okys Hkkjrh;] flfDdeh vkSj usikyh deZpkfj;ksa dh 8 frCcrh
ifRu;ksa dks frCcr NksM+dj Hkkjr vkus dh btktr ns nh xbZ gSa] mUgsa phuh vf/kdkfj;ksa }kjk izokl ¼,fXt+V½ ijfeV ns fn, x, FksA

,d flfDdeh vkSj ,d usikyh deZpkjh dh frCcrh ifRu;ksa dks vHkh rd Hkkjr vkus dh btkt+r ugha nh xbZ gSA phuh

vf/kdkfj;ksa us flfDdeh deZpkjh dh jk¶Vªh;rk ij vkifÙk dh gS vkSj dgk gS fd og phuh jk¶Vªh;rk] ij vkifÙk dh gS vkSj dgk

gS fd og phuh jkf¶Vªd gSaA bu ekeyksa ij phuh vf/kdkfj;ksa ds lkFk fy[kk&i<+h dh tk jgh gSA
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182 INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES

22 August 1962  Written Answers to Questions

ASSETS LEFT IN TIBET BY INDIAN TRADERS

1470. Shri P.K. Deo: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to Starred Question No. 1554 on
the 19th June, 1962 and state:
(a) whether an inventory has been made of the various assets left behind by Indian traders in Tibet due to the closure

of Indo-Tibetan trade; and
(b) if so, the details thereof?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minster of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
(a) Yes. The collection of statistics of assets left behind by Indian traders on the basis of information supplied by them

has almost been completed.
(b)  The information on value of unsold merchandise at present amounts approximately to Rs. 16 lakhs. Immovable

property of Indian nationals is valued at approx. Rs. 15 lakhs. Debts owed by Tibetans to our traders are estimated
at Rs. 20 lakhs.
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27 August 1962  Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®úÒ

1777. ̧ ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ 19 VÉÚxÉ 1962 Eäò iÉÉ®úÉÆÊEòiÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 1554 Eäò =kÉ®ú Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú ¤ÉÆnù ½þÉä VÉÉxÉä ºÉä VÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®úÒ ¤ÉäEòÉ®ú ½þÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ =xÉ Eäò {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ +Éè®ú ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä Ê´ÉÊ¦ÉzÉ ®úÉVªÉ

ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÉå xÉä CªÉÉ `öÉäºÉ Eònù̈ É =`öÉªÉä ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(JÉ) <xÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå Eäò {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä EäòxpùÒªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú uùÉ®úÉ ºÉÒvÉä +lÉ´ÉÉ ®úÉVªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÉå Eäò VÉÊ®úªÉä ÊnùªÉä VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ºÉ½þªÉÉäMÉ EòÉ CªÉÉ

º´ÉÉ°ü{É ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ iÉlÉÉ +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú ±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü):

(Eò) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú ¤ÉÆnù ½þÉä VÉÉxÉä ºÉä ÊVÉxÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå {É®ú +ºÉ®ú {Éb÷É ½èþ, =x½åþ ±ÉÉ¦ÉEòÉ®úÒ ®úÉäVÉMÉÉ®ú Ênù±ÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ºÉ¨¤Ér ù®úÉVªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÉå xÉä

Eò<Ç ={ÉÉªÉ ¤É®úiÉä ½èþ * <xÉ ={ÉÉªÉÉå ¨Éå ªÉä ¶ÉÉÊ¨É±É ½èþ: ´ªÉÉ{ÉEò Ê´ÉEòÉºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉªÉ ¶ÉÖ°ü Eò®úxÉÉ, xÉªÉä vÉÆvÉÉå ¨Éå Ê¡ò®ú ºÉä ±ÉMÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä +ÉºÉÉxÉ

¶ÉiÉÉç {É®ú EòWÉÇ näùxÉÉ, ±ÉPÉÖ =vªÉÉäMÉ +Éè®ú nùºiÉEòÉ®úÒ Eäòxpù ºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ Eò®úxÉÉ +ÉÊnù *

(JÉ) ÊVÉxÉ Ê´É¶Éä¹É {ÉÊ®úÎºlÉÊiÉªÉÉå ¨Éå <xÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÉä =xÉEäò {É®ú¨{É®úÉMÉiÉ EòÉ¨É-vÉÆvÉÉå ºÉä ´ÉÆÊSÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ, =x½åþ vªÉÉxÉ ¨Éå ®úJÉEò®ú, EäòxpùÒªÉ

ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ®úÉVªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÉå ºÉä ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÒ EòÉªÉÉç ¨Éå ºÉÊGòªÉ °ü{É ºÉä ºÉ½þªÉÉäMÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä Eò½É ½èþ ÊVÉºÉºÉä ÊEò |É¦ÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÉä

+xÉÖÊSÉiÉ EòÊ`öxÉÉ<ªÉÉå EòÉ ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉÉ xÉ Eò®úxÉÉ {Ébä÷ *

�����������

8 November 1962 Answers to Questions

RESOLUTION RE: PROCLAMATION OF EMERGENCY AND
AGGRESSION BY CHINA

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The house may have noticed a very peculiar approach that the Chinese Government has
made to what has happened recently in NEFA. They go on saying that India attacked them and their frontier guards as
they are merely defending themselves. I must confess that this complete pervasion of facts and the attempt to make
falsehood appear to be the truth, and the truth to be the falsehood has amazed me because nothing can be more utterly
baseless than what they have been saying. Here is a single fact. We have been up to the McMohan line all these years; we
have not gone one inch beyond nor have we covered another’s territory. They have come. Let us for the moment
assume their case that there is some doubt about where the McMohan line is. But the point is that they have invaded an
area which has not been in their possession ever, ever in the history of the last 10,000 years. After all the present
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Chinese Government came into existence 12 years ago or thereabouts. Any claim that they may directly make to this
territory can only be made either in these 12 years or possibly previously through Tibet. So, it becomes a question of
what they can claim through Tibet or through their domination over Tibet. It is true that for a long time past there were
some frontier questions between Tibet and India, even in British times. But all these questions were about little pockets
or little frontier areas, small areas. Nobody has ever put forward, no Tibetan Government has ever put forward previously
these large claims to what tantamounts to two thirds of NEFA, apart from the vast area in Ladakh.

So, we arrive at one firm conclusion which is not capable of argument or denial; that is the Chinese have come to
this territory with a massive force, territory which for a long time at least has been included in India, and administered
in a vague way and a little fully administered by India. If they had and claim they could have discussed it and talked about
it and adopted various means of peaceful settlement, appointed arbitrators or gone to the Hague Court or whatever it
was.

Here, I may say, it has been unfortunate, in this as in so many other cases, that the present Government of China is
not represented in the United Nations. Hon. Members are surprised when we have supported the Chinese
representation—the representation of the People’s Government of China—in the United Nations. We have supported
it in spite of this present invasion, because we have to look at it this way: it is not a question of likes or dislikes. It is a
question, which will facilitate Chinese aggression; it will facilitate its misbehaviour in the future. It will make disarmament
impossible in the world. You might disarm the whole world and leave China, a great, powerful country, fully armed to the
teeth. It is inconceivable. Therefore, in spite of our great resentment at what they have done, the great irritation and
anger, still, I am glad to say that we kept some perspective about things and supported that even now. The difficulty is one
cannot call them up before any tribunal or world court or anywhere. They are just wholly an irresponsible country
believing, I believe, in war as the only way of settling anything, having no love of peace and stating almost that, and with
great power at their disposal. That is the dangerous state of affairs not only for India but for the rest of the world…I am
not going into the question, as some people do, of communism or anti-Communism. I do not believe that is a major
issue in this matter or any other. Communism may help; but the major issue is, an expansionist, imperialist minded
country deliberately invading into a new country…(Interruptions).

Shri Tyagi (Dehra Dun): With a slave army.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know what the hon. Member has said. I am not entering into that argument. I am
laying stress on this fact, because as some countries do, they explain everything in terms of communism and anti-
communism. I think the result is that they are unable to see many of the basic facts of the question. Communism may
help or communism may hinder. Communism may give them a certain strength or weakness, whatever it may be. But
today we are facing a naked aggression, just the type of aggression which we saw in the 18th and 19th centuries; there was
then no communism anywhere.

Shri Ranga (Chittoor): This is the 20th century.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: So, we have to face this new type of imperialism on our borders. Asia is facing this new type,
and the whole world is concerned with that. For the moment, we are most concerned with it, and we have to face it and
bear the burden ourselves, although some of our friendly countries are certainly helping us and we are grateful to them
for that help.

To say that we are committing all this aggression on Chinese territory is a kind of double talk which is very difficult
for a man of my simple mind to understand. “We commit aggression on ourselves; we commit aggression on the soil of
our own country and they defend it by coming over the mountains into our territory”. It is really extraordinary to what
length people can go to justify their misdeeds.

It is true that when we heard on the 8th September of their coming over the Thagla pass into our territory in some
forces, we had quite adequate forces in our posts. We had no doubt some forces there to meet any incursion, but if large
forces come over, an ordinary military post can hardly resist them. We took immediate steps to send further forces to
reinforce our posts. We sent them immediately as we had to in the circumstances; yet there was one unfortunate factor
which normally should be remembered. That was, if we send our forces, who are tough, young and strong, nevertheless,
we send them from the plains of India suddenly to 14,000 feet high. For any person; however strong he may be, it
requires time to be acclimatized to these heights. But they went there. When they went there, then began a process; we
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sent some further forces and thought that they would be adequate to meet the Chinese menace in so far as it was
feasible. The Chinese also started increasing their forces there. Now, for them, it was a relatively easy matter, because
they have vast forces in Tibet. I do not know how much they have. They used to have 11 divisions, and I am told they now
have 13 or 14 divisions in Tibet. Just imagine the very vast armies they are having in Tibet alone.

¸ÉÒ ®ú̈ Éä¶É´É®ú SÉxpù (Eò®úxÉ±É): +¤É iÉÉä +É{ÉEòÉä SÉÉ<ÇxÉÒWÉ EòÒ ¨ÉxÉÉä́ ÉÞÊiÉ EòÉ {ÉiÉÉ SÉ±É MÉªÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ *

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I think, if the hon. Member feels keenly about it, we will send him to the frontier! Perhaps the
Chinese armies were fully acclimatised, living for long on the high plateau of Tibet. It was just not in the line with the
ridge but only a little below the ridge.

Secondly, the whole of Tibet has been covered in the last few years by roads, and the roads there, in that extremely
severe climate, means simply leveling the ground, removing boulders, etc., because you do not require cement or
anything at that height. The ground itself is so very hard. So, this is covered by roads, and they can travel perhaps at quick
notice from one part to another in Tibet.

So they could bring large forces to the other side of the Thagla ridge. They would not be immediately visible to us,
because on the other side—and that is what we believe happened—although some forces were being added on by the
Chinese crossing the Thagla ridge they could not be seen. They were adding large numbers of forces on the other side
nearby and in the last few days of this battle that occurred there on the 20th, they poured in masses of the people. I do
not know how much: six, seven and eight times the number of troops that we had. They have thus logistic advantage not
only of bringing troops but supplying everything that could be brought immediately on the other side of the Thagla ridge
and send them. We had a certain disadvantage. I am merely mentioning the facts—the logistic disadvantage of the people
having been suddenly sent to those heights. Everything that they require has to be sent by air, and out Air Force has done
a very fine piece of work there, in taking everything by air in spite, sometimes, of enemy fire and the difficulties that
always occur in those high mountains. So, this went on.

May I add that there has been a great deal of attack on our un-preparedness. I think most of it is based on
ignorance…(Interruptions).

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: We do not want to interrupt; you may go on replying in your own way.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am glad to this generosity in not interrupting me. I say most of this talk is based on ignorance
of facts. Some of them is true: first of all, it is perfectly true that we were not prepared to face two or three divisions of
the Chinese army descending upon the forces there.

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨Éä¶É´É®úÉxÉxnù: ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò +¤É iÉEò CªÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ lÉä (Interruptions)

+vÉªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: +É{É ºÉÖxÉ iÉÉä ±ÉÒÊVÉªÉä +É®úÉ¨É ºÉä, <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ <Æ]õ®ú{¶ÉxÉ Eò®úxÉä ºÉä EèòºÉä EòÉ¨É SÉ±ÉäMÉÉ?

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨Éä¶É´É®úÉxÉxnù: ªÉ½þ nùÖ®ÉOÉ½ ¨Éå +ÉVÉ iÉEò ¡òºÉå ®ú½äþ +Éè®ú +¤É ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÖxÉxÉÉ ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ {ÉºÉxnù Eò®úiÉä *

+vÉªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: +É{É ºÉÖxÉ iÉÉä ±ÉÒÊVÉªÉä +É®úÉ¨É ºÉä *

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨Éä¶É´É®úÉxÉxnù: ¨Éé iÉÉä ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ CªÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ lÉä? ´É½þ ±ÉÉäMÉ ½þ̈ É±ÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ lÉä iÉ¤É ªÉ½þ CªÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ lÉä?

¸ÉÒ ¤ÉÉMÉb÷Ò (Ê½þºÉÉ®ú): VÉ¤É º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä EÖòUô Eò½þÉ iÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú |ÉÉ<¨É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ºÉÉ½þ¤É xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò =xÉEòÉä £òÉÆÊ]õªÉ®ú EòÉä ¦ÉäVÉ nùÉä! £òÉÆÊ]õªÉ®ú ¨Éå VÉÉªÉåMÉä

½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ¤ÉSSÉä, ªÉ½þ ¤É½þÉnÖù®ú ½èþ! ´É½þ SÉÒxÉ iÉEò VÉÉªÉåMÉä +Éè®ú VÉÒiÉ Eò®ú +ÉªÉåMÉä * (Interruption)

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Swamiji, I am afraid, has not acquired…

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨ÉºÉä́ ÉEò ªÉÉnù́ É (¤ÉÉ®úÉ¤ÉÆEòÒ): º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ VÉÒ EòÒ {É®äú¶ÉÉxÉÒ ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò ´É <ºÉ ¤ÉÉä±ÉÒ EòÉä ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉä xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, +É{É =xÉEòÉä ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉ<ªÉä *

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ªÉ½þÒ ¨Éè Eò½þ ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ¨ÉÖÎ¶Eò±É ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ VÉÒ EöòUô ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉä *

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨ÉºÉä́ ÉEò ªÉÉnù́ É: º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ VÉÒ ºÉ¤É EÖòUô ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉä ½èþ........interruption
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¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉä±ÉÒ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ *

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨ÉºÉä́ ÉEò ªÉÉnù́ É: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ÊEòºÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ ÊEò ´É½þ EÖòUô ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉä xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, ªÉ½þ `öÒEò xÉ½þÓ ½èþ *

…Interruption

+vªÉIÉ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ: +É{É ̈ Éä®úÒ iÉEò±ÉÒ¡ò EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ºÉ¨ÉZÉä * +MÉ®ú º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ VÉÒ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉä±ÉÒ EòÉä xÉ½þÓ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉä +Éè®ú |ÉÉ<Ç̈ É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ºÉÉ½þ¤É nÚùºÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉä±ÉÒ ̈ Éå ¤ÉÉä±Éå

iÉÉä Eò<Ç +Éè®ú ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ xÉ½þÓ ºÉ¨ÉZÉäMÉÉ * <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ªÉ½þ iÉÉä ºÉÖxÉ ±ÉÒÊVÉªÉä! =ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉnù ½þ̈ É näùJÉåMÉä ÊEò º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉä EèòºÉä ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉ *

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É ºÉä́ ÉEò ªÉÉnù́ É: |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä BEò ¤ÉÉ®ú ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ´É½ <ºÉ näù¶É EòÒ ¤ÉÉä±ÉÒ ¨Éå ªÉ½þÉÆ ¤ÉÉä±Éä lÉä * +¤É ´É½ +ÆOÉäWÉÒ ¨Éå ¤ÉÉä±É ®ú½äþ ½èþ!

ªÉÊnù <ºÉ |É¶xÉ {É®ú Ê½þxnùÒ ¨Éå ¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉä iÉÉä +SUôÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ *

¸ÉÒ ®ú̈ Éä·É®úÉxÉxnù: VÉ¤É ¨ÉäxÉä Uô: ¨É½þÒxÉä {É½þ±Éä Eò½þÉ lÉÉ iÉÉä +É{É xÉä Eò½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ´É½þ ºÉ¤É ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ Uô{Éä ½ÖþB ½èþ Ê½þxnùÒ ¨Éå *

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: ªÉ½þ iÉÉä EòÉä<Ç +VÉ¤É ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEò º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉä <±ÉÉ½þÉ¨É ½þÉä VÉÉªÉ {É½þ±Éä ºÉä ±ÉäÊEòxÉ <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ iÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉEòÉä ºÉÖxÉxÉä nùÒÊVÉªÉ *

....Interruption

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨Éä·É®úÉxÉxnù: ½þ̈ ÉEòÉä ½Öþ+É ½èþ ªÉ½þÓ ½þ̈ É Eò½þiÉä ½éþ *

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: +¤É º´ÉÉ¨ÉÒ VÉÒ +É®úÉ¨É ºÉä ¤Éä̀ åöMÉä *

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am sorry not to able to oblige the ‘Swamiji. I would have been glad to oblige him, but my
difficulty is, as you yourself have been pleased to remark, in a matter of this kind, there are many Members of this House
who might not understand me otherwise.

I was talking about un-preparedness. It is perfectly true, as I said, that we were unprepared to meet a massive
invasion of two or three divisions. But the other things that are said about roads, about blankets, etc. are very largely
incorrect…(Interruptions).

Shri Mohan Swarup (Pilibhit): What about arms?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: It is really extraordinary that many persons here who know nothing about arms talk about
arms. (Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Let us hear the hon. Prime Minister. All sections shall have their opportunity to express themselves. We
are now listening to the Prime Minister.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not wish to go into details. I merely wanted to indicate that the criticisms that are made,
partly justified, are largely not justified. About arms, it is not a thing which one normally talks about in Parliament openly.
But I would be glad to explain what we have done, what we have not done and the difficulties that we had to face.

Shri Ranga: I wish to thank you for having taken the initiative and giving a lead to the House in expressing our gratitude
and also paying homage to all those thousands of our brave and patriotic jawans who died fighting for the freedom of
our country. We all deeply mourn their deaths. We also wish to express our gratitude to all those jawans, and officers
who are associated with them at the front, who are today risking their lives and doing their best and offering their all in
the service of our motherland.

At the same time, this is also the time to mourn or regret the number of might have been or mistakes or omissions
that had gone into our recent history which have resulted in the present miserable plight of our country. I do not wish
to go into detail in regard to these things. I would content myself with referring only to some of them. I wish to say that
we deeply mourn the loss of freedom and national autonomy of Tibet and I express my sympathy for all those millions
of Tibetans who are today groaning under communist and imperialist oppression.

My hon. Friend, Shri H. N. Mukerjee, made reference to panchsheel. My friend, Acharya Kripalani, who was a leader
and President of the Congress, whose absence from this House on this occasion I very much regret and deplore. He
once said in this House and very many people were shocked at it at the time—that panchsheel was born out of the rape
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of Tibet. It is that panchsheel that my hon. Friend wants us even today to hug, even after the Prime Minister has said that
panchsheel has gone overboard, (An Hon. Member: No.), even after the Chinese have not only disowned but also violated
the basic principles which led our Prime Minister to accept it and call it panchsheel. It is not so much because it was a
part of Indian culture and tradition that panchsheel came to be accepted by the Chinese. If any of our friends would care
to look into Window on China written by one who is very close to our Prime Minister, many years before Panchsheel was
even talked about, he would find that Mao Tse Tung was talking about these things. Mao Tse Tung was clever enough to
get these things incorporated into the India-China treaty over Tibet and leave our Prime Minister and various other
people also under the impression that it was being presented to the world as a contribution of India’s statesmanship. So
Panchsheel has already gone.

There is also the question of the notice that Chinese themselves have given to us for so many years about their
intentions, and yet our Government thought that it would be wise on its part to consider it to be of not much
significance. It treated their aggression merely as incursions and thought that it could negotiate with the tiger and try to
make it behave like Lord Buddha. No wonder we find ourselves unprepared today. No wonder the Prime Minister
himself was obliged to say that they were not prepared for the Chinese divisions coming down to our plains from their
heights on that fateful day, October 20.

Then the Prime Minister said that he sent out these letters of his to various heads of State and Prime Ministers in
different parts of the world. But that was done only last month. Action on such lines should have been taken again and
again all these years in order to inform and win their goodwill and support for our cause. Yes, it is true that we have our
embassies, but we know how inefficiently these embassies have been working. The Prime Minister should have done this
much earlier and many more times, and prepared the mind of all these friends in different parts of the world.

U. N. Dhebar: We are called upon for the first time in our history to meet the challenge of the most populated
country itself in the grip of a clique, most perfidious, most brutal and most ruthless. I sympathise with the people of
China also. It is poverty being driven to fight poverty, simply because the men at the helm think that it is necessary in the
interests of their ideological expansion to lead them into a fight. With violence as its creed, as the Prime Minister just
now said, to attain its so-called classless society, China has come out with a challenge.

The first thing is to realise the objectives behind this aggression. China is not likely to place all its cards before the
world because it does not suit it. But we have a duty to find out what is the real intention of China. Whatever it may be,
it is no exaggeration to say that it is a limited war but yet a war. Let us not be under any complacent belief that they are
thinking in terms of seizing a few hundred square miles of area. If I am not speculating, it is first of all to establish a pincer
around three buffer States, Nepal, Bhutan and Sikkim, and at any convenient moment, to march into them as they
marched into Tibet. Let the people of Nepal also understand this.

Let me read to this House the words in the treaty of 1954 which are again and again being repeated in their
conversations by them to the rulers of Nepal, Bhutan and Sikkim: “Tibet should enjoy regional autonomy and the
Chinese Central Government would not interfere with its political institutions and internal administration. China would
recognize and maintain Dalai Lama’s position.” These are the very words. And today, this is the objective. It is the second
stage in their long-term plan to spread a totalitarian type of dictatorship with the object of establishing communism. I
have no doubt in my mind about that. It may not be the communism of a certain type, but China really believes in the
reliability of war and therefore China will go ahead. This is the second stage of their campaign.

Then, the second objective is to humiliate India in the eyes of the South-East Asian countries. They want to isolate
India. The third objective is to dislocate the Indian economy so that there will be economic unrest in India and would
provide a flourishing ground for their friends here in this country. And there do exist friends even in spite of what my
hon. Friend Shri H. N. Mukerjee has said—I do not question the bona fides of Shri H. N. Mukerjee himself. In the
communist party, there are people who believe that ultimately nationalism or no nationalism, their party’s interests lie
with China and not with India. We must think in terms of basing our policies, both military strategy and political policies,
to combat not the present danger only, but the danger that is likely to develop. There is no reason to believe that the
thrust on the left shoulder of India will go only skin deep; it may penetrate up to the heart of India. Similarly, there is no
reason to believe that not only we may not be politically isolated from the South-East Asiatic counties, but a stage may
come when they may be put up against us. There is no reason to believe that in the midst of operations, and even after
the operations, a stage may not come when they may not flame up the little or the big difficulties from which the masses
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of India will be suffering and incite them to discontent and unrest. Our policies, therefore, must take into account not
only what is happening on NEFA border or Ladakh border, but this long-term possible objectives of China.

Reading the resolution of the communist party in that light, I think the communist party should do well along with
this resolution to make its attitude clear on the question of strikes. INTUC has already passed a resolution, but AITUC
has still to pass a resolution agreeing to undertake no strikes whatsoever during the period of this conflict and not only
during the period, but thereafter for sometime.

Secondly, what is necessary in my opinion is, so far as the communist party is concerned, they should not exploit the
question of price-line. Today, the Planning Minister was replying to the question about the Mahalanobis Committee’s
report. I have no objection if the Planning Minister wants to publish it. But we are living in a moment when all that is
published is not merely confined to India, but it ultimately goes to our enemy and he exploits it. We should be on guard
even when we speak in this House or when we publish anything; we have to be on guard that the enemy may not have
an opportunity to exploit it. I do not want to stand in the way of his right to plead before the House and outside
regarding the question of price-line and so on. But let it not take the character of any agitation. India cannot afford any
agitation either on political or on economic grounds at this moment.

The next question, in my opinion, on which we have to be clear is the question of resources, both for the purpose
of fighting on the front and to sustain our economy. I have no plan at the moment ready. But I feel that a stage has come
when the Government of India should think about the character or pattern of spending at the governmental level and
curtail all kinds of expenditure which is not warranted at the present moment.

Dr. M. S. Aney (Nagpur): Hear, hear!

Shri U. N. Dhebar: I have carefully gone through the proceedings of the National Development Council and I have no
doubt that they have taken a big step in the direction. But this House may have suggestions to offer and we will be
grateful to the Prime Minister if he will give us an opportunity to discuss where the governmental spending can be cut.
There are many departments in the Government which we can afford to suspend at this moment. They are not so very
necessary. In other departments also, there are many conveniences which you can afford to take away at the moment. I
have in mind the convenience of jeeps in the community development department. It can afford to make a  sacrifice of
the 6,000 jeeps. I have got plenty of suggestions to make, but I do not want to side-track the debate at the moment on
that issue. I would only urge on the Prime Minister to give us an opportunity, if he thinks it otherwise fit, to discuss this
important matter.

It is so very necessary to think about the pattern of national spending. I toured during the last 15 days in many parts
of the country. I had been to Orissa and to Hyderabad. I do not know what difference we find in the life of Delhi,
between what it was on 20th October and what it is today on 8th November. Delhi is functioning today as if it is the
privilege of Delhi to continue to function as ever. It is very necessary, in my opinion that, if we have to create a climate
of earnestness - the people are in earnest and they are ready to respond to any decision Government may take - if we
have to create that climate of earnestness and keep before the people the sacrifices the broad masses of the country are
making and our jawans are making on the front, then this demonstrational aspect of the country’s life also requires to be
considered.

We also must think of reviewing our relations with the three border States of Nepal, Bhutan and Sikkim and with
the South-East Asiatic countries also. If there are any mistakes or misunderstandings, this is the time when we should
make an effort. We have got so many men in India who possess that stature and personality and who would be prepared
to go out and remove those misunderstandings and see how those mistakes can be remedied.

Shri U. M. Trivedi: It appears that at the back of our mind we are still having a feeling that some sort of an amicable
settlement by negotiations with China will come as a miracle and save us from all that war brings in its wake. None of
us likes war, yet we cannot be complacent on that account. We cannot always go on thinking in these terms, namely, that
negotiations will come through. They may come and you may welcome them when they do come, but for God’s sake do
not exert yourself in the direction of these negotiations. Exert yourself to drive out the invaders and the intruders of
our land. Drive them out. We do not want any piece of their land but put them where they belong to. That would be
enough for them. Negotiations will come then and there will be honourable negotiations. Nobody will stand in the way
of negotiations but the negotiations must be the negotiations of the bahadur, that is, of the brave and not the negotiations
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of the weak. It should be the negotiation of the shoorveer and not the negotiation of the coward. I submit that it is high
time that we gave up this feeling. We will get ample opportunity to negotiate after the Chinese have been driven out
from our sacred soil.

The atrocity of this invasion is all the more apparent when we remember that we were the one and the only friendly
nation so far as China is concerned. We took up China’s cause. We always pressed for it. Chou En-Lai came here and we
set up a mass hysteria. We welcomed him as we welcomed none else. We went about setting up clubs and societies. We
set up the India-China Cultural Society and we had all along been saying “Hindi Chini Bhai Bhai”. All the time when this
bhai-bhai business was being carried on by us, the man was maneuvering to stab us in the back. It was during that period
that he did stab us in the back.

We have been carrying on a solitary fight in the United Nations to get China recognized and to get it into the
organisation. This friend who was thus treated with love and respect by us always has turned out to be our deadliest foe.
Nobody has ever tried to invade us in this manner coming across the Himalayas from where nobody ever dared to
come unprovoked at that.

This morning I was reading a book which had a question from Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. He says about the Himalayas:

 “The Himalayas are not only near to us but also very dear; for they have always been part of our history and
tradition, our thinking and our poetry; our worship and our devotion and mythologically the abode of our gods.”

It is these Himalayas that have been transgressed upon by the Chinese and it is these Chinese whom we want to
throw back. It is therefore proper for us to consider only in these terms, namely, that those people who have committed
this defilement of the Himalayas and who have polluted the sanctity of our country by trodding upon it as murderers
have got to be driven out before we think of talking with them.

I do not know how the change has occurred in our hon. Prime Minister. We do remember that when he went over
to Italy, he refused to shake hands with Mussolini only on the ground that Mussolini’s hands were full of blood-blood was
on his hands. Yet, I do not know why the same sentiments did not strike him and deter him from shaking hands with
Chou En-Lai. Mistakes do occur but some of the mistakes are such that they cannot be easily forgotten. When I repeat
this, I do say that I do not say this with any desire at criticism.

I and my Party have determined to offer its full co-operation to the Government in this struggle but we must not
forget the wrongs that we have done and the mistakes that we have committed. My hon. Friend, Seth Govind Das was
bold enough to admit and say on the floor of the House that we did commit a Himalayan blunder when we allowed this
Chinese monster to capture the Tibetans and commit the genocide on the giant Khampas. None of us have seen the
Khampas but those us who have seen them know that to kill them was a great task for the Chinese. One Khampa, of
massive hands, was able to kill 20 Chinese. These people killed them outright and destroyed them completely from the
soil of Tibet. We could show our anger about Algeria but we did not show sufficient anger when Tibet was subjugated
and was liquidated. However, we must forget this.

The country is solidly standing behind Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. We have divided on many points. We do not see eye
to eye, from group to group, party to party and state to state. The fissures of State against State, language against
language, religion against religion, caste against caste, class against class and leanings towards money, grabbing power,
seeking nepotism and the obnoxious corruption have been our banes. Yet, this invasion on our territory has enthused us
to fight as one man and throw all differences deep down the well. Of course, I must say, the credit for this enthusiasm
and for this oneness and singularity does not go to the Government but it goes to the people at large. It is the people
who have rallied round, who have forgotten differences, who have felt the oneness, who have felt the upsurge and who
are now standing shoulder to shoulder to fight and throw back the Chinese. A great fellow-feeling arising from common
culture and heritage has suddenly catapulted the nation to a sense of responsibility and the urgent desire to maintain the
hard-won freedom and has fettered the nation into one solid whole.

Our dissensions were thus merely superficial except that petty leaders thought in terms divisive. People are one and
were one at all times. There was nothing wrong with the people except that they were being led in six different
directions at once. The imminent danger and the emergency have wiped out those feelings and the nation stands today
as one man to fight the unholy invasion in our sacred territory.
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But, with all that, we have still to face one factor amidst us. This has been referred to by Shri Ranga. This has been
referred to by Shri U. N. Dhebar and Dr. Govind Das. This disturbing factor is the new international cult of communism.
It has also got its tentacles in our country. The Russian paper Pravda has called upon the so-called progressive, meaning
communist elements to support the Chinese offer of negotiation. Who is Pravda to dictate these terms? What are the
progressive groups that are there? May I ask my friends who believe in this international picture, have they not received
a jolt? Have they not yet realized that their sense of communism and their sense of internationalism is incompatible with
Indian nationalism and with patriotism to the country? The Communist party and the fellow travelers do not seem to
realise that patriotism and love of one’s own country are incompatible with the conception of a foreign land being one’s
fatherland, and particularly that fatherland which is out to destroy our kith and kin and which has already succeeded in
destroying a very large number of our young men at the front. With them, do we shake hands?

Shri Frank Anthony (Nominated Anglo-Indian): The only country in Asia or South East Asia that has unequivocally
condemned China has been Malaya. Tenku Abdul Rahman, while he condemned China, has underlined a certain lesson
for us, if you like he has pointed out that our orientation was wrong, that we were living in a world of illusion. I have got
his exact words here as reported by the press:

“We knew what was going to happen when China took Tibet. They had their eyes on India, and wanted to get nearer to the
Indian borders.”

Then he goes on: “The attack on India did not surprise us.”

He is the only person who has unequivocally condemned China’s aggression. They knew the Chinese motives in
taking over Tibet. This complete surprise with which this attack has taken us would appear to show that we never at any
time were aware of the palpable motives of China which were obviously clear even to a person like Tenku Abdul
Rahman. He says the attack on India did not surprise them. We alone seem to have been surprised by the motives of the
Chinese in taking over Tibet; we alone seem to have been surprised by their attack.

Then Tenku thought it fit, while supporting us, to remind us of our shame. This is what he said: “Twice Malaya raised
the Tibetan question in the United Nations Organisation and twice India refused to support them.” And he said further that this
year they wanted again to raise the Tibetan question, but they did not raise it because they were afraid that no one,
including India, would second it.

I say this that, as in the lives of individuals, so in the lives of nations, sometimes, not always, our sins overtake us. And
I say this with a great deal of respect that our double sin, our sin in the acquiescence of the rape of Tibet, and our sin
against ourselves, because in acquiescing in the rape of Tibet we handed over to the Chinese a natural base—without
that natural base this invasion of India could not have been even remotely possible—has overtaken us, and we are paying
today for that double sin.

I do not wish to question non-alignment. It is the only policy which perhaps would be acceptable to the spirit of
India and to the spirit of Asia, but what I quarrel with is the orientation we have given it; and what I quarrel with even
more is the orientation that we continue to give it. For the last twelve years, we have repeatedly given hostages to a
proven, faithless, treacherous enemy, and we are prepared even today-and that is what I am afraid of because of this
peculiar orientation that we have given to non-alignment—to give hostages to Chinese good faith. I just do not understand
it. I join issue in my humble way with the Prime Minister. The Prime Minister or the government has said that if the
Chinese go back to the line they held before the 8th September—the difference between President Naseer and ourselves
is slight; he has said on the 8th September; just before that they took a little area in NEFA –we are prepared to negotiate.
That is precisely what we have said. The whole time we keep advertising to the Chinese that we will endorse the fruits
of their aggression. Our original policy was that we would not attempt to negotiate until they went back to the 1956
line. In the last debate there was consternation in the House, which the Prime Minister ridiculed,—he said he never
meant it—because we felt he said that even if they went back to the 1959 line we would be prepared to negotiate. Today,
we are prepared if they go back to the line before 8th September. What does it mean in effect? It means that we are
prepared to endorse the fruits of blatant Chinese aggression. If they go back to the line of 8th September, it means that
they do not go back one inch from the 16,000 square miles of territory they have taken in Ladakh, because they had
taken over not only 14,000 square miles but before the 8th September another 1,800 square miles, totaling almost
16,000 square miles of our territory. We should never say to the Chinese, with all their duplicity, with all their determination
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to aggress and to expand, that we will negotiate, that we will endorse the fruits of their aggression if they go back to the
8th September line, and that they may keep 16,000 square miles of our territory. We cannot negotiate or attempt to
negotiate with them on those terms, and unless the Chinese know it, they will want to negotiate on those terms
because those will be terms entirely in their favour.

And I say this. Again there is this orientation of non-alignment which refuses to face facts, which refuses to put on
them the obvious interpretation. Today, we refuse to face facts about Russia. I know that we should not, we must not, do
anything gratuitously to antagonize Russia, but in the final analysis what kind of interpretation or conclusion can we
draw from the facts? Russia has a military pact with China. Since 1959 Russia has affirmed the Chinese maps showing
Bhutan and Sikkim as independent. Since 1959 Russia’s greatest reaction has been to stigmatise the MacMohan line as a
rotten line drawn by British imperialism. We do not want to antagonize Russia. Let us hope at least they will retain some
semblance of neutrality but as I said last time, in the final crisis between us and the Chinese, the Russians must because
the Chinese are their greatest and only major ally in terms of world communism, pull the carpet from under us. I do not
say about the MIG deal although I could have. I was opposed to it not because the MIGs are not much good. My
information is that this particular MIG has been tried out by nobody. The Chinese have different kind of MIG-MIG 15
and 19; and we were going to have 21. Nobody has used it; that was my information. But I was pleading that the Russians
in times of crisis would pull the carpet from under us. I want to know this much. What has happened to the 16 or so
MIGs that we were going to get and which had created so much resentment against us in the democratic world. I want
to know what has happened to the AN-12s which were greatly advertised. Fortunately, we did not buy many of them. I
am told by knowledgeable people that they are ineffective as transport planes because they have very little capacity. My
information as a layman is that most of the AN-12s—fortunately we had very few of them—have been grounded
because the Russians would not give us the spare parts. Let us by all means cultivate the Russians. But let us also
remember that the Chinese who have been slaughtering our troops have been largely equipped with Russian modern
arms. Let us remember this that in any final accounting between India and China, I have no doubt that the final accounting
must come sooner or later. Russia is bound, if it can, to pull the carpet from under us. Let us also remember this, with
a great deal of gratitude to those countries whom this particular orientation sought to estrange. I refer to the non-
alignment. We were accused in the UN that we were non-aligned only in name because of our performance in the UN
and we had a definite pro-communist orientation. What was our voting record? Rather shameful with regard to the
massacres in Hungary and with regard to the rape of Tibet, where our own interest was concerned. Did they not show
that our non-alignment had a pro-communist orientation? Of course, it did; there was no other explanation for it. That
is what I am quarrelling with. There has been this pro-communist orientation to our own mortal danger.
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9 November 1962 Oral Answers to Questions

ENHANCED RATE OF TELEGRAMS TO TIBET

*35. Shri Narendra Singh Mahida:
Shri Surendra Pal Singh:
Shri P. C. Borooah:
Dr. L. M. Singhvi:
Shri Solanki: Will the Minister of Transport and Communications be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the Tibetan Administration has recently increased the rates of foreign telegrams by as
much as twenty times, and that this has been done with the express purpose of placing a curb on the communications
of the Indian Consulate-General with India;

(b) whether Government of India made any protest to the Chinese Government in the matter; and
(c) if so, what has been China’s reaction to the same?

The Deputy Minister in the Minister of Transport and Communications (Shri Bhagavati):
(a) Yes, by about 12 times from 1-9-1962. A statement showing the rates as obtaining prior to 1-9-1962 and from 1-

9-1962 is placed on the Table of the House. It is probable that the intention of the Chinese authorities in increasing
the rates of telegrams from Tibet to India was to place a further curb on the communications of the Indian
Consulate General at Lhasa with India.

(b) and (c). No protest in this matter has been lodged with the Chinese Government as reciprocal measures have
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been taken by us. The telegraph rates to Tibet have been increased from 1st November, 1962 and brought on par
with the prevailing rates for China.
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9 November 1962 Resolution Re:

PROCLAMATION OF EMERGENCY AND AGGRESSION BY CHINA

Shri Mahtab (Angul): I have listened to the speeches of the spokesmen of all the Opposition Groups since yesterday,
and I have thought within myself which points they were making out either for carrying out a policy or as the criticism.
I am dividing all those speeches into two parts, first, their criticisms, and then their suggestions.

So far as the criticisms are concerned, many of them have criticized the Government on two points, firstly,
unpreparedness, and secondly trusting China. So far as unpreparedness goes, I think that the very fact that there is a
basic difference between the character of India and that of China has been ignored. The basic difference is that while
China happens to be a totalitarian country, India happens to be a democratic country. No democratic country in the
past has ever remained prepared for war in all circumstances. On the contrary, it is the way of the totalitarian countries
to be prepared for war and to invade the democratic countries who wake up later on after the invasion. The experience
of the last war has shown that it was the Fascist countries that took the lead and had initial victories and the democratic
countries later on woke up and defeated the Fascist countries. Here too, a similar situation has arisen.

India and China came to their own almost at the same time. When India became free, almost at the same time, China
got the so-called people’s rule. China began to build herself as a Power-State; she tried to build up her military power.
Here, in India, we declared ourselves as a socialist and welfare State. I think there was no opposition from any quarter
to India’s efforts to build herself up as a welfare State. On the contrary, this decision of India was hailed in all quarters.
The criticism was made then, and it has been made for so long that India is not made sufficiently a welfare State as the
leaders and Government profess. If you study the election manifestoes of the different political parties during the last
general elections, you will find that criticism of the Government has been on the score that Government are not doing
welfare work as much as they profess. That is the criticism which has been made. No criticism has ever been made that
India was not building up her military strength. But, all the while, China was building up her military strength. So, that is
the initial difference. So, to criticize now and say that India did not prepare herself for war, I think, is not justified. It is not
possible for any democratic country to prepare for war and to remain prepared for war always. Had this suggestion
been made by anybody or had Government attempted to build India as a military State, I think, that would have been
rejected by the people outright. Therefore, the criticism on the ground that India was not prepared for war is not
justified. It is true that India was not prepared for war and I feel it was proper that she was not prepared for war; in fact,
no country should be prepared for war, if it believes in democracy. Otherwise, there will be no democracy.

Coming to the second point about China, I agree that the mistake that was committed was this, that Chinese
communism was taken very seriously. If one studies the history of China, one can easily see that China has always been
expansionist. It has never been contented within its own boundaries. Historically, it is not correct to say that China has
crossed the Himalayas and invaded India for the first time. On the contrary, in the past, there have been many invasions.
Parts of Burma, parts of North India came under China. Tibet marched into China, and China has invaded Tibet many a
time before. That is the character of China, and that has been the trait of Chinese character from the beginning of
history. In spite of the exchange of saints between India and China, China has always been an invading country. There is
no doubt about it. That is the character of China. If we study the history of the conduct of the Chinese communists in
the (Cominform), we will find that they have behaved in a particular way all along. They have used communism for their
own purposes. Therefore, we cannot blame communism as a whole for the present situation. Of course, one can use any
ideology for one’s own purpose. But if we dispassionately study the situation, we find that the Chinese have used
communism for their own aggressive purposes, as they always have done. This is not the first time that Tibet has been
overrun by China. Many times in the past Tibet had been overrun by China. Sometimes Tibet also had overrun China.
This happened in the past, and it is happening now.

Reference has been made to the recent invasion of Tibet by China and India’s attitude then. Here I must refer to the
history as it is, so that there may be no confusion about it. What did the British do? They kept Tibet under their control;
and they controlled China through Tibet. That was their policy. After the Chinese war in the middle of the 19th century,
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it was the British who brought China under control. They controlled China through Tibet. If India had attempted that,
she would have had to keep Tibet as weak country. If Tibet is powerful, then also the northern border is in danger.
Therefore, there is no point in criticizing the attitude of India at the particular time. To expect that the Machiavellian or
Chanakya theory of keeping neighbours always weak would be adopted is a different matter altogether. But democratically
speaking, we have to be prepared for all kinds of contingencies. This contingency has arisen. Unexpectedly, practically, a
war is being waged against us. Therefore, we should prepare ourselves now. There is no good making much of reverses
which are inevitable in the initial stages for a democratic country. This happened in the last war. This has always happened
so far as democratic countries go. To make much of reverses at this juncture only a few days after the invasion will not
be helpful in anyway in the furtherance of the war efforts.
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10 November 1962 Resolution Re:

PROCLAMATION OF EMERGENCY AND AGGRESSION BY CHINA

Shri Bade (Khargone): May I submit that the Jan Sangh never questioned patriotism of the Muslims? On the contrary,
they are our Members. We believe Muslims are our nationals.

Mr. Speaker: All right. Jan Sangh also shall have an opportunity.

Shri Ansar Harvani: The gallant Maharaja has also pleaded that we can have men from outside also. We know it very
well that we have got the best fighting force in this country. They can face any army in the whole world. Therefore, I do
not believe there is any possibility of accepting the suggestion of the gallant Maharaja or the gallant Acharya Kripalani
who said that we should ask for manpower from outside also. We have got experience of these things in the past 150 or
200 years when we had the feudal fights and we took the aid of foreign powers and what the result was. We could have
arms from them. We should have arms from them. We should not invite fighting men from them.

There are certain people who suggest that we should march to Tibet and we should accept a provisional Government
of the Dalai Lama in this country. There may be some sense in it. As far as the Khampas are concerned, they are fighting
a guerilla war against the Chinese and if there is any possibility of creating liaison between our armed forces and them,
it should be done certainly. As far as the Dalai Lama is concerned, I would like to repeat what Stalin said to certain
people who approached him and said, you go and compromise with the Pope. He said, how many divisions the Pope has.
Therefore, it will not do.

With these words, I support the Resolution. I can assure you, I can assure the House and assure this country that
every man and woman in the country, irrespective of caste, irrespective of religion, irrespective of party, is behind Shri
Jawaharlal Nehru to lay down our lives in the task that has been undertaken.

Shri Rajeshwar Patel (Hajipur): Mr. Speaker, I have listened patiently to the speeches delivered particularly today
and the speech of my hon. Friend Shri Ansar Harwani is very fresh in my mind. Before I proceed to place a few points
that I have in my mind, I might congratulate Shri Ansar Harwani for having condemned the attitude of some of those
newspapers which he calls capitalist papers. I am fully at one with him in condemning every cartel, whether it is capitalist
cartel or communist cartel press. Whether it is Link, whether it is New Age, so far as our purposes are concerned, that
is to say, when we want to organise public opinion in this country in a particular way, whoever, whether it is rightist or
leftist, tries to deviate opinion from proceeding in the determined decided direction, clearly all those people are ill-
serving the country.

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

He has also said, no country in the world has, during the war, published similar cartoons in the newspapers. I draw
his attention to the speech made by Lloyd George, the hero of the First World War what he said on the 8th of May, 1940.
There is nothing wrong, there is absolutely nothing wrong in saying that we were unprepared. The wrong consists in
making the country remain weak by suggesting that we should not have sufficient armies, by suggesting that we must be
prepared for the worst, by suggesting that the question of defending the country does not arise. Those newspapers
which are guilty of trying to insinuate public opinion and create that kind of panic and depression in the country—it is
those papers which should be brought to the attention of the Home Minister.
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Dr. P. S. Deshmukh (Amravati): Sir, we have two resolutions before us which are being debated in this House. Both
of them, as has been clear now, are acceptable to almost everybody in this House. The kind of amendments that have
been proposed do not touch the substance of the resolution and so we can assume that as the people outside this
House, this House also is behind the declaration of emergency proclaimed by the President.

The second resolution is panchsutri resolution and this is in consonance with the policy of panchsheel, as it contains
five paragraphs and refers to five matters.

There have been lots of points raised about our foreign policy and about the present situation. I for one have always
agreed with the foreign policy that we have adopted, not simply because I have been a member of that Government, but
I accept it on principle, because it was in consonance with the traditions of India, with our culture, our civilization and
the philosophy of life that we have developed. There is no doubt that all understanding people all over the world have
appreciated it. Sometimes when it did not suit the self-interests of those countries, they have disagreed with us and they
have condemned us. By and large, all sensible people in all countries have appreciated our policy and I for one do not
think anything has happened even in the recent past or at the present moment which can compel us to change this
policy.

Nonetheless, we are dealing today with a treacherous enemy. They have betrayed us and taken advantage of our
goodness and our friendship—words which have been repeated in the resolution. I would not like to go so far as Mr.
Kamath that this was a conspiracy on the part of the communist countries of the world to attack India or to effect the
future of India in any way. I feel this is an act of the Chinese Government and those people who guide the destinies of
China. It is a treacherous act on their part and looking at all that they done since 1950. I feel that this is not a momentary
matter. There is system and method behind, there is forethought behind it and there is determination behind it. From
the time they decided to take and swallow Tibet, it was apparent that they were undertaking expansionist tactics, not
simply for the sake of expansion, not because the Chinese tradition and Chinese character is expansionist, but because
the needs of their country demanded it. China has, a huge population living in a very large country and yet not a position
to feed themselves. Therefore, it was necessary for them to look to other territories where they will settle, capture
what other people have got, develop themselves and maintain prosperity in their country. It was with this intention that
Tibet was taken. The civilization and culture of Tibet were suppressed, and it is with this intention that they have been
pretending to believe in Panchsheel. I think we were wrong to believe that a country like China, especially after the
swallowing up of Tibet, could ever believe in Panchsheel. Pancsheel and the conversion of the whole world to communism
are entirely inconsistent, and it is my request to all the non-committed Communist countries that if they do really want
to pay homage to Panchsheel and want to claim that they really believe in it, they have to dissociate themselves with
Chinese tactics and Chinese action. Otherwise, Sir, it will be impossible for us to believe that they have any respect for
Panchsheel or co-existence, they are not prepared to do so.

We welcome every Communist country and their help also along with the west. We have been making no distinction
between one country and another. That is what we have understood by non-alliance. We are not prepared to do so even
at this hour of crisis. We are prepared to take help even from Communist countries if it is honestly given and given
without strings. I would only say that anybody who talks of Panchsheel cannot be on the side of the Chinese and support
what they have done recently.

From that Sir,  another inference, another conclusion or another outlook proceeds. Now that China has given us an
opportunity to settle accounts with them, we should not be content with the 8th September line. I feel very strongly that
merely pushing them out to 8th September line is no guarantee of their behaviour in the future. They have never shown
any faith in their own words. That being so, looking at the whole history of relationship with them, they have all along
been fooling us all the time. Bandung was a clock to fool us. They were saying that they were co-authors of Panchsheel
with us. I find those words repeated in the Chinese Prime Minister’s most recent letter dated 24th October. This is what
he says—it is the same “bhai bhai’ business.
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12 November 1962 Resolution Re:

PROCLAMATION OF EMERGENCY AND AGGRESSION BY CHINA

Shri H. P. Chatterjee (Nabadwip): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I am an independent member though I sit here in the Communist
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bloc and pardon me if I give my views that may not be the views of others here. They are only my personal views. The
C.P.I. has passed a very good resolution. They are totally with us, I know. All of them are with us. How well did Professor
Mukherjee and Shrimati Renu Chakravartty speak? We should not question their bonafides. That is very wrong if we do
that. We should not question each other about our bonafides.

Now, Sir, let me go to the problem before us, I say that the first mistake that we did was that, because of our love of
the Chinese, we were simply blind and allowed them to do whatever they liked. When the Chinese attacked Tibet, we
should have taken notice of that. If Nepal could get representation in the United Nations, what fault had Tibet committed
that it should not have that? In 1951, when the Chinese were just entering Tibet, I went there crossing Nathula on foot.
I am accustomed to mountains. I offer my services here for the front. In the first World War, I was in the University
Corps with Netaji Subash Chandra Bose and I have had some military training. If Government send me there, I am going
to fight the Chinese there, I offer my services.

When I was there in Tibet, the Tibetans who were very anxious and worried and immediately asked me: “Why is it
that you are not objecting to this Chinese invasion of our Country?” I said that “You are historically and culturally akin
to them”. They said “No, we are more akin to you, our mystic formula for prayer that we repeat is ‘Om Mani Padme
Hum’. That is clearly Sanskrit. The Chinese write from the top to bottom but we write like you from left to right. We are
more akin to you. So, why don’t you object to this invasion?” Sir, there is a strong argument in favour of that. I find that
we do something and afterwards we repent. We partitioned our country. Was that right? I do not say that all mistakes
can be rectified. Now we cannot take back Pakistan. Now, to free Tibet, we shall have to go over the Himalayas and fight
the Chinese. That may not be possible. But enlightened world opinion should compel China to disgorge Tibet. The
Tibetans said: “We are a different nation; sometimes the Manchus invaded us and sometimes we invaded them. Why do
you allow us to be swallowed by them?” Now, Sir, you see that this so-called Communism is nothing but jingoism. That
is worse than Neitscheism, Bonapartism and Hitlerism. They are now thrusting their own system of Government on
Tibet. If this is allowed, then, we cannot object to colonialism. They, the Chinese, were the first to sign panchsheel, that is,
the five principles of co-existence with us. In spite of our two different systems of Government, we proclaimed that we
can live in peace, all over the world. That was right. But now you see what has happened. They have given good-bye to all
sense of decency by violating the five principles of co-existence. Instead of settling border disputes by friendly talks they
invaded our country and wherever they come, they say, that is their frontier. Even on the 11th of November, in the
People’s Daily, they have written that they were taking more territory of India to teach Indians a lesson. They say that we
are lackeys of the western democracies. That is the way they speak, they write and they think about us. They were once
jingoes and war-mongers. They adopted Communism but could not shed their jingoism. They have ill-digested Communism.
They are after world hegemony. In fighting this menace we should be serious enough and we should stand by the
Government, whoever may be running the Government. I differed from Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru on many matters. I was
there in the Congress for 30 years. For the last 12 years I was not there, because I found that the common man was
neglected. But this is not the time to raise all these questions. Full loyalty should be given to the Government. Since he
is now running the Government, we should all stand behind him and try our level best to see that we come out
successful in this great calamity that has overtaken us. If we do not take steps in time, soon, Assam will be cut off and
Pakistan will stab us in the back. I am afraid that all these things may happen.

In the latest article of Pravda on 5th of November, they have objected to one-sided aid by western democracies
being given to us. When they fought Hitler, U.S.A gave them one-sided aid. If that is permitted, why can’t this be
permitted in our case? As I said, we should stand by the Government, whoever may be running the Government. We
should at once go in for conscription. Wherever we could get our arms, we should take them. No doubt, non-alignment
is the best policy.

Russia, of course, is a different proposition. I had been there recently. You were also there. They have great love and
respect for us. But at this crisis, when our country has been attacked, if they now do not check their ally, what shall we
think of them? Did they not get aid from the U.S.A when Hitler attacked them? What is wrong in our getting aid from
the U.S.A?

Shri P. C. Borooah (Sibsagar): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, my constituency is contiguous to the NEFA area and on the
fourth day of this debate I think I should confine my remarks only to the NEFA border and speak a little bit about the
mind of the people of Assam and the problems that they are facing.
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The fall of Tibet in 1959 brought the Chinese to the very door of Assam which also drove the Dalai Lama and the
Tibetan refugees to the soil of Assam. People began to feel insecure. Coming into contact with the Tibetan refugees they
hear about the atrocities inflicted by the Chinese on the Tibetans. And we began to feel that India had a moral duty to
the people of Tibet to help them in maintaining their independence. That India did not move in this regard had an
adverse effect on the people also of three other States, viz, Nepal, Sikkim and Bhutan. This was the first lapse on the part
of our defence policy.

It was not only a moral lapse but also a military lapse because the preservation of the buffer States of Tibet, Nepal,
Bhutan and Sikkim was militarily necessary for the security of our own country. Had that been done at that time, the
battle ground would not have been at NEFA or on Indian soil but would have been somewhere far distant from the
Indian border. Although preparations were undertaken on the NEFA border for securing that area, they were not done
with the speed that the circumstances demanded. That was mainly on account of the fact that we relied too much on the
Peking leaders accepting the principles of Panchsheel. Our too much reliance on the utterances of the Chinese was the
second lapse on the part of our defence policy.

It has to be admitted that we failed to take proper steps in proper time and we failed to take note of the massive
preparations which the Chinese were making on the other side of the Tibetan plateau. It is indeed surprising that only
on the sixth day of the massive offensive on 20th October we had to go begging to other countries for small arms. This
proves that we were not actually prepared at that time. All these are very regrettable indeed.

But deliberating on our past lapses and indulging in finding faults with each other will lead us nowhere. It is not this
or that man’s fault. We are collectively responsible for all these lapses. That should be the attitude of ours who are
wedded to democracy. Mr. Churchill said that democracy may lose battles but wins the war. That we will win the war is
evident from the upsurge of the people which is so great, so determined and so spontaneous.

That our non-alignment policy has been successful is also evidenced from the fact that friendly countries are rushing
to help us in the form of supply of arms. Had the non-alignment policy not been so, I think, this help could have come
with strings or in a different manner. We should not hesitate to take arms free from other countries who want to offer
them to us. We are now told MIGs are soon coming from the USSR. If USSR can give us the same sort of help as the UK
and USA have done, the hostilities with China, I am sure, will come to an end very early because China would not be able
to fight single-handed. Today the Russia’s leadership is actually in the ordeal.

Today mass mind is more advanced than ever in the past. Everywhere the non-official defence organizations are
springing up spontaneously. They know that it is not the fighters at the front alone who can bring victory however
heavily they may be armed. Unless the fighters in the fields, in the factories and at the homefront do their part, victory
is remote. If we fail to channelise this enthusiasm and fail to give a correct lead and a definite programme, there might
occur a setback of the worst type. The innumerable non-official committees need to be regulated. The Parliament is
sitting now; it is momentous in the truest sense of the term. The whole of country is watching its proceedings and
waiting a clear programme from this August body.

Day before yesterday, the Minister for planning made a statement on the measures to curb the price rise of essential
commodities and foodstuffs and also to augment the production of food-grains, fruits, vegetables, meats and eggs etc. I
congratulate him for it and wish that he maintains the speed, at which the mass mind is moving in implementing the
measures.

Having said so, I want to mention a few points for attention of the Government. Firstly, Assam is bounded on all sides
by foreign countries except for a narrow strip of land about 40 miles in width. This is the place where the boundaries of
Bhutan, Sikkim and Pakistan meet. If this corridor is cut off, then, the entire State of Assam, with Nagaland, Manipur and
Tripura will be lost and the people there will have the same fate as the Tibetans under the Chinese. It is reported that
there is heavy concentration of Chinese troops on the Bhutan boundary.

Secondly, the road built by the Americans during the Second World War; known as the Stilwell Road, connects
Assam with China through North Burma. This road, though not in use now, offers a good possibility for the Chinese to
infiltrate into India or to open another front with the help of the people of North Burma who have a communist
leanings. Thirdly, if the Chinese attack Tirap, the fifth division of NEFA and find way into Tuensang, they will meet the
hostile Nagas and coming further south, they will be able to establish contact with Pakistan with whom we are unfortunately
not in very good terms.
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Dr. M. S. Aney: We have been betrayed by China and how she has scant or little respect for the principle of co-
existence. I do not want to criticize the Prime Minister or anybody here, but the rape of Tibet by China was matter that
we allowed to go unprotested. I do not say we could have stopped that, but if we had protested that China was not
justified in occupying Tibet ruthlessly, in the way she did, perhaps our hands unsoiled. Somehow or other, Tibet did not
have the support which she expected from us as a neighbour. In this matter, there is one more point which I want to
bring to the notice of the House. We are proclaiming that our line of border is what we call the MacMohan line. What
was this MacMohan line? It was a border steeled between Tibet and the British Government. By calling it a proper line,
we acknowledge as a matter of fact that Tibet had the right to enter into an agreement with Great Britain as a sovereign
State. But when Tibet was overrun by China, we ignored this fact and kept silent. We committed a kind of sin, and today
we have to go through a blood bath as an atonement for the sins of omission which we committed then. That is how I feel.

This is no time for us to enter into those nice questions of international principles, because we are in the midst of
a war. In this war we find that China has invaded India at a time when we were probably least expecting it. We admit that.
Our duty now is to see that we prepare ourselves to counteract the effects of the invasion. We have to give a good
account of ourselves. We have got a good and brave army, an army with a great record of heroism. We must equip that
army properly. For that we must get assistance from every nation possible. Here we should not allow considerations of
alignment and non-alignment to be very meticulously considered so as to make us feel shy of getting help from any
country. Fortunately for us, the cause of China is unrighteous. In fact, one of the reasons why she is not a member of the
United Nations is this. After all, the United Nations Organisation was intended to create a force of righteous association
of nations which want to live in peace, stable peace, and make peaceful progress of the world possible. Now, China is a
country which has no respect for peace. She does not desire peace. If the United Nations is an organisation of righteous
nations China can only be described as a rascal wanting to join the club of righteous nations. It is a matter of great
satisfaction that most of the nations have realized that there is need for prompt help to India. There are some nations
which may not come to our aid, though our relations with them have been friendly up to this time. Whether they will
stand by us in this hour of crisis or not is a matter of doubt. In Sanskrit, there is a phrase:

®ÉVÉuÉ®æ º¨É¶ÉÉxÉä SÉ ªÉÎºiÉ´`ÎiÉ ´ÉÉx´ÉxvÉ:

Only he who stands by you, both in prosperity and adversity, is your real friend.

It is a matter of satisfaction that some nations, big nations, have come to our help and are helping us, but we have to
prepare our own nation at the same time. We shall be getting help from them, but it has to be used by our own people.
Our people must be properly disciplined.

It is also a matter of great satisfaction that the appeal made by the Prime Minister to the people has received a
generous response, a wonderful, miraculous response. That is a matter of great hope for us. But when we are asking the
people to make donations liberally, the Government as a whole should see that unnecessary expenditure must also be
curtailed. We have got large ministries at the Centre and in the different States. If the old ministry had ten ministers, the
new one has 15 ministers. The general election has resulted in the addition of ministers everywhere. In my opinion, the
present number of ministers in the Central Government as well as in the different States can be safely cut down by one-
fourth, and the remaining ministers can be asked to work with a reduction of 25 percent of their salaries. It is a matter
of great satisfaction to me that several Members of this House and the other House have voluntarily made donations,
thus setting a good example.

Another suggestion, I wish to make is this. During the last ten years or so, the bodies which used to be run by public
spirited workers have become bodies with salaries attached to them. That has created a sordid spirit about the membership
of the local bodies. All those local and other bodies should follow the example set by the Members of this House. I hope
that if we start making great sacrifices ourselves, we will be in a position to appeal to the people to make all kinds of
sacrifices.

The third thing is that we have to carry public opinion with us. It is a matter of great satisfaction that all parties in
the country, including the Communist Party judging by their latest resolution, have declared their resolve to stand by
this Government and follow its Leader in their fight against the Chinese. After all these parties have to carry the people
with them. If there are certain bodies or persons who on account of their propaganda for certain causes have been
imprisoned, it is time Government thought over the matter and declared a general amnesty for political prisoners. The
Nag Vidarbha Andolan Samiti has been carrying on propaganda. Now, it has suspended its agitations: it has declared so.
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There are some12 persons in jail and about 12 other cases are pending. I am sure, our distinguished friend, the Chief
Minister of Maharashtra who out of an admirable sense of alertness while sending behind the bars some of those
communists whom he suspected to be dangerous at this juncture, will have the magnanimity and chivalry to release the
other prisoners whose loyalty and devotion to the country is beyond question. Any gesture of this kind made by him will
enable the country not only to fight the war of the Himalayas with the aid of Sahyadri but also with the aid of Satpura,
Vindhya and Mahendraparva and all other mountains, which are all said to be the brothers and sisters of Himalayas. The
whole India will go with him.  I hope such a generous gesture will be shown by him and we will have a united India which
will enable us to make preparations and to throw back these invaders overboard beyond the Himalayas. I do not know,
but God willing, even Tibet may get a new life in this struggle, if we win. With these words. I thank you for the time given
to me. I wish to add one verse from the Rig veda: |

+º¨ÉÉEò¨É ´ÉÉä®É =kÉ®ä ¦É´ÉxÉÂ * i´Éº¨ÉÉxÉ =nä́ É : +´ÉiÉÉ½´Éä¹ÉÖ *

It is a prayer to Gods: let our warriors be victorious and let them protect our men who are working in the battle field.

Maharajkumar Vijaya Ananda (Vishakhapatnam): Sir, I rise to support the Prime Minister’s resolutions and
before I say a few words I salute our gallant jawans. The present situation brings to my mind what Sir Winston Churchill
said when the Second World War commenced. He said: we will fight them on land; we will fight them in the air; we will
fight them on the seas, these gutter snipe. He made the womenfolk of England stand on the shores with 12 bore guns
and they did that for a long time before they received further aid from America. May I pay a tribute to our women who
have already made many sacrifices. They have given away most of their gold; they have started knitting woolen jackets
and other things for our jawans. I would like very much to see that our womenfolk also get used to the rifles and take
over the places of men in offices as they had done in England. During the Second World War, men vacated their offices
and women took over. Similarly, when it becomes necessary for us, every Indian, every man born on this menacing
Chinese. There may be mistakes or faults. Many might say: we shall want so and so to be changed. I am reminded of a
saying in English, “swapping horses in mid-stream”. That would be very very detrimental to our interests. Much has been
said about the Communist Party. No ordinance or no ban is necessary. The Communists should first think of their being
Indians, first and last. Merely passing a resolution and saying that we are with you gets us nowhere. I suggest that every
communist in this country must forget the word communist and say to himself: I shall give up communism for all times
to come…

Shri Tyagi: I think it is a good suggestion.

Shri Raghunath Singh: They will accept it.

Maharajkumar Vijaya Ananda: That is how I feel when my country is invaded. I forget any party business. I am an
Indian first, and an Indian last. I do not believe in these resolutions. I want a spirit of heart searching and heart to heart
talk, that is to say: we are with you and we have nothing to do with communism.

One great thing that has emerged out of this aggression is that we have forgotten this casteism. It is indeed a
blessing. In the past we used to near much about casteism and provincialism and this ism or that ism. India has now
rallied round as one man behind the Prime Minister. That is a very happy thing indeed. In these fourteen years, instead of
consolidated our freedom, we began to drift into different directions and castes and things like that, which were almost
forgotten in the British days, began to disintegrate us. As I said this invasion is indeed a blessing in disguise. Pakistan’s
propaganda has risen to dizzy heights. I cannot understand their logic or commonsense. They say that they are not with
India; they want to sit on the fence. If India were to be over-run by the Chinese, God forbid, how long would Pakistan
last? I cannot understand that. Their leaders do not even take into account what is obvious, what is crystal clear. That
shows Pakistan’s narrow outlook.

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair]

In spite of the fact that we had partition, instead of saying that we are with you in this naked aggression, instead of
that, they are building up a propaganda of hatred for India. We have been following the path of Dharma all along, all these
14-15 years, and I am sure Dharma will eventually bring us victory and a grand victory at that.

Much has been said about non-alignment. I would like to put it in my own way. It is the civilized world that is with us.
It is only the barbarians who are not with us. So, non-alignment has brought the civilized world to us or with us and they
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are going to give us all the support and we are grateful to those nations who have agreed voluntarily to come to our aid.

That brings to my mind the recent visit of Tunku to our country. Asian countries were wavering until he came out
wholeheartedly by saying that India’s cause must be backed. Today we find that he is even raising a fund for India in his
country. Tunku’s effort in India’s cause is a very good one.

I would like to read out to you a small statement given by Emperor Haile Selassie which is a very admirable one.
Speaking on the Sino-Indian border dispute, the emperor said:

“Yet another threat to world tranquility has burst into flame. We repeat what we have said on countless past
occasions that aggression never has been, is not now and never will be the answer to disputes between nations. We
extend our sympathy and that of our Government and people to the Indian nation which is today under armed attack.”

That comes from a great man who was the victim of aggression. He went into exile and remained so for several
years. But the people called him back. Those world from him have a great meaning.

As an old cricketer I believe in attack, and I never like the bowler to call the tune. And so, an attack is the best form
of defence. I would like to hear in future that we are attacking the Chinese instead of saying that we are defending our
country.

This brings to my mind something relating to cricket. There was a bowler called Ashung. An Englishman was batting
in West Indies. The bowler bowled a ball and the Englishman shouted out, “Oh my Lord; that is a Chinaman.” That is to
say, it turned the opposite way—stabbing the man in the back. When one stabs the man in the back, you call him a
Chinaman! If you look to Wisden, you find the word Chinaman, Ashung was the man who bowled that ball. In the game
of cricket also the China is known to bowl the wrong ball—stab the man in the back.

I would like to give a time-limit and tell the Chinese that if this is going to continue, we shall deport every Chinese
from this country, whether a cook, be it a man who makes shoes, because I think these Chinamen in India are spies who
must be conveying every news to their country in whatever from they do it and in whatever manner they do it. So, I
think if this war goes on and they keep on coming down like steam-rollers though we have not to fear of steamrollers
and Dharma is on our side even so, I feel that we should give them a warning and tell them to clear out from this
country.

I have a few suggestions for whatever they may be worth. Wavell canteens worked all over the country during the
second world war. I think we could have those canteens in every nook and corner of this country and call them Nehru
canteens. I would like to say that the medical students of our country may be attached to military hospitals. They will be
helpful to doctors and be getting to know surgery and many other things that take them long to learn in college.

¸ÉÒ ±ÉÉ½þ®úÒ ËºÉ½þ: ®úÉ¨É±ÉÒ±ÉÉ OÉÉ=Æb÷ ¨Éå iÉlÉÉ nÚùºÉ®úÒ VÉMÉ½þÉå {É®ú xÉÉxÉ-B±ÉÉ<xÉ ½þÉäxÉä EòÒ nÖù½þÉ<Ç nùÒ VÉÉiÉÒ ½è * <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä EòÉ¨É xÉ½þÓ SÉ±É ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ * xÉ<Ç

xÉ<Ç ÊEòº¨É Eäò ½þÊlÉªÉÉ®ú iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½þÉä SÉÖEäò ½èþ *+¤É {ÉÖ®úÉxÉä ½þÊlÉªÉÉ®úÉå ºÉä EòÉ¨É xÉ½þÓ SÉ±É ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ * <ºÉ SÉÒWÉ EòÉä Ê®ú±ÉÉ<ÇWÉ Eò®ú Eäò +É{É EòÉä SÉÉÊ½þªÉä ÊEò

+É{É ®úÒªÉÉÊ±ÉÎº]õEò ½þÉä * ̈ Éé |ÉÉ<¨É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ºÉÉ½þ¤É Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ºÉSSÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®úJÉ ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ +Éè®ú +É{É EòÉä ¦ÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä ÊEò +É{É ºÉSSÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®úJÉÆä * ½þ̈ É B±ÉÉªÉåºÉ

xÉ½þÓ SÉÉ½þiÉä * ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +É{É ºÉÉäSÉå ÊEò ÊEòºÉ nÖù¶¨ÉxÉ ºÉä ´ÉÉºiÉÉ {Éb÷É ½èþ * ½þ́ ÉÉ<Ç VÉ½þÉWÉ, ¤ÉÒºÉ ¤ÉÒºÉ ±ÉÉJÉ EòÉ +ÉiÉÉ ½èþ, EòÉä<Ç +É{É EòÉä ´ÉèºÉä ½þÒ näù näùMÉÉ *

Ê¨ÉÊ±É]ÅõÒ {ÉäC]õ xÉ ½þÉä, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +MÉ®ú ÊEòºÉÒ bä÷̈ ÉÉäGäòÊ]õEò EÆò]ÅõÒ {É®ú +]èõEò ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä ½þ̈ É ºÉ¤É BEò ºÉÉlÉ ¨É®åú * 1914 EòÒ ±Éb÷É<Ç +ÆOÉäWÉ xÉä B±ÉÉBÆºÉ Eò®ú

Eäò VÉÒiÉÒ * ±ÉÉº]õ ¤ÉÉ®ú ̈ Éå =ºÉ xÉä BEò iÉ®ú¡ò °üºÉ EòÉä EòÉ¤ÉÚ ÊEòªÉÉ +Éè®ú nÚùºÉ®úÒ iÉ®ú¡ò +¨É®úÒEòÉ EòÉä ÊEòªÉÉ * CªÉÉ =ºÉEòÉ xÉÖCºÉÉxÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ? <xÉ ±Éb÷É<ªÉÉå

¨Éå ´É½þ Ê´ÉVÉªÉÒ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ * ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú {ÉÉºÉ iÉÉä EÖòUô xÉ½þÓ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ̈ É Eò½å VÉÉiÉä ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ É B±ÉÉBÆºÉ xÉ½þÓ Eò®åúMÉä * xÉ½þÓ Eò®åúMÉä iÉÉä ¨É®åúMÉä ½þÒ * <iÉxÉÒ nÖù½þ́ ÉÉ<Ç

xÉÉxÉB±ÉÉ<xÉ¨Éå]õ EòÒ +É{É xÉ nùÉä * B±ÉÉBÆºÉ Eäò ¨ÉÉxÉä ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉ nùÉä * Ê¤ÉxÉÉ B±ÉÉBÆºÉ Eäò ½þ̈ É ¨É®ú VÉÉªÉåMÉä * +ÆOÉäWÉ EòÉä ªÉ½þ Eò®úxÉÉ {Éb÷É lÉÉ * +ÉVÉ VÉÉä JÉiÉ®úÉ

½èþ ´É½þ ¨ÉÉ¨ÉÚ±ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉ EòÉ ½þ̈ Éå {ÉÚ®úÒ iÉÉEòiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ +Éè®ú ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ¦ÉÒ ½þÉä ºÉEäò ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½èþ *

Shri Sonavane (Pandharpur): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I rise to support the Proclamation of Emergency issued by
our President and also the Resolution moved by our beloved Prime Minister. In this hour of crisis we have to rise as one
man against the Chinese aggression to repel the Chinese forces from our sacred soil.

The whole of Maharashtra must have been electrified by the proposed placing over the Defence portfolio in the
hands of the Chief Minister of Maharashtra, the descendant of Shivaji the Great.
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Our Prime Minister has offered to the Chinese that talk or negotiations would be opened if they withdraw to the
position held by them before the 8th September. If this offer is accepted by them and they accordingly withdraw, a cease
fire may be ordered. Once a cease fire is ordered, as our experience is, the cease fire line stays. Then, if the Chinese
leaders refuse to go back beyond the McMahon line, then what happens? What action can we take at that stage to
recover whatever land that would be in the illegal occupation of the Chinese forces? Then also there will be another
headache for us. Therefore, I feel a doubt as to the proposal whether the 8th September position should be agreed upon
for starting or that cease fire line should be agreed upon. Later on, complications if they arise, as in the case of Pakistan,
our position will be rather serious. Therefore, I want this clarification from our Prime Minister that only for talks, for
easing of tension, this offer should be acted upon and no cease fire should be ordered till all the Chinese forces are
withdrawn beyond the McMohan line, in the Ladakh area and also in the N.E.F.A area.

The Communist Chinese, timid and treacherous as they are, they were very anxious…

Some Hon. Members: Timid?

Shri Sonavane: I say timid because they have betrayed a friend and stabbed a friend in the back. They wanted to regain
their land, Taiwan or Formosa. Instead of regaining and getting back that land—they did not do that, because they feared
that mighty feet would kick them out of Formosa—what did they do? They committed rape on Tibet and marched their
armies. Tibet a buffer State, having gone, they came to India, invaded and committed aggression on our sacred soil.
Therefore, I feel it is for Formosa Nationalist Chinese to liberate their mainland as they have often said. It is the time for
them to take this opportunity to recover their mainland and to liberate the enslaved Chinese people who are starving
and hungry. I think if they take this opportunity, it would be a golden opportunity for the Nationalist Chinese leaders.

The Communists Chinese Leaders are, no doubt, expansionist, cruel, treacherous and deceitful. When Communist
China is enlarging the possibility of world war by its aggression on India and democracy, I do not understand why the
leaders of the U.S.S. R are keeping mum. These are the two pictures here. One picture is that Soviet Russia has
withdrawn or has dismantled whatever bases it had and is carrying back the ballistic missiles to Russia. But, other China,
a Communist ally with Soviet Russia, is carrying on war and increasing the possibilities of this nuclear war in this world.
This is a menace to peace. Therefore, I request the Leaders of U.S.S.R, Mr. Khrushchev, that he should prevail upon the
Communist Chinese leaders to withdraw from the Indian soil and have a peaceful atmosphere and see that world peace
is not endangered.

We are very much thankful and grateful to the friendly western nations such as the U.S.A, and the U.K, Canada,
France and other countries for their swift help in supplying arms to us in this hour of our peril. To our brave jawans we
give our wholehearted support and pay our tribute to our jawnas who have laid down their lives to protect their
motherland. Every Indian is up to help, contribute his mite, donate blood, gold, and sacrifice everything to save the
honour of our land. But, our Indian Communists should not have raised their voice in protest for the Indian Communist
individuals who have been detained, who did not support the C.P.I resolution, but went against that. Therefore, in the
interests of the C.P.I, I feel that they should not try to protect those people who are detained or who are anti-
nationalist, to say, in outlook. If they do so, if they raise their voice again—they have done it in Bombay—I feel, the people
at large in the country will doubt their bona fides. I feel that this step taken by the State Government in the interests of
the motherland, should be taken in that spirit.

The fight has to be carried on and the supply line has to be maintained. Therefore, every peasant, worker in the
factories, coal fields, railways, have got to work with re-doubled zeal. Time is running short. I will place my suggestions in
two minutes. We have got to conserve our foreign exchange. Therefore, my suggestion is that our gold business should
not be left in private hands and steps should be taken in to nationalize that. Our defence and air force should be
strengthened. Air raid shelters should be increased in the border States and other areas. We have got to minimize
expenditure in the State and Central Government. Particularly the size of the Cabinets should be reduced and non-
essential expenditure should also be stopped. People in the villages, particularly in the rural areas, who cannot read and
write, know very little of the fight going on in the border areas. Therefore, in order to educate them, I say that folk-song
parties should be organized. Through  folk songs and dance we can enthuse and communicate to them and explain to
them what is going on and what kind of help and support is needed for the country. Then, hospital buildings should be
built for this purpose, and a greater number of nursing training centers should be opened, so that in case of an emergency,
those nurses will be useful for nursing our wounded soldiers.
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14 November 1962 Resolution

PROCLAMATION OF EMERGENCY AND AGGRESSION BY CHINA

Shri Balgovind Verma (Kheri): The fact that China has invaded our territory has shocked the conscience of the
peace-loving people of the world. To some extent I think that this invasion is of our own making. Had we not recognised
the suzerainty of China over Tibet, China would not have dared to look at us. Moreover, when China occupied a portion
of Ladakh, we kept silent, and then we tried to solve this matter by peaceful negotiations. This was taken by the Chinese
as a sort of weakness in us, and that is why they have dared to cross our frontiers.

Now that this crisis has come, we should be prepared to face it and face it with a firm determination. We should see
that these invaders are thrown out, thrown out in time. I think that this crisis has come to us as a blessing in disguise.
Now, the whole nation is standing as one behind our beloved leader Shri Jawaharlal Nehru, and this is a unique opportunity
that we could never think of. We hope that this upsurge which is found in the people in abundance will be kept alive for
all times to come.

The enemy that we are faced with is a treacherous one. He can use all those methods and devices which we may not
even think of. Therefore, it has become our imperative duty to see that all wings of our Armed Forces are strong. We
should see that our serial power is really of such a type that it may strike the enemy in his entirety. We should see that
our aerial power is superior to that of the Chinese, because the Chinese may attack us at any time, and we cannot
believe them. They are very treacherous, and therefore, we have to be on our guard.

I would like to say one thing more, namely that if we want that this menace of the Chinese should be minimized, if
not today, at least tomorrow, we shall have to destroy their bases in Tibet, and that is of paramount importance.

The time has also come when we should try to befriend the Kuomintang Government, that is, the Government of
Chiang Kai-shek. This Government is in close terms with the USA, and, therefore, we should rather request the USA
that they should ask the Kuomintang Government to invade the mainland.

¸ÉÒ EòÉ¶ÉÒ®úÉ¨É MÉÖ{iÉ (+±É´É®ú): ´É½þ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉèEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ±ÉÉ<xÉ EòÉä xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÒ ½éþ, +É{É =xÉ ºÉä Eò½þ Eò®ú CªÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä?

Shri Balgovind Verma:….They may accept it or not, but the time is such that they can take advantage of the present
position, and if they invade the mainland, they are sure to come out victorious, because another front will be opened
there and the Chinese will be diverted towards that, and that will be to our advantage as well. Therefore, I say that we
should ask the Kuomintang Government that they should see that they take advantage of this most opportune moment.

Many of our friendly countries of the West are giving help to us at this time of crisis, and we are very grateful to
them, and we hope that they will be coming forward to help us in a greater measure because this war is not between
China and India but it is between communism and democratic people. Therefore, the greater they help us, the better it
will be, and it will also be in their interests to do so.

I would suggest that our Prime Minister should appoint roving Ambassadors and also send personal emissaries
abroad who may visit the Heads of our friendly countries abroad, and post them with the latest developments that are
taking place in our country, because that is the most urgent. If we do everything through our ambassadors, sometimes
it is late. It is time that we keep our friends informed of everything that is taking place here every now and then.

I may frankly tell you—whether we may accept it or not—that if we have to deal with the Chinese properly, we have
to do certain things. I think the time has come when the Dalai Lama should be recognised as the head of the Government
of Tibet. We should not be content with throwing the invaders out of our soil, but we should also keep the invaders
from Tibet in order to make it a buffer State so that this menace may not recur.

I am coming from a district which is on the border, the district of Kheri which has a border with Nepal. Conditions
in Nepal are not very good. We should not be complacent about that side. We have come to know that thousands of
Chinese are there on the soil of Nepal. The Nepal Government is removing the posts which were there from time
immemorial. We do not know what their intentions are. Some trenches are also being dug. Therefore, I call upon my
Government to be very careful on that side.
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One thing more…..

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member should resume his seat.

Shri Balgovind Verma: You have got sufficient time. The Prime Minister is replying only at 4 p.m.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: There are other members also wishing to speak. Shrimati Kamala Chaudhuri.

¸ÉÒ Eò¨É±ÉÉ SÉÉèvÉ®Òú (½þÉ{ÉÖb÷): ={ÉÉvªÉIÉ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ, |ÉvÉÉxÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ xÉä <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ ̈ Éå VÉÉä ̈ É½þi´É{ÉÚhÉÇ |ÉºiÉÉ´É ={ÉÎºlÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ̈ Éå =ºÉ EòÉ ½þÉÌnùEò º´ÉÉMÉiÉ Eò®úiÉÒ

½ÚÆþ +Éè®ú ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®úiÉÒ ½éþ * ́ ÉÉºiÉ´É ̈ Éå <ºÉ +É{ÉÉiEòÉ±ÉÒxÉ +ÊvÉ´Éä¶ÉxÉ ̈ Éå ºÉ¤É ºÉä ̈ É½þi´É{ÉÚhÉÇ |ÉEò®úhÉ ªÉ½þ |ÉºiÉÉ´É ½èþ ÊVÉºÉ EòÉ ºÉÉ®äú näù¶É EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ xÉä ½þÉÌnùEò

º´ÉÉMÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ * ́ ÉÉºiÉ´É ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú Ê±ÉªÉä ºÉ¨¨ÉÉxÉ {ÉÚhÉÇ ½èþ, +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ Eäò +xÉÖEÚò±É ½èþ, CªÉÉåÊEò SÉÒÊxÉªÉÉå xÉä {ÉÆSÉ¶ÉÒ±É Eäò +Énù¶ÉÇ EòÉä ̀ ÖöEò®úÉ

Eò®ú, =xÉ ÊºÉvnùÉÆiÉÉå EòÉä ¦ÉÖ±ÉÉ Eò®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ={É®ú vÉÉäJÉä ºÉä +ÉGò¨ÉhÉ ÊEòªÉÉ +Éè®ú VÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ´ÉÒ®ú ¨ÉÉiÉÞ ¦ÉÚÊ¨É EòÒ ®úIÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ´É½þÉÆ ¤Éä̀ äö lÉä =xÉEòÉ ÊxÉnÇùªÉiÉÉ

ºÉä ®úHò ¤É½þÉªÉÉ *

ºÉSÉ¨ÉÖSÉ ÊVÉºÉ näù¶É EòÉ <ÊiÉ½þÉºÉ, ÊVÉºÉ EòÉ ºÉÉÊ½þiªÉ MÉÉè®ú´É{ÉÚhÉÇ MÉÉlÉÉ+Éå ºÉä ¦É®úÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ ́ É½þ <ºÉ +ÉPÉÉiÉ Eäò´É±É ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ+Éå {É®ú ½þÒ +ÉPÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ

½èþ, ¤ÉÎ±Eò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò VÉxÉ VÉxÉ EòÒ ¿nùªÉ {É®ú SÉÒÊxÉªÉÉå xÉä ªÉ½þ +ÉPÉÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú |ÉÉhÉ ®ú½þiÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ näù¶É =ºÉEòÉ ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ Eò®äúMÉÉ * +Éè®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É

EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ xÉä <ºÉ EòÉ {ÉÊ®úSÉªÉ ¦ÉÒ ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ *

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ Eäò ºÉÆEäòiÉ ¨ÉÉjÉ {É®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É xÉä +{ÉxÉä vÉxÉ +{ÉxÉä º´ÉhÉÇ Eäò JÉWÉÉxÉä JÉÉä±É ÊnùªÉä ½èþ, ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ¤É½þxÉÉå xÉä +{ÉxÉä ºÉÖ½þÉMÉ ÊSÉx½þ ¨ÉÆMÉ±É ºÉÚjÉ iÉEò

®úIÉÉ EòÉä¹É Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä +Ì{ÉiÉ ÊEòªÉä ½èþ * ªÉ½þ BEò ´É½þ ÊSÉx½þ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉ EòÉä ½þ̈ É +{ÉxÉÒ Ê´ÉVÉªÉ EòÉ ÊSÉx½þ Eò½þ ºÉEòiÉä ½éþ * ¨ÉÖZÉä {ÉÚhÉÇ +É¶ÉÉ ½èþ VÉèºÉÉ ÊEò |ÉvÉÉxÉ

¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä ¦ÉÒ Eò½þÉ, +xiÉ ¨Éå BEò xÉ BEò ÊnùxÉ Ê´ÉVÉªÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ½þÉäMÉÒ! +Éè®ú ºÉSÉ¨ÉÖSÉ ½þ̈ É Ê´ÉVÉªÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®ú Eäò ®ú½åþMÉä *

+ÉVÉ nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ªÉ½þ iÉlªÉ º{É¹]õ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ, SÉÒxÉ iÉlªÉ {É®ú vÉÉäJÉä EòÉ {ÉnùÉÇ xÉ½þÓ b÷É±É ºÉEòiÉÉ, ºÉ¤ÉEòÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ÊEò =ºÉ EòÉ ªÉ½þ nùÉ´ÉÉ

ÊEò =ºÉ Eäò uùÉ®úÉ ½ºiÉMÉiÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉªÉå ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ xÉ ½þÉä Eò®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ½èþ, ªÉ½þ Ê¤É±EÖò±É +ºÉiªÉ ½èþ, ªÉ½þ ZÉÚ̀ ö ½èþ, ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ ºÉÉÊ½þiªÉ <ºÉ EòÉ |É¤É±É |É¨ÉÉhÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊVÉºÉ

Ê½þ̈ ÉÉ±ÉªÉ EòÒ ½þ̈ É {ÉÚVÉÉ Eò®úiÉä ®ú½äþ ½èþ, ÊVÉºÉ {É®ú ´É½ +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú VÉ¨ÉÉªÉä ¤äÉ`É ½èþ *

Shri Bakar Ali Mirza: Now it is more than 40. It is not mathematics. More than 40 nations on both sides of the curtain
have supported us. We have to remember that we are a non-aligned nation. We cannot claim by right the support of any
nation. There is no peace treaty or a treaty for defence. Our whole policy was based on the fact that every issue will be
decided on its merits, and so many nations have come forward to support us. That is not only an aid to support us but
also a free judgment of the world that our cause is right.

This is a very, very great thing. Some people say: “non-alignment has failed.” But what would alignment have done?
Look at the aligned nations. Take any nation you like. If they were faced with the same situation, will they have the self-
confidence that this country today posses in spite of its being not prepared? There was a lot of talk about our being
unprepared. Was France with her Maginot line bristling with cannons, steel and cement concrete, prepared? Was the
United Sates of America at Pearl Harbour prepared? How can you prepare for war when your whole objective is peace?
If you want to prepare in the military sense, you have to have an army on a two-Power basis.

We have also to take into account not only China but also Pakistan. The moment you have done that, suspicion
would have been aroused and the policy of peace would have been negative at the very first step. Even today, when we
are faced with a war and we are getting ammunitions from abroad, there is suspicion in Pakistan that the balance of
power may shift. What would have been the case if we had made preparations years ago? So, the very fact that we were
not prepared is a reason in support of our policy of peace.

Battles are not fought just by guns. Morale and righteousness are things that support any army. Even those Nazis or
any other armed forces, if they had no ideal, before them they had created an ideal. Today, we are fighting for the freedom
of our land. Let us restrict ourselves to that. Let us not create a war psychosis. Our objective is to clear a foreign nation
which has invaded our land and we want to clear our land from the invader. That is our objective. We do not want to
create a new front and new wars. That, I think, would be a completely wrong and futile policy. War itself is wrong. The war
is forced upon us, just like we have to light a fire sometimes to quench a fire. That is what we have done. Therefore, I
would like the House to appreciate that it is all right to fight for your country for its independence, but do not become
warmongers, or do not idolize the very thing which we hate, that is, war.
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Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member’s time is up.

Shri Akbar Ali Mirza: Two or three minutes more, Sir. There have been talks about non-alignment. Shri Ranga says that
“you must align with the western bloc.” Shri Hanumanthaiya wanted a reorientation. Shri Tyagi says, “you do not regard
this as a sort of religious dogma.” Shri Morarka says, “friend in need.” Suppose, Pakistan, instead of China, had attacked
India. What would have been the pattern of your friendship? Our strength is that wehter the fight is on this curtain or
that, we all stand for righteousness and we get support from both sides of the curtain.

Further, there is a talk about attacking Tibet and attacking some bases and so on. It is the opinion of strategists that
whichever power holds Tibet holds the hearts of Asia. Tibet is the biggest natural fortress in the world. It is considered
to be the roof of the world. Therefore, operating from there, if you lose a few villages here and there why should there
be such a panic? Why should there be comments? Why should the Defence Minister resign? “The policy has to be
changed.” The leadership is questioned because a few villages are gone, when they have got a strategic advantage. That is
a wrong policy. We have to build the morale of the country, and for that, everyone of us has got a responsibility.

One word more and I have done, and that is about the communist world. People talk about Russia. They think you
will remain unaligned, but once you are in war with anybody, you want the whole world to line behind in your support!
What reason is there? Russia, in spite of her position in the world, has come to our aid.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member’s time is up.

Shri Bakar Ali Mirza: One minute.

Mr. Speaker: That is lengthening the debate.

Shri Bakar Ali Mirza: International communism is like Pan-Islamism in the 19th century has played out. It is not
international conspiracy as Shri Kamath thinks. It is cracking. We have to see that we gain friends and do not lose friends.
You attack here and you attack there and create enemies; that is very easy think to do. But it is more difficult to gain
friends.

With these few words, I support the resolutions.

Shri P.R. Patel (Patna): Mr. Speaker, Sir, in supporting the resolutions, I salute our brave jawans who are fighting the
enemies for the honour and integrity of our country. I also respectfully pay homage to our brave jawans who have
sacrificed their lives in fighting against the enemy. They shall never be forgotten by us.

China has committed aggression on us. The aggression is not only a danger to our freedom and democracy, but is a
danger to all nations of Asia and Africa. I hope Nepal and Pakistan will realise the grave yellow danger and join with us
to safeguard not only our freedom but also their freedom.

Raja Mahendra said recently that Nepal is a calf between two fighting bulls. I wish him to search his heart and he will
find that China is a tiger which would devour the calf without mercy. India, though a bull according to him, has blood
relations with the calf. China signed the Panchsheel agreement on 29th April 1954 and promised us to respect our
country’s integrity and freedom and not to commit aggression. But before the ink was dry, on 17th July 1954 China put
a claim on our Bara Hoti and then claiming to be our friend swallowed part by part, some 14,000 square miles of our
territory in Ladakh from 17th July 1954 to 12th July 1962. We took some eight years to realise the Chinese treachery. It
is very painful. Panchsheel was a Prapanch sheel to Chinese. They used it as a shield to do meanest treacheries—
Prapachas.

The recent aggression by the Chinese on our NEFA border has done in a way a service to us. It has roused the
people, one and all. Every Indian is determined to drive the Chinese out of the last inch of our territory. Even children
and illiterate farmers are awakened. Everybody is contributing his might for the defence of our country and freedom.
Rivers and rivulets of cash and gold are flowing to Delhi. Our people were never found so united and determined as
they are now.

Some hon. Members assailed our non-alignment policy. I fail to understand them. Our non-alignment policy is
known to the world.  Yet, at our request, we got arms and ammunition from USA, Britain and other countries. Our non-
alignment policy has not created any hurdle in getting arms and ammunition from whatever country we choose.
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Now, if we accept their proposals, which seems so innocuous, they would retire, they said, up
to the McMohan line, but they add that their idea of McMohan line was different from ours: and it is on this side of the
edge, and we should have to retire from where we are today—another 20 kilometers, that is, leaving about 40 kilometers
of territory which was not occupied either by their armies or ours. That is to say, they would have fixed base on this side
of the Thagla pass, an open territory which they can walk across any moment they like. It was impossible for us to agree
to. And in Ladakh, our withdrawing still further from where we are, and their not exactly marching immediately, but our
facilitating their advance in the future they want to come. So, we rejected to those proposals.

We said there should be a reverse on to the 8th September line both in NEFA and in Ladakh. That meant in NEFA
not only their going back but our going forward to those posts that we held, with no vacant space left, and in Ladakh our
going back a good way.

Some people say, “How can you say that? You must not negotiate. You must not have any talk with them till you
completely push them out from the Indian territory.” That is a very good thing. But one does not talk with anybody
whom one has defeated completely and pushed out. The question of talks does not arise. If we have gained our objective
without talks, the question of talks does not arise. I would suggest to the House to remember that in these matters, one
has to take a strong view, but a realistic view. The suggestion that we have made, they have rejected, because it strengthens
us and weakens them. What is more, the suggestion we have made about the 8th September line is one which has been
appreciated in a great part of the world—non-aligned countries and others—because merely saying that we shall not
talk to you till you have confessed defeat is not the kind of suggestion that any country makes to another. So, I hope that
the House will realise that what we have suggested is a right suggestion and will support it fully.

Some Members talked about our stating that we are going to liberate Tibet.

¸ÉÒ ¤ÉÉMÉb÷Ò (Ê½þºÉÉ®ú): ¨ÉxÉºÉ®ú MÉÉǼ É Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ¨Éå ½èþ, ´É½þÉÆ EòÒ +É¤ÉÉnùÒ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉÒ ½èþ!

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Some others even mentioned—I think the hon. Member who just intervened said something
about Mansarovar.

Shri Raghunath Singh (Varanasi): Mansar village. (Interruptions).

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Unfortunately, history is not made by men like the hon. Member at the opposite. It is really
amazing to see that some other members and other outsiders talk that we should lay down that we would liberate
Tibet. It is a very happy idea if it is liberated. But our undertaking of that job at the present moment or at any moment
seems to me extraordinary and fantastic and having no relation to reality.

I have said that in a war between India and China, it is patent that if you think in terms of victory and defeat—there
might be battles and we might push them back, as we hope to–but if either country thinks in terms of bringing the other
to its knees, it manifestly cannot and will not happen. Let us to realistic. Are we going to march to Peking? (Interruptions).

Shri Priya Gupta (Katihar): Are we going to allow them to march to Delhi?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am sorry I cannot enter into an argument. But I appreciate that a war like this cannot be
ended as far as I can foresee by surrender by either party. They are two great countries and neither will surrender.
Therefore, some way out has to be found to finish the war in terms honourable to us. We have said that we will finish
the war when we liberate our own territory which is in their possession. Our saying that we are going to liberate Tibet
is a thing which we cannot do; even if we had the atom bomb, we could not do it. It is manifestly absurd to talk about it,
and it justifies everything that China has said about it, in the sense….(Interruptions).

They have always been saying that their chief grouse against us is that we have been encouraging a revolt and
rebellion in Tibet. That is the thing which ultimately turned them against us. If we say that, it will justify their argument,
which had no foundation, and give them in international circles and everywhere considerable strength. It will mean our
saying something which we cannot possibly, feasibly do. It is impossible. We have got a big enough task, a tremendous
task, which we should realise, to push them back to their own territory from our own country. We are going to do it. It
is going to be mighty difficult; it might take us a long time. So, I hope that while we should be strong and determined, as
we must be, we must not just for the sake of appearing braver than others say things which are, I regret to use the word,
manifestly nonsense.
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Now, the resolution I have placed before the House is a fairly comprehensive one. It is a resolution of resolve, of
determination and of dedication. I hope, therefore, that in accepting the resolution, as I hope this House will, the House
thinks in terms of dedication, not in bombast, not in tall talk, but realizing that we have a very difficult task before us. We
are determined to fulfil it however long it may take and whatever the consequences might be. And, in doing so, we will
be heartened by the biggest thing that a country can do and which India has done thus far, and that is, produce this
enormous emotional upheaval that we see all over India among man, among women and, perhaps more than all among
children. So, I put forward this resolution before the House in the hope, faith and with the strong determination that all
those who are present here and the country will abide by it and will act up to it.

�����������

10 December 1962 MOTION RE;

BORDER SITUATION RESULTING FROM THE
INVASION OF INDIA BY CHINA

Mr. Speaker: Motion moved:

“That the border situation resulting from the invasion of India by China be taken into consideration.”

There are certain substitute motions moved. No. 1 is by Shri P. K. Deo and some others of the Swatantra party. Is it
moved?

Shri P. K. Deo (Kalahandi): I move.

Mr. Speaker: Second, by Shri Ram Sewak Yadav.

®úÉ¨É ºÉä́ ÉEò ªÉÉnù́ É: <ºÉEòÒ VÉMÉ½þ ¨ÉÖZÉä nÚùºÉ®úÉ |ÉºiÉÖiÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½èþ

Mr. Speaker: No. 3. By Shri Sivamurthi Swamy.

Shri Sivamurthi Swamy (Koppal): I move.

Mr. Speaker: No. 4. By Shri Prakash Vir Shastri.

Shri Prakash Vir Shastri (Bijnor): I move.

Mr. Speaker: No. 5. Shri Surendranath Dwivedy.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Kendrapara): I move.

Mr. Speaker: No. 6. Ram Sewak Yadav

Shri Ram Sewak Yadav: I move.

Mr. Speaker: Nos. 7 and 8, not moved No. 9.

Shri Vidya Charan Shukla (Mahasamund): I move.

Mr. Speaker: No. 10, Shri A. S. Saigal.

Shri A. S. Saigal (Janjgir): I move.

Mr. Speaker: These motions also are deemed to have been moved if they are admissible and otherwise in order.

Shri P. K. Deo: I beg to move:

That for the original motion, the following be substituted namely:

“This House having considered the border situation resulting from the invasion of India by China, is of the opinion
that not enough is being done to give practical shape to the marvellous spirit of sacrifice and patriotic favour displayed
spontaneously by our masses and to develop our national defence to vacate Chinese aggression, and that the country
and the world should be informed that the treacherous Chinese cease-fire proposal only seeks to keep the Chinese on
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Indian soil and prevent India from properly fortifying and guarding all the strategic passes and places, which had been
desecrated by the Chinese aggression and to keep out of India’s control Tawang, Longju, Walong, Dhipula and other
strategic mountain passes in the NEFA region, Barahoti, Niti and Mana passes in U.P, Shipkela in Punjab and Chusul,
Daulat Beg Oldi airfields and 43 check posts in the Ladakh region, though nominally kept within the area covered by this
cease-fire offer and under dispute and that Government should proceed to take all necessary and unflagging steps
calculated to vacate the country from Chinese aggression, and therefore urges that-

(i) no negotiations should be entered into with the aggressor until and unless the Chinese Government agrees and
takes effective steps to withdraw her forces and check-posts to the actual and customary traditional and lawful
boundaries;

(ii) in view of the solemn resolution passed unanimously by the House on the 14th November, 1962, the Chinese
proposals should be rejected and defence and other forces and equipment should be developed rapidly and at the
appropriate time, notice should be given that if the Chinese aggression is not fully vacated, India should not be
held responsible for the military consequences following from India’s just and honourable attempts to vacate
aggression;

(iii) The Government should refer this unprovocated Chinese aggression to the U. N. Assembly and seek the goodwill
and active support of the U.N. in this sacred task of freeing India from Chinese aggression;

(iv) India should break off diplomatic relations with China;
(v) The Government should seek and obtain massive military assistance and aid of all kinds from all friendly nations

by calling them into association with us in this defence of world democracy as against such Communist and
imperialist aggression;

(vi) The Government should take sincere and active steps to reach an effective settlement with Pakistan; and
(vii) The Government should give facilities to Dalai Lama to act freely on political plane.” (1)

Shri Sivamurthi Swami: I beg to move:

That for the original motion, the following be substituted, namely:

“This House, having considered the border situation resulting from the invasion of India by China, pledges to the
Nation to continue the fight as a life and death struggle till complete victory is won and is of the opinion that –

(i) tortuous actions of the Chinese for twelve years should serve as a warning to the Government of India that India
must clearly understand the trick behind the cease-fire proposal to bring about a cold war situation in the
country which will be a greater course to the Nation than an active war, if we accepted any line other than what
it was on the 15th August, 1947;

(ii) aggression can only be resisted if India builds up political and military strength;
(iii) the Government of India should not relax their efforts at any moment hereafter to drive out the Chinese from

our sacred soil; and
(iv) the present defence policy of the Government of India to meet the challenge of Chinese invasion is satisfactory.”

(3)

Shri Prakash Vir Shastri: I beg to move:
That for the original motion, the following be substituted, namely:-

“This House having considered the border situation resulting from the invasion of India by China, is of the opinion
that-

(i) in view of the unprecedented spirit of selfless sacrifices and unity displayed by the people in the country in the
moments of the present national emergency, no negotiations or talks should be held with China so long as the
Chinese troops are not totally withdrawn from the Indian soil;

(ii) the anti-national activities in the border areas of India and the increasing activities of spies having sympathies with
the enemy should be curbed strictly; and

(iii) such political parties and organizations as have sympathy with the Community China should be banned.” (4)

¸ÉÒ Ê´É¶ÉxÉ SÉxpù ºÉä̀ ö: ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ <iÉxÉÒ ¤Éb÷Ò VÉxÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ EòÉ <iÉxÉÉ ¤Éb÷É ¨ÉxÉÉä¤É±É +ÉVÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½èþ, =ºÉEäò uùÉ®úÉ ½þ̈ É ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú EòÒ ÊEòºÉÒ ¦ÉÒ

¶ÉÊHò EòÉä {ÉÒUäô vÉEäò±É näùxÉä ¨Éå ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇ ½èþ *
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BÆM±ÉÉä Bà̈ Éä®äúEòxWÉ xÉä ÊVÉºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú Eäò ´ÉÉiÉÉ´É®úhÉ EòÉ +É®ú¨¦É ¨Éå ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ =ºÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä ¨Éé xÉä =x½åþ <ºÉÒ ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éå vÉxªÉ´ÉÉnù ÊnùªÉÉ lÉÉ * {É®ú

=ºÉEäò ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò +ÉVÉ ̈ Éé =xÉ EòÉä ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ EòÉä<Ç ºÉÉènùÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, +lÉ´ÉÉ EòÉä<Ç ®úÉäWÉMÉÉ®ú ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, ¤ÉÎ±Eò +ÉVÉ ºÉÉ®äú ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú EòÒ ¶ÉÊHòªÉÉÆ

nùÉä ¦ÉÉMÉÉä ¨Éå Ê´É¦ÉÉÊVÉiÉ ½èþ BEò +Éè®ú Eò¨ªÉÚÎxÉº] ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ Eäò näù¶É ½èþ +Éè®ú nÚùºÉ®úÒ +Éè®ú ´Éä näù¶É ½èþ, VÉÉä ÊEò |ÉVÉÉiÉÉÆÊjÉEò ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ ¨Éå Ê´É·ÉÉºÉ Eò®úiÉä ½éþ * +iÉ:

+¨É®úÒEòÉ, <ÆMÉ±Éåb÷ +Éè®ú =xÉ Eäò nÚùºÉ®äú B±ÉÉ<b÷ EÆò]ÅõÒWÉ EòÉ ªÉ½þ xÉèÊiÉEò EòiÉḈ ªÉ ½èþ ÊEò ´Éä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É Eäò ºÉÉlÉ +ÉªÉå +Éè®ú EÆòvÉä ºÉä EÆòvÉÉ ±ÉMÉÉ Eò®ú ¨Énùnù

Eò®åú, +MÉ®ú ´Éä +{ÉxÉÒ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ * +ÉVÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ MÉ±ÉiÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ ±Éb÷É<Ç SÉÉ<xÉÉ +Éè®ú Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ ½èþ! ªÉ½þ ±Éb÷É<Ç ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú EòÒ nùÉä

Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú vÉÉ®úÉ+Éå ¨Éå SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ ½èþ * BàºÉÒ ÎºlÉÊiÉ ¨Éå =xÉEòÉ ªÉ½þ xÉèÊiÉEò EòiÉḈ ªÉ ½èþ ÊEò ´Éä ÊEòºÉÒ |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÉ ºÉÉènùÉ xÉ Eò®äú ¨Éé ÊEòºÉÒ SÉÒWÉ EòÉ xÉÉ¨É xÉ½þÓ ±ÉäxÉÉ

SÉÉ½þiÉÉ +Éè®ú xÉ EòÉä<Ç BàºÉÒ ¶ÉiÉÇ ±ÉMÉÉªÉå ÊEò {É½þ±Éä ªÉ½þ iÉªÉ Eò®úÉä, Ê¡ò®ú ½þ̈ É ¨Énùnù Eò®åúMÉä * <¨ÉÉxÉnùÉ®úÒ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò +MÉ®ú ´Éä ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú ¨Éå |ÉVÉÉiÉÆÊjÉEò

¶ÉÉºÉxÉ EòÉä VÉÒÊ´ÉiÉ ®úJÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ iÉÉä =x½åþ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä +xÉEòÎxb÷¶ÉxÉ±É ºÉ{ÉÉä]Çõ näùxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB *

BEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ: =x½þÉåxÉä BàºÉÉ ½þÒ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ *

¸ÉÒ Ê¤É¶ÉxÉSÉxpù ºÉä̀ ö: xÉ½þÓ xÉ½þÓ! ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ EòÉMÉWÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¤ÉiÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ * ¨Éé {É½þ±Éä ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ ºÉä ªÉ½þ +{ÉÒ±É Eò®ú SÉÖEòÉ ½ÚÆþ -

ÊVÉºÉ EòÒ +Éè®ú =x½þÉåxÉä +¦ÉÒ iÉEò vªÉÉxÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ * +ÉVÉ Ê¡ò®ú =ºÉ EòÉä nùÉä½þ®úÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä ¡òÉä®úxÉ ̈ ÉÉxªÉiÉÉ nùÒ VÉÉªÉä

+Éè®ú =xÉEäò EäòºÉ EòÉä ªÉÚ.BxÉ.+Éä. ¨Éå ¦ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉªÉä * SÉÉ<xÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ½þ̈ Éå ¦ÉÒ BEò xÉªÉÉ JÉ]õ®úÉÆMÉ {ÉènùÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú

BàºÉä ½þÒ ¤Éè̀ öÒ ½èþ * <ºÉºÉä CªÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ * ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ½þÉäxÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þB ÊEò BàºÉÒ xÉÒÊiÉ +{ÉxÉÉ<Ç VÉÉªÉä ÊEò SÉÉ<xÉÉ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ {ÉiÉÉ SÉ±Éä ÊEò EòÉä<Ç

=ºÉEäò ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±Éä {É®ú ½èþ * ¨Éé +É{É ºÉä ªÉ½þ ÊxÉ´ÉänùxÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò SÉÉ½äþ ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ¦ÉÒ ½þÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ±ÉÉäMÉ VÉ¤É SÉÉ<xÉÒWÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, iÉÉä

+É{É Eäò {ÉÉºÉ <ºÉ ºÉä VªÉÉnùÉ ºÉÖxÉ½þ®úÉ ¨ÉÉèEòÉ +Éè®ú EòÉèxÉ ºÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ? <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ºÉ¨ÉªÉ EòÉ <ºÉ ºÉä ±ÉÉ¦É =`öÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä *

+xiÉ ¨Éå Eäò´É±É BEò ½þÒ SÉÒWÉ CªÉÚ¤ÉÉ EòÒ Ê¨ÉºÉÉ±É näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ * +MÉ®ú +¨É®úÒEòÉ xÉä BEònù̈ É ºÉÉ®äú CªÉÚ¤ÉÉ EòÒ BÊ®úªÉÉ EòÉä PÉä®ú xÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä

ÊxÉÎ¶SÉiÉ °ü{É ºÉä +ÉVÉ ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ªÉ½þ {ÉÊ®úÎºlÉÊiÉ xÉ ½þÉäiÉÒ * +¨É®úÒEòÉ xÉä ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä BEò ¤Éb÷Ò ¦ÉÉ®úÒ BMWÉ¨{É±É {ÉènùÉ EòÒ ½èþ, VÉÉä +ÉVÉ ºÉä

EÖòUô ½þÒ ÊnùxÉ {É½þ±Éä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½èþ * ̀ öÒEò =ºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É EòÉä ¦ÉÒ SÉÉ<xÉÉ EòÉ ̈ ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä! <ºÉ ̈ ÉÉ¨É±Éä ̈ Éå ¤ÉÉ®ú ¤ÉÉ®ú +VÉÒ¤É +VÉÒ¤É ¤ÉÉiÉå

ºÉÉäSÉxÉä ºÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É Eäò ¨ÉÉä®ú±É {É®ú ¤ÉÖ®úÉ +ºÉ®ú {Éb÷iÉÉ ½èþ *

Shri Ranga (Chittoor): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I have been hoping against hope that since at long last the Chinese have come
out with their clear and unequivocal ultimatum to us, the Prime Minster would have gone to the last limit of his patience
and given his clarion call to our country that since China has forced us into war we are at war and therefore we must
be prepared now to think in terms of war and act up to our responsibilities in this state of war and not be bothered
about all these various peace offensives which the Chinese have been placing before us. I am disappointed, Sir, with his
speech this morning. At the same time, I am living in the hope that a day will come, and I am prepared to be patiently
waiting for that day, when the Prime Minister will be able to give that clarion call which is needed in order to inspire our
people to redouble their efforts and help them to go with him in implementing the hope and faith expressed by this
House, that the House has affirmed the firm resolve of the Indian people to drive out the aggressor from the sacred soil
of India however long and hard that struggle may be. The Prime Minister said that it might take possibly five years. The
country I am sure will be ready to back the leadership of the country and the Parliament with the effort that the people
would be making through their Government in order to drive away the aggressor from our territory.

But, at the same time, it is necessary for us for our Government to seek plain massive military assistance and aid of
all kinds from all friendly nations by calling them into association—we are not calling it alliance or pact or anything like
it—with us in this defence of world democracy as against this communist and imperialist aggression. This morning, I was
wondering why the Prime Minister was avoiding the expression “Communist China”, and he himself has said about
China in one of his speeches: “I must confess that the Chinese attempt to make falsehood appear to be the truth and the
truth to be the falsehood has amazed me”. Then he said: “ To say that we are committing aggression on Chinese territory
is a kind of double talk which is very difficult for a man of my simple mind to understand”. That is because he happens
to be a liberal, and a famous liberal too. He happens to be a man who is wedded to truth, to certain decencies and
honesty. But, unfortunately, we are faced with this fight which is brought up in the communist ways, ideology and
methods, and it is no wonder that he is amazed and perplexed with their amazing capacity for double talk (Interruption).
That is why it is high time that he realized that this is a way inflicted upon us by China because China is imperialistic and
also communistic. It is no use keeping our eyes blind-folded in this manner.
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Sir, I cannot congratulate him on his new suggestion that he has made. He seems to be coming forward with a new
suggestion every time he speaks in this House. The suggestion is that we would go to the Hague court. It is either too
late or too early. It is too late because in those days before 1959 we should have thought of it and we should have
demanded that those people should go to that court. There was an instance in the past. When there was a dispute
between Norway and Denmark over Greenland, the Hague Court decided that matter. If we go through the details of
that court decision, we will find that we would certainly be able to get a decision in our favour in the Hague court. Why
is it that the Government did not go there then? Why is it that they think of it now when we are forced into war and
we are at war now. But he was saying: “at the end of war”. Certainly, at the end of the war. Are they to be defeated? They
need not be defeated, but we would certainly drive them out of the country just as the Chinese were driven out in
Korea, just as the Americans were kept on this side of the 38th Parallel. So also, there would come a time when the
Chinese would be kept out of our country. Then we would be able, in order to settle how we should live in peace regard
to our broad border, to go to the Hague Court.

Sir, it is a pity that even now we have not thought of giving freedom to Dalai Lama to function here as a free man as
the head of his own people as he had been. We do not seem to be willing to learn anything from China. While she has
been carrying on struggle with us, she arranged a special friendship with NEFA, with Pakistan and with Burma. What have
we been doing? Therefore, the time has come when  we should give this opportunity to Dalai Lama to function freely.
We ourselves have placed all these restraints on him. It is a sin, according to me, that we have allowed that country to
be swallowed up by China. Sir, I will only refer to one simple sentence from the Prime Minister’s own speech. He said, it
is a very happy idea if Tibet is liberated. I hope we will live to that day to see that Tibet is liberated not only with the
efforts of their own people but also with the moral, material support of all those people who love democracy, peace and
decency.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Mr. Speaker Sir, ever since we had been involved in war and war-like operations, there is no
lack of experts on military strategy in this country. I know I receive large numbers of letters telling me what should be
done on the military line. I am not referring to hon. Members here—of course, they are presumed to be experts in
everything.

Shri Ranga: We take our cue from the Prime Minister.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not pretend to be an expert in military matters though I have naturally read something
about it, followed the course of the last few wars and so on. I offer them, but in the ultimate military matters, if I have
any ideas to offer, I offer them, but in the ultimate analysis in purely military matters it is the judgment of our experts on
our military advisers, that must prevail. That is obvious. Of course, one can discuss it. Then, everybody is a judge in
political and diplomatic matters and, naturally all of us here are more used to think, more concerned about them and
have some experience of them. I venture to say, first of all, that war cannot be considered in a vacuum, saying it is war.
Some hon. Members, some leading members of some leading parties suggested: it is war and nothing else. That is an
extraordinary statement. It is one thing that one should be strong, one should be determined, and it is quite another
thing to consider it in a vacuum. Nobody has ever done it in the past and nobody will ever do it in future. A war, a famous
German writer on military matters, Clausewitex said, is a continuation of politics. War has a great deal to do with
propaganda, with publicity, apart from military. What is that? Why is China today sending people all over Africa and Asia
to tell them what her case is? It is something other than war, though connected with war. Because, China attaches a great
deal of importance to what they may say and what they may feel.

Somebody asked me: why have you allowed the sending of a deputation from here to Colombo? I have not sent any
deputation, but I am very glad they went. They asked me, and I said “certainly, it is up to you to go there because I knew,
because I was sure, even though it might do no good, certainly it could do no harm; it could do some good. Also, there
was no question of foreign exchange involved or anything, and I definitely think they would do possibly more good than
many others who might be, in the opinion of some hon. Members, perhaps more stouter champions of our cause. But
the whole point is, who can approach a certain party with some effect. Suppose I have to send a person, wherever it may
be, say, to some region in Africa, I shall choose some one, not because of his brilliance in the knowledge of history of
India, past or present, but because of his knowledge of how to approach the African people and their country. If I have
to send a person to the Soviet Union, I will send a person…

An Hon. Member: A Communist.
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Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: ……a person whose approach, whose voice counts there. It is no good sending Professor
Ranga to Soviet Union. There can be no doubt, I say so with all respect to Shri Ranga, that his going there will ruin our
cause, so far as the Soviet Union is concerned.

Shri Ranga: I perfectly agree with you.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: He is prepared to agree with me. Therefore, one has to think of what is good in the given
circumstances and who is good in a particular country. You have always to think even when you are warring in terms of
politics and diplomacy. That is an essential part of it. In the biggest war, in the most fatal war, the second world war,
diplomacy and politics always played their role in publicity, propaganda etc. I say all this because this idea that we must
go like a bull in a China shop, destroy everything and win the war has no meaning at all. One should always think of the
consequences of every action that one takes; the consequences may be not only hurting the enemy but, may be, hurting
us in round about way, and may even hurt the peace that we are after. All these are well-known maxims of approach.

I think Mr. Winston Churchill was quoted. He was a big leader, a fine leader in war time. It is his strength that you
admire. But behind that strength lay a great deal of experience in diplomacy politics and all that. You must remember that
too.

I am afraid, there is some confusion in the minds of hon. Members with reference to the Sino-Indian dispute because
of the spate of correspondence. Thick printed volumes are full of it. And the Chinese Government is particularly adept
at producing enormously long statements. This very statement which came, which they issued yesterday and which, I
believe, has been received sometime today, by midday today or this afternoon, copies of which have probably been
placed in the library of Parliament, contains ten or twelve fully-typed foolscap pages. By the time we have read it, we are
confused as to what we have read, unless we analysis it carefully.

An Hon. Member: That is their object.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Because of this trouble that we have had with these long statements, most of which have
been seen by hon. Members, a certain confusion is created. And I regret to say that our replies to them were, though not
that long, still fairly long.

We have to deal with this matter with diplomacy because while we are telling them something we are telling the
world something. There is such a thing as the world, as other nations in Africa, in Asia, in Europe and in America. Hon.
Members seems to think that because they and we are convinced of the fact and all that we have to do is to tell them.
That is not correct. We have to tell them the particular context, explain to them and tell them that we are adopting an
attitude that is right and reasonable. Because, nobody in the wide world is going to go through all the statement made
by us to China or by China to us. They go by broad facts. It may be that they are ill-disposed to China and so they may
accept what we say; not because of the argument. Or, it may be that they are well-disposed to us and so they will accept
what we say. But most people are neither ill-disposed to one party or the other. They have to be convinced by
reasonableness, by strength, by all these factors. That is where the political approach and the diplomatic approach come
in. I am not for the moment saying that our approach has been perfectly political or diplomatic, but I am suggesting for
the consideration of the House that these factors have always to be considered. The bull-in-the-China-shop attitude
does not pay anywhere. Even the strongest countries in the world, if they adopt that attitude, will be laughed at by
others.

�����������

4 March 1963 Written Answers to Questions

SETTLEMENT OF TIBETAN REFUGEES IN M.P.

Shrimati Maimoona Sultan: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether a number of Tibetan Refugees are proposed to be settled in Madhya Pradesh;
(b) if so, how many and where; and
(c) how many Tibetan Refugees have already been rehabilitated in that State and in which districts.

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru):
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(a) Yes.
(b) 2000 in Sarguja District.
(c) None.

�����������

22 March 1963 Answers to Questions

RE: REPORTED CONCENTRATION OF CHINESE
TROOPS IN TIBET

Mr. Speaker: Papers to be laid on the Table.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Kendrapara): Sir, before you take up the next time, may I draw your attention to a
matter of grave concern and seek your guidance? You know, Sir, that there have been reports about concentration of
Chinese troops in Tibet and officially, this has been admitted. It is a matter of grave concern to the country. Notices of
some adjournment motions and calling attention notices have been given to you during the last two days. So far, you
have been good enough not to disallow them. But due to the urgency of the matter, if at the same time a decision is not
taken and no statement is coming forward…..

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. The hon. Prime Minister was not here and therefore I said that as soon as he comes, he will
make a statement. I have asked the office to inform those hon. Members who gave notice that I have admitted it and that
a statement would be made as soon as the hon. Prime Minister returns.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: The only thing that I have to submit in this matter is that both the hon. Prime Minister
and the hon. Defence Minister have chosen to absent themselves for two or three days when Parliament is in session
and such urgent matters are postponed only because of their absence. It is rather very strange.

Mr. Speaker: I do not think any harm would be done because of delay of one or two days taking place. I thought that
it should be the hon. Prime Minister who should make a statement.

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): But there is great concern all over the country. On top of that…

Mr. Speaker: I appreciated that. I join in that concern; therefore, I at once admitted that.

Shri Hem Barua: We are more concerned.

Mr. Speaker: He is coming today. As soon as he comes, if he has information, he might make a statement today or, at the
latest, tomorrow.

�����������

23 March 1963 Answers to Questions

Calling Attention to Matter of Urgent Public Importance

 CONCENTRATION OF CHINESE TROOPS IN TIBET

Shri Yashpal Singh (Kairana): I call the attention of the Prime Minister to the following matter of urgent public
importance and I request that he may make a statement thereon:-

“The reported heavy concentration of Chinese troops in Tibet”.

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy (Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru): On the 1st March the Ministry of National Defence of the People’s Government of China issued a statement
that their troops had withdrawn along the entire India-China border on China’s own initiative and that this withdrawal
was to points 20 kms beyond what the Chinese claimed as the ‘Line of Actual Control.’ The statement added that the
Chinese forces were “now far behind their positions on September 8, 1962.”

On 3rd March, I received a message from Prime Minister Chou En-lai referring to this unilateral action by the
Chinese Government and stating. “In order to promote direct Sino-Indian negotiations, the Chinese Government has
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done all that is possible for it to do………..Therefore, I do not think that there should be any more reason to delay the
holding of talks between Chinese and Indian officials.” I sent a reply to Prime Minister Chou En-lai that “the obvious
thing if the Government of China are sincere in their professions regarding peaceful settlement is to accept the Colombo
Conference proposals without reservations just as the Government of India had done. We can go to the second stage
of talks and discussions only thereafter.”

Since these exchanges took place, certain other developments have occurred. One was the signing of the Sino-
Pakistan Border Agreement in Peking on 2nd March. During the last fortnight, we received several notes from the
Government of China. Despite their peaceful processions, the Government of China chose to use sharp and provocative
language in these notes, one or two of them being actually scurrilous in tone. We have replied to these notes and
contradicted the false allegations made.

We have also received reliable information of additional induction of troops into Tibet, on projects of further road
construction along our borders and of the requisition of Tibetan villagers, pack animals etc., by Chinese Armed Forces
in Tibetan areas to the north of our border. Though the Chinese forces have withdrawn 20 Kms from what they call the
line of actual control, their concentration beyond this narrow strip continues unchanged.

There are other factors of recent developments which make it difficult to believe in repeated Chinese professions
of their desire for peaceful settlement. The Chinese Government have, so far, declined to accept the Colombo proposals.
The statement made by the Ministry of National Defence of China on 1st March referred to earlier, ends up with a
warning that “Although the Chinese Frontier Guards have withdrawn from the Line of Actual control as of November
7, 1959, we have not given up our right to self-defence”. This reference to “self-defence” in the context of what
happened in October and November, 1962, coupled with Marshal. Chen Yis statement in a television interview to the
Swedish Broadcasting Corporation that “judging from the present attitude of the Indian Government, provocative
actions on the part of Indian troops will occur from time to time,” may as well mean that the Chinese authorities are
contemplating further aggressive action at a time of their own choosing.

We have therefore to be prepared to meet any eventually that may arise. I hope, however, that the Government of
China will, consistent with their peaceful professions, respond to the unanimous proposals without reservations as a
first step towards resolving of the India-China border differences by peaceful means.

¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ®úIÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ xÉèÊiÉEò EòiÉḈ ªÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ®úÉVÉxÉÒÊiÉEò EòiÉḈ ªÉ ¦ÉÒ ½èþ, +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú Êb÷¡åòºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ¦ÉÒ WÉ°ü®úÒ ½èþ!

iÉÉä CªÉÉ ¨Éé VÉÉxÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú <ºÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä EòÉä<Ç +É¶´ÉÉºÉxÉ näù ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: ªÉ½þ +±ÉÉÊ½þnùÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½èþ! <ºÉºÉä <ºÉEòÉ EòÉä<Ç iÉÉ±±ÉÖEò xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ÊEò¶ÉxÉ {É]õxÉÉªÉEò (ºÉ¨¤É±É{ÉÖ®ú): CªÉÉ ¨Éé VÉÉxÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú Ê¨ÉÊ±É]õ®úÒ <Æ]äõ±ÉÒVÉåºÉ EòÒ EÖòUô iÉ®úCEòÒ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ VÉÉä ÊEò {É½þ±Éä iÉÒºÉ®äú nù®úVÉä EòÒ

lÉÒ? +Éè®ú nÚùºÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò +¤É +MÉ®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ½þ̈ É±ÉÉ ½Öþ+É iÉÉä CªÉÉ ½þ̈ É +{ÉxÉÒ ½þ́ ÉÉ<Ç ¶ÉÊHò EòÉ ¦ÉÒ |ÉªÉÉäMÉ Eò®åúMÉä?

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: ªÉ½þ EèòºÉä ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ {É½þ±Éä ºÉä ÊEò ½þ́ ÉÉ<Ç ¶ÉÊHò EòÉ |ÉªÉÉäMÉ Eò®åúMÉä ªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ! ºÉ´ÉÉ±É Eäò {É½þ±Éä Ê½þººÉä EòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näù ºÉEòiÉä ½èþ

ÊEò CªÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú Ê¨ÉÊ±É]õ®úÒ <Æ]äõÊ±ÉVÉåºÉ xÉä <kÉ±ÉÉ nùÒ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ CªÉÉ EÖòUô ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: +É¨É iÉÉè®ú ºÉä Ê¨ÉÊ±É]õ®úÒ <Æ]äõ±ÉÒVÉåºÉ EòÉä <kÉ±ÉÉ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÒ xÉ½þÓ VÉÉiÉÒ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉÉÊ½þ®ú ½èþ ÊEò VÉÉä EÖòUô ¨ÉäxÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ =ºÉÒ WÉÊ®úªÉä

ºÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ, +Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç JÉ¤É®ú iÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú {ÉÉºÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ÊEò¶ÉxÉ {É]õxÉÉªÉEò: CªÉÉ Ê¨ÉÊ±É]õ®úÒ <Æ]äõÊ±ÉVÉåºÉ ¨Éå EÖòUô iÉ®úCEòÒ ½Öþ<Ç?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: ¨Éé CªÉÉ +VÉÇ Eò°Æü, ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ iÉ®úCEòÒ iÉÉä VÉÉ®úÒ ½èþ!

Shri P.C. Borooah (Sibsagar): It is gathered that the Chinese troops before withdrawing from NEFA in certain places
created some good atmosphere by harvesting the crops of the people and collecting them for the people in their
absence, and before going they stated that they were not against the people of India in the border areas, particularly, but
against the present sarkar of India.
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Mr. Speaker: What is the question now for clarification?

Shri P.C. Borooah:I am coming to that.
May I know whether this concentration in Tibet has any relevance to that statement of the Chinese troops?

Mr. Speaker: He wants to know whether this concentration in Tibet has any relevance to NEFA? I could not follow the
question.

Shri P.C. Borooah: The Chinese troops before withdrawing from NEFA in certain areas have created some good
impression about themselves, that means they harvested the crops and collected them and said that they were not
against the people of India particularly…

Mr. Speaker: This is not a clarification of any statement that has been made about the concentration in Tibet.

Shri P.C. Borooah: I want to know whether that concentration has any relevance to the statement that they are
coming again; they said that they would be coming again.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know what is the exact relevance of this. Of course, everything may be connected.
But the stories that the hon. Member has heard have reached us too, that is, such statements were made by some
Chinese officers before withdrawing.

¸ÉÒ +ÉåEò®ú ±ÉÉ±É ¤Éè®ú́ ÉÉ (EòÉä]õÉ): ̈ Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò xÉä¡òÉ ̈ Éå SÉÒxÉÒ ¡òÉèVÉÉå xÉä VÉÉä <±ÉÉEäò JÉÉ±ÉÒ ÊEòB ½éþ =xÉ¨Éå ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú |É¶ÉÉºÉxÉ EòÒ CªÉÉ ÎºlÉÊiÉ

½èþ, +Éè®ú |É¶ÉÉºÉxÉ Eäò +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå EòÒ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä CªÉÉ CªÉÉ Eònù̈ É =`öÉB ½èþ?

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: ªÉ½þ nÚùºÉ®úÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½èþ!

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Kendrapara): In view of these recent developments, namely the concentration of
troops in the Tibet area etc., may I know whether any special attention is being paid to the areas in Indian territories
adjoining these places to put a check to the activities of espionage and sabotage, especially to curb the activities of
elements who have extra-territorial loyalty?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Naturally, we try to pay every attention to any possibility of espionage and take action where
we discover it. I do not know what the hon. Member meant by the last sentence, especially ‘extra-territorial’. I do not
know whom he means.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: There are parties and persons who have extra-territorial loyalties. I want to know
whether their activities are put in check, especially in these areas, in view of the fact that they are nearer to the border.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I am still unable to understand whom he calls ‘extra-territorial’.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: I mean the Communist Party and persons who hold loyalty to Russia.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: The hon. Member should know that Government has taken action in regard to many persons
who may be who probably are, members of the Communist Party; but they do not proceed on the basis of membership
of the Communist Party itself necessarily leading to that, for, there are many members of the Communist Party who
have expressed themselves and acted in a helpful manner in regard to this Chinese aggression—helpful to Government.

Shri Hem Barua: In view of the fact that one of the reasons for this massive Chinese troop concentration on our
borders might be to force the Colombo Powers to force us to accept the Colombo proposals as adumbrated by China,
may I know whether our Prime Minister is prepared to give us an assurance here and now that our stand on the
Colombo proposals will not be diluted, whatever the consequences?

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I do not know. The hon. Member wants me to give all kinds of assurances.

Shri Hem Barua: A very simple assurance.

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I will give no assurance of any kind except that our stand is there and we intend standing by
it. What other assurances does he want me to give? Does he want me to take an oath on some sacred book?

Shri Hem Barua: No, no. I did not have that in mind. I believe in the integrity of the mind. I believe in the integrity of
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the country as much as the Prime Minister believes. Therefore, I wanted him to reiterate our stand of firmness, in regard
to the Colombo proposals, against this heavy Chinese troop concentration.

Mr. Speaker: All that is contained in the statement itself.

¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É EòÒ Ê½þ¡òÉWÉiÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ WÉ°ü®úÒ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉ®ú½þnù {É®ú SÉÉ<xÉÉ EòÒ B+®ú ¡òÉäºÉÇ EòÉ +É¡åòÊºÉ´É {ÉÉä]åõÊ¶ÉªÉ±É

CªÉÉ ½èþ! CªÉÉ ¨Éé VÉÉxÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä {ÉiÉÉ ±ÉMÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉ®ú½þnù {É®ú SÉÉ<xÉÉ xÉä ÊEòiÉxÉÒ B+®ú¡òÉäºÉÇ <Eò]Âõ̀ öÉ Eò®ú ®úJÉÒ ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü: EÖòUô xÉ EÖòUô ̈ ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ ÉÉiÉ iÉÉä VÉ¨ÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½þÒ Eò®úiÉä ½éþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉÉä EÖòUô ̈ ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ ÉÉiÉ VÉ¨ÉÉ EòÒ ½èþ =xÉEòÉä ̈ Éé ªÉ½þÉÆ +É{ÉEäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä +VÉÇ

Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ ½ÚÆþ!

Shrimati Laxmi Bai (Vicarabad): Rose—

Mr. Speaker: Papers to be laid on the Table.

�����������

25 March 1963 Oral Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*564. Shrimati Savitri Nigam:
Shri Maheswar Naik:
Shri D.C. Sharma:
Shri P.K. Deo:
Shri Yashpal Singh:
Shri Vishwa Nath Pandey: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that recently there has been a rush of Tibetans into India as refugees from across the borders;
and

(b) if so, the attitude of the Government of India towards this question?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) There has been a minor influx of Tibetan Refugees into India recently.
(b) The Government of India do not encourage the entry of refugees.

Shrimati Savitri Nigam: May I know whether it is a fact that about 2000 Tibetan refugees were brought to Delhi
before making any proper arrangement for their stay here?

Shri Dinesh Singh: No, Sir; Tibetan refugees were not brought to Delhi. Some refugees found their way to Delhi, but
they have been sent on to other centers.

Shrimati Savitri Nigam: May I know what arrangements have been made for the schooling of their children? I want
to know whether they have been admitted into proper schools or not.

Shri Dinesh Singh: There are some special schools being run for them, and quite a number of them have been
provided with schooling facilities. I am not able to say exactly how many have been provided and how many are left out.

Shri Maheshwar Naik: May I know whether the hon. Minister could give us an idea of the size of the influx of Tibetan
refugees and action taken against possible infiltration of Chinese spies in the guise of Tibetan refugees?

Shri Dinesh Singh: Necessary screening is done, and we taken precaution against that.

Shri D.C. Sharma: May I know how many of these refugees have come to us via Sikkim and Bhutan and by other
routes? Has the Government got any break-up of these?

Shri Dinesh Singh: These refugees have not largely come through Sikkim and Bhutan. The refugees who came there
are largely there. Some refugees have also come from Nepal.

¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: VÉ¤ÉÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä EòÉÎxº]õ]õ¬Ú¶ÉxÉ Êb÷C±ÉäªÉ®ú Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉEòÒ <Æbä÷{Éäxbå÷]õ º]äõ]õ ¤ÉxÉ MÉ<Ç ½èþ iÉÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =xÉ EòÉä º´ÉiÉxjÉ
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xÉÉMÉÊ®úEò ¤ÉxÉxÉä EòÉä ´É½þÉÆ CªÉÉå xÉ½þÓ ¦ÉäVÉiÉÒ? ªÉÉ ÊEò ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =x½åþ ªÉ½þÓ ¤ÉºÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÒ ½èþ? <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ CªÉÉ ½èþ?

Mr. Speaker: It is a question of policy.

Shri Hem Barua: May I know if the attention of Government has been drawn to allegations made in the Kashmir
Assembly very recently to the effect that the Chinese have planted spies among Tibetan refugees in that State; if so, may
I know what specific steps the Government have taken to apprehend the Chinese spies in these forward areas of Jammu
and Kashmir?

Shri Dinesh Singh: As I mentioned earlier, Sir, they are being screened all the time. There is a committee which goes
into the question of their investigation.

Mr. Speaker: That is about those who come afresh; what about those who are already there?

Shri Dinesh Singh: Their cases are being looked after by the Intelligence Branch we have.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Are there any reasons to apprehend or believe that during the massive Chinese invasion
of NEFA and Ladakh, a number of Tibetans came along with the Chinese armies and have since then stayed on as
refugees in those areas?

Shri Dinesh Singh: Is the hon. Member referring to army personnel or to civilians?

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Tibetan civilians who came along with the Chinese armies and have stayed behind as
refugees—really they are Chinese agents?

Shri Dinesh Singh: Since the Chinese aggression some refugees have come in.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: He has not answered my question. During the invasion, along with the Chinese forces
some civilians came.

Mr. Speaker: He says that some civilians came along with the Chinese forces and they have stayed behind as refugees
in the areas that have been vacated by the Chinese.

Shri Hem Barua: There was an allegation made in the Kashmir Assembly.

Shri Dinesh Singh: I cannot say off-hand. But I do not think there had been any refugees who came and stayed behind.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Will he answer the question later on?

Mr. Speaker: He may kindly look into those discussions that have taken place in the Kashmir Assembly.

�����������

8 April 1963 Written Answers to Questions

SETTLEMENT OF TIBETAN REFUGEES IN ORISSA

1592. Shri. Ulaka: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to refer to the reply given to unstirred Question No. 1085 on
the 25th March, 1963 and state:
a. The total amount likely to be spent during the Third Plan period for the settlement of Tibetan refugees in Ganjam

District in Orissa; and
b. When the settlement of such refugees in Orissa would be completed?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy  (Shri. Jawaharlal
Nehru):
a. About Rs. 36,00,000
b. The Scheme will be implemented in stages depending on the result of the first phase, which has already been

taken in hand.

�����������
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15 April 1963 Written Answers to Questions

Îº´É]ÂõWÉ®ú±Éåb÷ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ
¸ÉÒ ÊºÉvnäù·É®ú |ÉºÉÉnù:

1850 ¸ÉÒ |É.SÉÆ. ¤É°ü+É: CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò Îº´É]ÂõWÉ®ú±Éåb÷ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå +ÉB ½ÖþªÉä BEò ½þWÉÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉÉ º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®ú Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½èþ

+Éè®ú:

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <ºÉEòÉ ¤ªÉÉä®úÉ CªÉÉ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ½þ®ú±ÉÉ±É xÉä½þ°ü):

(Eò) ½þÉ±ÉÉÆÊEò Îº´É]ÂõWÉ®ú±Éåb÷ EòÒ BEò ºÉ½þÉªÉkÉÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå Îº´ÉºÉ ®úÉVÉnÚùiÉÉ´ÉÉºÉ xÉä <ºÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉä =`öÉªÉÉ ½èþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Îº´É]ÂõVÉ®ú±Éåb÷ EòÒ

ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÒ iÉÉè®ú {É®ú +¦ÉÒ iÉEò EòÉä<Ç {ÉjÉ xÉ½þÓ Ê¨É±ÉÉ ½èþ!

(JÉ) |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÓ =`öiÉÉ!

�����������

1 May 1963  Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ¤ÉÉ±É-MÉÞ½þ

2619 ¸ÉÒ +ÉåEòÉ®ú±ÉÉ±É ¤Éä®ú́ ÉÉ: CªÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ¨ÉºÉÚ®úÒ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉB +É`ö ¤ÉÉ±É-OÉ½þ JÉÉä±Éä MÉªÉä ½èþ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ <xÉ ¤ÉÉ±É-MÉÞ½þÉå ¨Éå ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±Éb÷Eäò ®ú½þ ®ú½äþ ½èþ;

(MÉ) ªÉä ¤ÉÉ±É-MÉÞ½þ ÊEòºÉEòÒ näùJÉ ®äúJÉ ¨Éå SÉ±É ®ú½äþ ½èþ, +Éè®ú

(PÉ) =xÉ {É®ú ºÉÉ±ÉÉxÉÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ´ªÉªÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ?

Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (b÷É.EòÉ.±ÉÉ.¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉ±ÉÒ):

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ!

(JÉ) 193 ¤ÉSSÉä: 95 ±Éb÷Eäò iÉlÉÉ 98 ±Éb÷ÊEòªÉÉÆ *

(MÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ MÉÞ½þ ºÉÆºlÉÉ{ÉxÉ *

(PÉ) ªÉä MÉÞ½þ ½þÉ±É ½þÒ ¨Éå ºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÊEòB MÉB ½éþ +Éè®ú <xÉ {É®ú ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ ´ÉÉÌ¹ÉEò ´ªÉªÉ EÖòUô ºÉ¨ÉªÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ½þÒ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½þÉä ºÉEäòMÉÉ * VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò Ê¶ÉIÉÉ

¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ½èþ, ªÉ½þ ºÉÆºlÉÉ{ÉxÉ EòÉä MÉÞ½þ Eäò ÊxÉ´ÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå Eäò +xÉÖ®úIÉhÉ ´ªÉªÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB |ÉÊiÉ ÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉÒ 50 °ü{ÉªÉä |ÉÊiÉ¨ÉÉºÉ iÉEò EòÉ

+xÉÖnùÉxÉ näùMÉÉ *
�����������

1st May 1964 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA’S OFFICES IN COUNTRIES ABROAD

190.  Shri D. C. Sharma: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Dalai Lama has expressed a desire to open offices outside India; and
(b) if so, the reaction of the Government of India thereto?

The Prime Minister, Minister of External Affairs, Minister of Home Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy
(Shri Nanda):
(a) and (b). Yes, Sir. The Dalai Lama has expressed a desire to open offices of his Personal Representatives in one or

two countries. The Government of India have told him that the matter will be considered.

�����������
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1st May 1964 Written Answers to Questions

STATELESS CHINESE RESIDENTS IN INDIA

190-B. Shri Kapur Singh:
Shri P. K. Ghosh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:

(a) what is the basis on which the Government differentiate the KMT Chinese and the Communist Chinese residents
of India out of those who have been declared as ‘Stateless’;

(b) whether any representation was received recently by the Government of India from the Overseas Chinese
Association of India loyal to KMT China in this regard; and

(c) if so, what action Government propose to take?

Shri Nanda:
(a) As far as Stateless Chinese are concerned, technically it is not possible to differentiate between KMT Chinese and

the Communist Chinese residents of India since they do not hold documents showing their political allegiance.
The security of the country is the sole consideration which effects Government’s policy in dealing with persons
of Chinese origin.

(b) A representation was received recently by the Government of India from the Overseas Chinese Association of
India.

(c) The various issues raised in this representation are under Government’s active consideration.

�����������

1st May 1964 Written Answers to Questions

CONCENTRATION BY CHINESE AND PAKISTANI TROOPS

158. Maharajkumar Vijaya Ananda:
Shri Onkar Lal Berwa:
Shri Gokaran Prasad:
Shri S. M. Banerjee:
Shrimati Jyotsna Chanda:
Shri Hem Raj:
Shri Veerappa: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the Chinese and Pakistani troops have recently concentrated on our borders; and
(b) if so, what steps Government are taking to safeguard the frontiers?

The Minister of Defence (Shri Y.B Chavan):
(a) Chinese concentration on our borders continues and is now heavier than what it was in November 1962. Pakistani

activities on our borders, especially along the cease-fire line and the international border in Jammu and Kashmir,
and certain areas of Assam and Tripura, also continue.

(b) Government have taken all possible steps to safeguard the borders.

�����������

1st May 1964  Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA’S VISIT ABROAD

160.  Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Dalai Lama has approached Government for providing facilities to travel abroad;
(b) if so, whether he has specified the countries which he would like to visit; and
(c) the decision of Government in the matter?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Home Affairs, Minister of External Affairs and Minister of Atomic Energy
(Shri Nanda):
(a) Yes; the Dalai Lama has indicated a desire to visit some Buddhist countries.
(b) Yes Sir.
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(c) We have assured the Dalai Lama that we will give him as much assistance as we can in the matter.
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7 September 1964 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE BUILD-UP IN TIBET

Shri Bishanchander Seth:
Shri Onkar Lal Berwa:
Shri B. P. Yadava:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Shri Dhaon:
Shri S. C. Samanta:

*13. Shri M. L. Dwivedi:
Shrimati Savitri Nigam:
Shri Himatsingka:
Shri Subodh Hansda:
Shri Bagri:
Shri Hem Raj:
Shri Balmiki:
Shri K. N. Tiwary:
Shri Krishnapal Singh:
Shrimati Jyotsna Chanda:
Shri Mohammad Elias:
Shri E. Madhusudan Rao: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that Government of India have protested to the Peking Government regarding the concentration
of troops in Tibet;

(b) if so, the reaction of the Peking Government thereto; and
(c) what measures Government are taking to strengthen the country’s defence?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) The Government of India have from time to time, in notes exchanged with the Chinese Government, referred to

the large concentrations of Chinese military forces in Tibet.
(b) The reaction of the Chinese Government has been to deny facts of Chinese military concentrations in Tibet and

to accuse India of military preparations and refusal to settle the border dispute through unconditional negotiations.
(c) Government are taking all possible measures to strengthen the country’s defence.

�����������

7 September 1964 Written Answers to Questions

FOREIGN AID FOR TIBETAN REFUGEES

1404-A.   Shrimati Savitri Nigam:
    Shri P. R. Chakraverti:
    Shri P. C. Borooah: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government’s attention has been drawn to the London reports about the disappearance of alarming
quantities of aid sent to India for Tibetan refugees and other charitable objects, according to which up to two-
thirds of the aid shipments fail to reach their destination; and

(b) if so, whether any inquiry has been made into the matter and if so, with what result?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir. The reports of the Sunday Times (London) dated 13th September 1964 is highly exaggerated and gives an

incorrect account. There have been hardly any losses in the gift consignments for Tibetan refugees received from
abroad. There was certain delay in the clearance of consignments from Bombay port during the period August
1963 to March 1964 but this has not resulted in any appreciable loss. The Sunday Times report has been contradicted
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by the Central Relief Committee (India) and most of the voluntary agencies giving aid for Tibetan refugees.
(b) The matter was discussed with the Central Relief Committee (India), which co-ordinates receipt and distribution

of aid from voluntary agencies for Tibetan refugees in India, and they have confirmed that the report referred to
above is highly exaggerated and every effort is being made to make maximum utilization of the aid.

�����������

7 September 1964  Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ EòÉ Ê´ÉtÉ±ÉªÉ

¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ ºÉÉÊ´ÉjÉÒ ÊxÉMÉ¨É:

1547  ¸ÉÒ Ê´É¸ÉÉ¨É |ÉºÉÉnù; CªÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ EòÉ BEò Ê´ÉtÉ±ÉªÉ JÉÉä±ÉÉ VÉÉªÉä VÉ½þÉÆ ºEÚò±É

Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®úxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä UôÉjÉÉå EòÉä vÉ¨ÉÇ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ EòÒ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ nùÒ VÉÉªÉä;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ =ºÉ |ÉªÉÉäVÉxÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä EòÉä<Ç {ÉÉ`öGò¨É ÊxÉvÉÉÌ®úiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä ÊEòºÉ ºlÉÉxÉ {É®ú, Eò¤É ºÉä JÉÉä±ÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉ {É®ú ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ´ªÉªÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ?

Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ.Eò.SÉÉMÉ±ÉÉ):

(Eò) VÉÒ xÉ½þÓ !

(JÉ) +Éè®ú (MÉ) |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÓ =`öiÉÉ!
�����������

30 November 1964 Written Answers to Questions

TIBET ISSUE IN U. N. GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Shri Kapur Singh:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Shri Solanki:
Shri Narasimha Reddy:

*267. Shri Dharmalingam:
Shri Surendra Pal Singh:
Shri Y. S. Chaudhary:
Shri Ram Harkh Yadav:

   Shri Vishwa Nath Pandey: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government’s attention has been drawn to a statement by Philippine’s Chief Delegate at the United

Nations, Mr. Lopez, that his country would bring the Tibetan question before the world Body;
(b) if so, the attitude of the Government of India thereon; and
(c) whether any efforts have been made by Government to mobilize world opinion in favour of their stand when the

Tibetan question comes up before the U.N. Body?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) The Governments of the Philippines, Nicaragua and El Salvador have jointly proposed the inclusion of the item

“Question of Tibet” on the Agenda of the XIXth Session of the U. N. General Assembly.
(b) Whether an item shall or shall not be considered by the General Assembly is decided up on the recommendation

of the General Committee constituted for the purpose by the General Assembly. The Government of India’s
attitude to a decision of this item will be decided when the recommendation of the General Committee is
considered by the General Assembly. As a general rule, however, the Government of India favour the discussion of
items brought up by members before the Assembly.

(c) Broadly speaking, the Government of India’s sympathies are with the Tibetan people and the Government of India
will support any resolution that calls for restoration of human rights and fundamental freedom to the Tibetan
people.
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14 December 1964 Written Answers to Questions

MISSILE BASE IN TIBET

Shri D. C. Sharma:
Shri Vishram Prasad:
Shri Solanki:
Shri Buta Singh:

1043. Shri Gulshan:
Shri Kapur Singh:
Shri S. M. Banerjee:
Shri Vishwa Nath Pandey:
Shri Surendra Pal Singh: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is fact that Chinese are working on a plan to make the Tibetan plateau a base for firing rockets and
other missiles; and

(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

Minister of Defence (Y. B. Chavan):
(a) and (b). It will not be in the public interest to disclose the information in Government’s possession.

�����������

14 December 1964  Written Answers to Questions

ÊºÉÎCEò¨É ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ

1344 ¸ÉÒ +ÉåEò®ú±ÉÉ±É ¤Éä®ú́ ÉÉ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò EÖòUô ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +{ÉxÉä ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ÊºÉÎCEò¨É ¨Éå Ê¤ÉxÉÉ ´ÉèvÉ +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ-{ÉjÉÉå Eäò ®ú½þ ®ú½äþ ½èþ!

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä Ê¤ÉxÉÉ ´ÉèvÉ +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ-{ÉjÉÉå Eäò =xÉEäò |É´Éä¶É Eäò CªÉÉ EòÉ®úhÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) <ºÉ ºÉÉ±É +¤É iÉEò ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +É SÉÖEäò ½éþ!

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ º´ÉhÉÇ ËºÉ½þ)

(Eò) +Éè®ú (JÉ) ÊºÉÎCEò¨É ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉä ®úÊVÉº]õ®ú Eò®úxÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É ÊºÉÎCEò¨É ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ! ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú, ÊºÉÎCEò¨É ¨Éå

®ú½þxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ºÉ¦ÉÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉä ÊºÉÎCEò¨É ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú uùÉ®úÉ |É¨ÉÉhÉ {ÉjÉ ÊnùB VÉÉiÉä ½éþ!

(MÉ) 4231
�����������

22 February 1965  Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

128.  Shri D. C. Sharma: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that Peking has again stepped up its campaign to persuade Tibetan refugees to return to their

mother land over Radio Lhasa; and
(b) if so, the Government’s reaction thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) The Chinese appeals to Tibetan refugees are evidently intended to give the impression that things are normal and

better in Tibet, and not so good in India where these Tibetans have taken refuge from Chinese oppression. The
Tibetan refugees in India, who are being assisted by the Government of India in their rehabilitation, are not
deceived by this propaganda.

�����������
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24 February 1965 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ºEÚò±É
¸ÉÒ ¤Ébä÷:

285. ¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ:

¸ÉÒ +ÉåEò®ú±ÉÉ±É ¤Éä®ú́ ÉÉ: CªÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉB näù¶É ¨Éå ºEÖò±É JÉÉä±É ÊnùB ½èþ!

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä CªÉÉ 1963 -64 ¨Éå BàºÉä ºEÚò±ÉÉå EòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¨Éå ´ÉÞÎvnù ½Öþ<Ç lÉÒ;

(MÉ) 1963 -64 ¨Éå ÊEòiÉxÉä ¤ÉSSÉÉå xÉä Ê¶ÉIÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ ÊEò; +Éè®ú

(PÉ) 1964 -65 ¨Éå +¤É iÉEò ÊEòiÉxÉä ¤ÉSSÉä Ê¶ÉIÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®ú ®ú½åþ ½èþ +Éè®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú uùÉ®úÉ <xÉ {É®ú ÊEòiÉxÉÉ ´ªÉªÉ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ?

Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ.Eò.SÉÉMÉ±ÉÉ):

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ºEÚò±É ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]õÒ EòÉä +xÉÖnùÉxÉ näù Eò®ú!

(JÉ) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ! BEò Ê®ú½þÉªÉ¶ÉÒ +Éè®ú SÉÉ®ú ÊnùxÉ Eäò ºEÚò±ÉÉå näù uùÉ®úÉ!

(MÉ) 4637 (2524 Ê®ú½þÉªÉ¶ÉÒ +Éè® +xªÉ 2113)

(PÉ) +HÚò¤É®ú, 1964 iÉEò ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 5078 (3548 Ê®ú½þÉªÉ¶ÉÒ +Éè®ú +xªÉ (1530)!

JÉSÉÇ: 32.5  ±ÉÉJÉ ° (1964-65 ´É¹ÉÇ ¨Éå JÉÉä±Éä MÉªÉä xÉB ºEÚò±ÉÉå EòÉ JÉSÉÇ ¦ÉÒ <ºÉ¨Éå ¶ÉÉÊ¨É±É ½èþ)!
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8 March 1965 Written Answers to Questions

TIBET ISSUE IN U. N. O

765.  Shri P. R. Chakraverti:
Shri K. N. Tiwary: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether the question of the restoration of the human rights in Tibet had been raised before the U.N. General
Assembly; and

(b) if so, the stand of the Government of India in this behalf?

Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) The Governments of the Philippines, Nicaragua and El Salvador had jointly proposed the inclusion of item “Question

of Tibet” in the Agenda of the 19th Session of the UN General Assembly. This item, like several other items on its
Agenda, was not considered by the General Assembly due to extraordinary conditions which had prevented its
normal functioning. Meanwhile, the Assembly has adjourned its session until September 1, 1965.

(b) Does not arise.

�����������

15 March 1965 Oral Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath:
*432. Shri Rameshwar Tantia:

Shri Himatsingka: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Dalai Lama has asked for permission to visit some foreign countries;
(b) if so, the names of those countries; and
(c) whether his request has been acceded to?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) Intention of the Dalai Lama to go abroad was conveyed to the Ministry of External Affairs in March last year.
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(b) The Dalai Lama intended visiting some countries in Asia like Ceylon, Burma, Cambodia, Japan, Thailand, Malaysia
and the Philippines.

(c) It was indicated that the Government of India would have no objection.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Is it not a fact that he Dalai Lama, either personally or through this accredited representatives,
expressed a desire to visit certain European and American countries, besides some Asian countries mentioned here, and,
if so, is it a fact that the Government refused permission to him to visit European and American countries and, and if so
what is the reason therefore?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: The Dalai Lama did not express any desire to visit European or American countries. As far
as we know, the countries that are mentioned in the answer are the ones that he had suggested.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Considering that one of the main charges contained in the Home Minister’s White Paper
against Left Communists in this country is their perverse, anti-national attitude towards the liberation of Tibet, does the
Government propose to revise its own policy towards the liberation of Tibet by extending active sympathy and support
to the Dalai Lama and the Tibetan nationalists?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: That does not arise out of this question. This deals with the travel plans of the Dalai Lama.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: We could not hear the answer. Let her speak a little louder.

Mr. Speaker: This question relates to the Dalai Lama’s travels whereas he is referring to support and sympathy for
Tibetans.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: May I submit that the Dalai Lama’s travels are not just a joy ride? It is to enlist world
sympathy for his cause.

Mr. Speaker: I uphold the objection of the Minister that this is not relevant.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Sir, you uphold the objection?

Mr. Speaker: Yes.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: That is rather unfortunate.

Shri Shinkre: Sir, is it permissible for a member to cast aspersions by using words like “it is unfortunate” when the
Speaker says that he has upheld the objection?

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: I bow to the ruling. But I say it is unfortunate,—unfortunate for me.

Mr. Speaker: Whenever I feel so intensely, I will certainly pull up the member.

Shri Bade: It is reported in the press that the Dalai Lama expressed a desire to go to the Western countries. Now the
Minister says that he has not asked for any such permission. In that case, if the Dalai Lama asks in the future for
permission to visit the European or American countries, will Government give him permission?

Mr. Speaker: It is a hypothetical question which need not be answered.

Shri R. S. Pandey: May I know whether passport and permission are given to important people to go abroad…

Mr. Speaker: “Important people” are not relevant here. This question relates to the Dalai Lama.

Shri R. S. Pandey: I want to know precisely whether any condition is imposed before the permission and passport are
given to people to go abroad in the context of the statements that are being issued every day by Sheik Abdullah. I want
to know…

Mr. Speaker: He is not asking about the Dalai Lama. Next question.

�����������
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15 March 1965 Written Answers to Questions

REHABILITATION OF TIBETAN REFUGEES

Shrimati Savitri Nigam:
Shri Yashpal Singh:
Shri P. R Chakraverti:
Shri K. N. Tiwary:
Shri D. C. Sharma:

1138. Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Shri Abdul Ghani Goni:
Shri Ramachandra Ulaka:
Shri Dhuleshwar Meena:
Shri M. Rampure: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) the number of Tibetan refugees who have not so far been rehabilitated; and
(b) the present program of their rehabilitation?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Approximately 30,000. Out of whom nearly 15,000 are gainfully employed temporarily on road works. 2,000 are

monks and 1,500 are aged and infirm. Besides, there are batches of small groups of different sects who are trying
to be self-supporting on their own partly at times with the help of the Government.

(b) It is proposed to set up two more agricultural settlements for these refugees in addition to the five already in
existence.

The Government of India are also actively examining the possibilities of establishing a few small scale industries to
further the cause of Tibetan settlement and the State Governments have also been approached in this behalf.
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29 March 1965  Written Answers to Questions

PERSECUTION OF TIBETANS BY CHINESE

1671. Shri D. C. Sharma:
Shrimati Savitri Nigam: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether his attention has been drawn to the reports regarding the persecution of Tibetans by the Chinese
authorities in Tibet; and

(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) The Government of India deplores the persecution of the people of Tibet by the Chinese authorities. The

Government has expressed itself unequivocally against the denial of fundamental human rights to the people of
Tibet and the suppression of the traditional autonomy of Tibet by the Chinese Government.
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12 April 1965  Written Answers to Questions

INDIA’S STAND ON TIBET

*841.  Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether his attention has been drawn to the statement contained in the Home Minister’s White Paper on the

activities of Pro-Peking Communists laid on the Table on the 18th February, 1965 to the effect that the said
Communists have adopted a perverse anti-national attitude on the issue of so-called “liberation of Tibet” by
China;

(b) if so, whether Government propose to revise their own stand in the matter by extending active sympathy and
support to the Dalai Lama and the Tibetan nationalist patriots; and
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(c) if not, the reasons therefore?

The Minster of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) It is true that certain members of the left-wing of the Communist Party of India received with satisfaction reports

of the Chinese Government’s suppression of the revolts in Tibet in 1959. This attitude of the left C.P.I members
was out of harmony with the feelings of the people of India as a whole who felt deep sympathy for Tibetan people
in their suffering and deprivation of human rights.

(b) And (c). India has accepted the status of Tibet as an autonomous region of the People’s Republic of China, and has
taken the stand that China should respect this autonomy. There has been no change in this stand.
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19 April 1965 Written Answers to Questions

=kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉ PÉÖºÉ +ÉxÉÉ
¸ÉÒ ¤ÉÉ±ÉMÉÉäÊ´Éxnù ´É¨ÉÉÇ:

2362 ¸ÉÒ Ê´É¶ÉxÉÉlÉ {ÉÉhbä÷ªÉ:

¸ÉÒ {É.±ÉÉ. ¤ÉÉ°ü{ÉÉ±É:

¸ÉÒ ¥ÉVÉ´ÉÉºÉÒ ±ÉÉ±É: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò -EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉ ¤Éb÷Ò ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¨Éå ÊVÉ±ÉÉ ±ÉJÉÒ¨É{ÉÖ®ú JÉÒ®úÒ, =kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É Eäò ºÉÒ¨ÉÉÆiÉ MÉÉǼ É EòÉèÊb÷ªÉÉ±ÉÉ PÉÉ]õ ¨Éå PÉÖºÉ +ÉªÉä ½èþ

+Éè®ú ´É½þÉÆ {É®ú bä÷®úÉå ¨Éå ®ú½þ ®ú½äþ ½èþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ =kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä EäòxpùÒªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ <ºÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÒ +Éè®ú Ênù±ÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ <ºÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ¨Éå CªÉÉ EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ Eò®úxÉä EòÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ º´ÉhÉÇ ËºÉ½þ) :

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ! ½þÉ±É ½þÒ ¨Éå ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ BEò ºÉÉè ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉ ±ÉÊJÉ¨É{ÉÖ®ú, ÊVÉ±ÉÉ JÉÒ®úÒ, =kÉ®ú |Énäù¶É ¨Éå {É½ÖÆþSÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú ´É½þÉÆ iÉ¨¤ÉÖ+Éå ¨Éå ®ú½þ ®ú½äþ ½èþ!

(JÉ) VÉÒ, ½þÉÆ!

(MÉ) <xÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉä xÉä{ÉÉ±É ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ VÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ®úÉWÉÒ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ! ¤É½þ®ú½þÉ±É, =xÉEòÒ |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ {É®ú, =xÉEäò iÉÒxÉ |ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉªÉÉå EòÉä {É®ú¨É

{ÉÉ´ÉxÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ºÉä Ê¨É±ÉxÉä EòÒ <VÉÉWÉiÉ näù nùÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ! +ÉMÉä EòÒ EòÉ®Çú´ÉÉ<Ç +É´É¶ªÉHòÉxÉÖºÉÉ®ú EòÒ VÉÉBMÉÒ!
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23 August 1965 Written Answers to Questions

INDIA-CHINA BORDER DISPUTE

Shri Shree Narayan Das:
Shri S. M. Banerjee:
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri:
Shri Yashpal Singh:
Dr. L. M. Singhvi:

*136. Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha:
Shri P. C. Borooah:
Shri Basappa:
Shri Sarjoo Pandey:
Shri R. S. Pandey:
Shri R. Barua:
Shri Kajrolkar:
Shri Onkar Lal Berwa:
Shri Bagri: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether any friendly country has shown interest or attempted meditation in the India-China border dispute;
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(b) if so, the nature and the result thereof;
(c) whether any suggestion was made that the Prime Ministers of both the countries should meet at Algiers; and
(d) if so, the outcome thereof?

The Minster of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) to (d). The only recent suggestion of the nature referred to came from President Nasser who mentioned to the

Prime Minister last June and possibility of an informal meeting between the Prime Minister and Mr. Chou-En-Lai.
It was, however, not quite clear what there would be to talk about considering that China was not prepared to
accept the Colombo proposals or even the further modification of them regarding withdrawal of all posts in the
demilitarized areas in Ladakh.
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23 August 1965  Written Answers to Questions

TIBET ISSUE IN U.N.O.

Shri Kindar Lal:
Shri Surendra Pal Singh:

461. Shri Vishwa Nath Pandey:
Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government are aware that the Philippines have made a demand for inclusion of “Tibet Issue” in the
agenda of the 20th Session of the U.N General Assembly; and

(b) if so, Government’s reaction thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir. This question has been included in the Provisional Agenda of the XX Session of the U.N. General Assembly.
(b) The Government of India’s sympathies are with the Tibetan people and they will support any resolution that calls

for the restoration of human rights to the people of Tibet.
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23 August 1965 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

477. Shri Raghunath Singh:
Shri Madhu Limaye:
Shri Ram Sewak Yadav: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) the number of Tibetan refugees who have entered India during the last three months; and
(b) whether the Chinese have again started to suppress their freedom of worship and thought?

Shri Swaran Singh:
(a) 56 Tibetan refugees entered India during the months of May, June and July, 1965.
(b) Reports indicate that the Chinese authorities in Tibet continue to suppress freedom of worship and other

fundamental rights and freedom of the Tibetan people.
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6 September 1965 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ¨ÉÉ±É EòÉ SÉÉä®úÒ ÊUô{Éä VÉÉxÉÉ
¸ÉÒ Ê´É¦ÉÚÊiÉ Ê¨É¸É:

¸ÉÒ Eò. xÉÉ. ÊiÉ´ÉÉ®úÒ:

1536 ¸ÉÒ ºÉ®úVÉÚ {ÉÉhbä÷ªÉ:

b÷É.¨É½þÉnäù́ É |ÉºÉÉnù:
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¸ÉÒ näù.nù.{ÉÖ®úÒ:

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä:

¸ÉÒ ¤ÉÉMÉb÷Ò: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò -EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ÉºiÉÖªÉå SÉÉä®úÒ ÊUô{Éä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¦ÉäVÉÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ SÉÒxÉÒ +ÉGò¨ÉhÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉnù +É®ú¨¦É ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) <ºÉä ®úÉäEòxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB CªÉÉ Eònù̈ É =`öÉªÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¸ÉÒ º´ÉhÉÇ ËºÉ½þ:

(Eò) ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ +ÊvÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 15-4-61 <Ç +É<Ç, ÊnùxÉÉÆEò 15-12-62 Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä ¨ÉÉ±É ¦ÉäVÉxÉä {É®ú ®úÉäEò

±ÉMÉÉ nùÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ! {É®úxiÉÖ, EÖòUô |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ¨ÉÉ±É ºÉÒvÉä ½þÒ +lÉ´ÉÉ xÉä{ÉÉ±É ½þÉä Eò®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ±Éä VÉÉxÉä EòÒ JÉ¤É®åú Eò¦ÉÒ Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ

ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò näùJÉxÉä ¨Éå +É<Ç ½èþ!

(JÉ) 3 VÉÚxÉ, 1962 EòÉä, 1954 EòÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ-SÉÒxÉ ºÉÆÊvÉ EòÒ +´ÉÊvÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉä VÉÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ ÊxÉªÉÊ¨ÉiÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú ¤Éxnù

½þÉä VÉÉxÉä Eäò iÉÖ®úxiÉ ¤ÉÉnù EöòUô iÉºEò®úÒ ½þÉäxÉä EòÉ {ÉiÉÉ SÉ±ÉÉ lÉÉ! 1962 ¨Éå SÉÒxÉ Eäò ¦ÉÉ®úÒ +ÉGò¨ÉhÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉnù <ºÉ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç JÉÉºÉ ´ÉÞÎvnù xÉ½þÓ ½Öþ<Ç

½èþ!

(MÉ) ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú iÉºEò®úÒ EòÒ EòÉ®Çú´ÉÉ<ªÉÉå EòÉä ®úÉäEòxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉä ={ÉÉªÉ ¤É®úiÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ, VÉèºÉä - {Éb÷iÉÉ±É SÉÉèÊEòªÉÉå EòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¤ÉføÉxÉÉ, MÉ¶iÉ

¤ÉføÉxÉÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ ¶ÉÖ±Eò +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå uùÉ®úÉ iÉºEò®úÒ Eäò ¨ÉÉ±É EòÉ WÉ¤iÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ! ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò Eò½þxÉä {É®ú xÉä{ÉÉ±É ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ¦ÉÒ

1962-1963 ¨Éå Eò<Ç +ÊvÉºÉÚSÉxÉÉBÆ VÉÉ®úÒ Eò®ú Eäò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉä xÉä{ÉÉ±É ±ÉÉB MÉB ¨ÉÉ±É EòÉ {ÉÖxÉ:ÊxÉªÉÉÇiÉ Eò®úxÉä {É®ú ®úÉäEò ±ÉMÉÉ nùÒ ½èþ!

�����������

13 September 1965 Written Answers to Questions

AUTONOMY OF TIBET

*597.  Shri P. C. Borooah: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government’s attention has been drawn to the decision of the Chinese Government to confer autonomy

on Tibet from the 1st September, 1965;
(b) if so, whether Government have obtained details of the proposal; and
(c) whether these details will be laid on the Table of the House?

Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) Government of India have seen reports that the Chinese Government have wound up the affairs of the “Preparatory

Committee for the autonomous region of Tibet” and formally established the “Autonomous Region of Tibet”
from the 1st September, 1965. This development, however only means that Tibet has now been integrated into the
People’s Republic of China.

(b) No other details have come to the knowledge of the Government.
(c) Does not arise.

�����������

13 September 1965 Written  Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ SÉÒxÉ ºÉÆÊvÉ
598: ¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) 1954 ¨Éå EòÒ MÉ<Ç ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ SÉÒxÉ ºÉÆÊvÉ iÉlÉÉ ºÉ½þ+ÎºiÉi´É Eäò ÊºÉvnùÉxiÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ´ÉiÉÇ̈ ÉÉxÉ ÎºlÉÊiÉ CªÉÉ ½èþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ <ºÉ ºÉÆÊvÉ EòÉ +¤É EòÉä<Ç +ÎºiÉi´É xÉ½þÓ ®ú½þ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ÊEòªÉä VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä |ÉºiÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉÉå EòÉ Ê´É¶Éä¹É °ü{É ºÉä =xÉ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉÉå EòÉ ÊVÉxÉEòÒ Ê{ÉUô±Éä EÖòUô ÊnùxÉÉå ¨Éå SÉSÉÉÇ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ lÉÒ, <ºÉ

ºÉÆÊvÉ {É®ú CªÉÉ |É¦ÉÉ´É {Ébä÷MÉÉ?
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´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ-¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ ±ÉIÉ¨ÉÒ ¨ÉäxÉxÉ)

(Eò) +Éè®ú (JÉ) 1954 Eäò SÉÒxÉ-¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eò®úÉ®ú EòÒ +´ÉÊvÉ 3 VÉÚxÉ 1962 EòÉä ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç lÉÒ!

(MÉ) |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÓ =`öiÉÉ CªÉÉåÊEò ºÉÆÊPÉ EòÒ +´ÉÊvÉ {É½þ±Éä ½þÒ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉä SÉÖEòÒ ½èþ!

�����������

13 September 1965 Written Answers to Questions

REHABILITATION OF TIBETAN WOMEN

1992. Shri Ram Harkh Yadav:
Shri Murli Manohar: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government propose to adopt measures for the rehabilitation of the Tibetan women;
(b) if so, the details of the measures and the estimated expenditure involved; and
(c) whether Vocational Training centres are being started in collaboration with the Buddhist Charitable institutions?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) There is no separate scheme for rehabilitation of Tibetan Women.
(b) Does not arise.
(c) No, Sir.

�����������

20 September 1965 Written  Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA

*741.  Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that Dalai Lama has asked for permission to go to New York in order to represent the case of

Tibet before the United Nations General Assembly Session commencing in September this Year; and
(b) if so, Government’s decision in the matter?

The Minister of state in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) Does not arise.

�����������

20 September 1965 Written  Answers to QuestionS

TIBETANS IN INDIA

2408. Shri Hem Raj:
Shri Kapur Singh:
Shri Solanki: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) the number of Tibetan refugees in India and the various avocations they are engaged in; and
(b) whether they are treated as foreigners or Indian citizens?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) The number of Tibetan refugees in India, as it stands today, is approximately 50,000.
         They are engaged in agriculture, handicrafts, Small Scale Industries, petty  trade, Semi-Technical jobs and road

work.
(b) They are treated as foreigners.
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23 September 1965 Written  Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå ºÉä ºÉ´ÉhÉÇ iÉlÉÉ ¨ÉÖpùÉ EòÉ {ÉEòb÷É VÉÉxÉÉ
¸ÉÒ Ê´É¦ÉÚÊiÉ Ê¨É¸É:

2737 ¸ÉÒ Eòo xÉo ÊiÉ´ÉÉ®úÒ: CªÉÉ Ê´ÉkÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ Ênù±±ÉÒ ºÉä |ÉEòÉÊ¶ÉiÉ ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä 5 VÉÚxÉ, 1965 Eäò nèùÊxÉEò 'Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ' Eäò {ÉÞ¹`ö 1 Eäò EòÉ±É¨É 1 ¨Éå ''3.4 ±ÉÉJÉ °ü{ÉªÉä

Eäò ¨ÉÚ±ªÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ¨ÉÖpùÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÉäxÉÉ {ÉEòb÷É MÉªÉÉ'' ¶ÉÒ¹ÉÇEò ºÉä |ÉEòÉÊ¶ÉiÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú EòÒ +Éä®ú +ÉEòÌ¹ÉiÉ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ iÉÉä CªÉÉ xÉÉä]õ, ºÉÉäxÉÉ +Éè®ú SÉÉÆnùÒ ¤Éb÷Ò ¨ÉÉjÉÉ ¨Éå EÖòUô ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå ºÉä {ÉEòbä÷ MÉªÉä lÉä;

(MÉ) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ºÉ¦ÉÒ xÉÉä]õ SÉÒxÉ ¨Éå UôÉ{Éä MÉªÉä lÉä, +Éè®ú

(PÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ iÉÉä <ºÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä CªÉÉ EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ ÊEò ½èþ?

Ê´ÉkÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ÊiÉ.iÉ.EÞò¹hÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®úÒ):

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ!

(JÉ) +|Éè±É 1965 ¨Éå Ê´ÉÊ¦ÉzÉ iÉÉ®úÒJÉÉå EòÉä, ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {ÉÖÊ±ÉºÉ xÉä EÖòUô ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ Ê´ÉºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ´ªÉÊHòªÉÉå EòÉä {ÉEòb÷É +Éè®ú =xÉEäò {ÉÉºÉ ºÉä 51,500 °ü{ÉªÉä

¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ¨ÉÖpùÉ ¨Éå, ºÉÉäxÉä EòÒ 3 Uôbä÷, ºÉÉäxÉä Eäò 31 ¨ÉÉä½®æ,  ºÉÉäxÉä EòÒ {ÉiÉ®äú - VÉc÷Ò SÉÉÆnùÒ EòÒ BEò {Éä]õÒ iÉlÉÉ EÖòUô +xªÉ Ê´ÉÊ´ÉvÉ ´ÉºiÉÖBÆ {ÉEòc÷Ò

MÉªÉÒ!

(MÉ) VÉÒ xÉ½þÓ {ÉEòcä÷ MÉªÉä EÖòUô Eò®äúxºÉÒ xÉÉä]õÉå Eäò VÉÉ±ÉÒ ½þÉäxÉä EòÒ ¶ÉÆEòÉ lÉÒ, {É®úxiÉÖ {É®úÒIÉÉ Eò®úxÉä {É®ú ´Éä +ºÉ±ÉÒ {ÉÉªÉä MÉªÉä!

(PÉ) ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ ÎºlÉiÉ VÉÉÆSÉ SÉÉèÊEòªÉÉå EòÉä +xÉÊvÉEÞòiÉ PÉÖºÉ{Éä̀ ö Eò®úxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉå EòÒ VÉÉÆSÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ºÉiÉEÇò Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ!

�����������

22 November 1965 Oral Answers to Questions

TIBET QUESTION IN U.N.O.

Shri S. M. Banerjee:
Shri Bagri:
Shri Madhu Limaye:
Shri Ram Sewak Yadav:
Shri Rameshwar Tantia:
Shri Himatsingka:
Shri Kishen Pattnayak:
Shri P. C. Borooah:

*357. Dr. L. M. Singhvi:
Shri Sham Lal Saraf:
Shri R. Barua:
Shri Yogendra Jha:
Shri T. Ram:
Shri D. C. Sharma:
Shrimati Renuka Barkataki:
Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath:
Shri Yashpal Singh: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that India propose to back up the Tibet question in U.N.O; and
(b) if so, what will be the specific stand of India in this regard?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shrimati Lakshmi Menon):
(a) and (b). The question of Tibet has been inscribed on the agenda of the XXth Session of the U.N. General Assembly.

The Government of India are in favour of the restoration of the fundamental freedoms and human rights of the
Tibetan people.
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Shri S. M. Banerjee: Apart from giving this support to the resolution, I would like to know whether in view of the
recent situation and the Chinese stand for having a plebiscite in Kashmir, that is, supporting the Pakistani move, the
Government of India would also support that there should be the right of self-determination for the people of Tibet.

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: At the moment there is no resolution. Only the question has been inscribed on the
agenda. These things will come for discussion only when the question is discussed in the General Assembly.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: What specific stand is the government likely to take when the resolution is discussed, apart from
supporting indirectly the question of human rights, etc.?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: The specific stand is stated in the original answer. We will support the restoration of the
fundamental human rights of the Tibetan people.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½èþ ÊEò +ÆOÉäVÉÉå xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ½èþ, ªÉ½þ ºÉÉ¨ÉxiÉÒ ÊºÉvnùÉÆiÉ <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä VÉÉ®úÒ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò
+ÆOÉäWÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä °üÊºÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú ®úJÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä lÉä +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =ºÉ ´ÉHò Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú lÉÒ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉ®úÉVªÉ EòÒ +Éc÷ ¨Éå +ÆOÉäWÉ +{ÉxÉä
ºÉÉ©ÉÉVªÉ EòÉ Ê´ÉºiÉÉ®ú Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä lÉä? +MÉ®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½èþ iÉÉä SÉÒxÉ xÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉä ´ªÉ´É½þÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉEòÉä ¨ÉqäùxÉWÉ®ú
®úJÉiÉä ½ÖþB CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ EòÒ PÉÉä¹ÉhÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eò®äúMÉÒ +Éè®ú {ÉUôiÉÉ´ÉÉ |ÉEò]õ Eò®äúMÉÒ ÊEò =ºÉEòÒ MÉ±ÉiÉ xÉÒÊiÉ Eäò EòÉ®úhÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ +ÉWÉÉnùÒ JÉi¨É
½þÉä MÉ<Ç?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: I do not think it is possible for the government to speak about independence in view of
the statement that we have already made in this House; it may not be possible for the government to ask for the
independence of Tibet because in the former debates on former occasions, we have said that we recognize the suzerainty
of China over Tibet.

¸ÉÒ ̈ ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ̈ ÉèxÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä iÉÉä ̈ ÉÉxÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò +É{ÉxÉä BàºÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ xÉÒÊiÉªÉÉå ̈ Éå {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ ¦ÉÒ iÉÉä ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ! SÉÒxÉÒ +ÉGò¨ÉhÉ................

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: +É{É ¨Éä®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ iÉÉä ºÉÖxÉ ±Éå!

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: |É¶xÉ EòÉ =kÉ®ú iÉÉä +ÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä! ¨Éé ¤ÉÉvÉÉ b÷É±ÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ!

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: ¨Éä®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ iÉÉä +É{É ºÉÖxÉ ±Éå! xÉÒÊiÉªÉÉå ¨Éå {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ C´Éä¶SÉxÉ +É´É®ú ¨Éå xÉ½þÓ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: +¦ÉÒ iÉEò xÉÒÊiÉ ¨Éå iÉÉä {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ! =ºÉÒ ºÉä VÉÖcÉ ½Öþ+É ªÉ½þ |É¶xÉ ½èþ!

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: <ºÉ ´ÉHò xÉ½þÓ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ!

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: {É½þ±Éä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÖÊxÉªÉÉnùÒ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É +ÉªÉÉ lÉÉ +¤É ®ú´ÉèªÉä ¨Éå {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ!

Shri P. C. Borooah: Do government agree with the recently expressed views of Mr. Chagla, our Education Minister,
that the Chinese have gone back on their undertaking in respect of Tibetan autonomy and culture and, if so, do they
propose to abrogate the Sino-Indian treaty of 1954?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: That agreement is not valid any more.

Dr. L. M. Singhvi: Is the Foreign Minister in a position to say that the government’s policy in respect of Tibet has now
undergone a substantial change and that in view of the denial of human rights and fundamental freedoms in Tibet, the
government has considered or would consider the question of recognizing an émigré government of Tibet by supporting
all their just demands in the international context?

Mr. Speaker: That answer has come already.

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh): The three parts of the question that have been put are
somewhat inter-related; one does not follow from the other. My colleague has already said that we do feel that the
restoration of the fundamental freedoms and human rights is a matter in which we should support the proposals that
might come up in a concrete form before the UN general assembly. That is not all connected with the émigré government
or any other matter connected with that.
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Dr. L. M. Singhvi: My submission is that it has been stated that we would support the question of fundamental rights
and fundamental freedoms and human rights in Tibet. Therefore, may I know whether, in view of the denial of these rights
and freedoms in Tibet, the Government have at any time considered the question of recognizing an émigré government
of Tibet?

Shri Swaran Singh: There is no émigré government of Tibet at all. There is no question of émigré government.

Shri Sham Lal Saraf: In supporting the Tibetan question in the forum of the United Nations, when it is likely to come
up, may I know if the Government is prepared to provide facilities to the Dalai Lama, the accredited leader, the
representative of the Tibetans, to move out in the world in order to gather world opinion along his side?

Shrimati Lakshmi Menon: The question will be considered only when such a request comes from that side.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: While congratulating the Government on their slow but steady return to sanity and
statesmanship with regard to this vital issue of Tibet, may I ask whether the Government, in view of China’s alliance with
our enemy on the Kashmir issue, proposes to espouse, as a long-term measure, the cause of liberation of Tibet from
Chinese new-imperialism and recognize that China has militarily subjugated Tibet, and does the Government agree that
the view expressed by the Education Minister recently that the suzerainty of China over Tibet should be repudiated is
the Government’s view or it is his personal view?

Shri Swaran Singh: Several policy matters of a long range have been raised in this question. In the Question Hour, I
am prepared to supply facts or information, but all these pronouncements upon major matters of policy have to be
avoided at the time of the Question Hour.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Sir, on a point of order.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. There is no point of order. The question is, whether Shri Chagla’s statement represents
Government’s view or not; that might be replied to.

Shri Swaran Singh: I have not carefully examined that statement. I have seen some press reports. Actually, that
statement was made when I had gone abroad. I will examine it. He is our colleague and I will consult him. I do not know
what is precisely in his mind.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: I do not think that the Minister is right in saying that he was abroad when Shri Chagla
made that statement. I think he made it after his return from the United Nations. He has been here for the last fortnight;
has the Government been sleeping over this matter?

Mr. Speaker: He said that he will consult him (Interruption). Order, order.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Consult whom? They are all in the Cabinet.

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Why not call them to order, Sir?

¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: VÉ¤É iÉEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉÉ´É®äúxÉ]õÒ º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ Eò®úiÉÒ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä º]äõ]õ ¨ÉÉxÉ Eò®ú nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ

EòÉä =ºÉEòÉ +vªÉIÉ xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÒ, CªÉÉ ½þ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉ®äú±É ®úÉ<]õ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ É ®úÉ=Æb÷ B¤ÉÉ=]õ ´Éä ¨Éå ¤ÉÉiÉæ Eò®úiÉä ®ú½äþ?

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: <ºÉEòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näùxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ¨Éé =x½åþ EèòºÉä |ÉäºÉ Eò°Æü?

¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: VÉ¤É ½þ̈ É ½þÒ xÉä =xÉEòÉä Ê®úEòMxÉÉ<WÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ªÉÚo BxÉo +Éäo ¨Éå =xÉEòÉä ±ÉäEò®ú ½þ̈ É xÉ½þÓ VÉÉªÉåMÉä, nÚùºÉ®úÉå EòÉä CªÉÉ WÉ°ü®úiÉ

½èþ ÊEò =xÉEäò Ê±ÉB ±Écä÷?

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: The minister of State has a little while ago said that Government was adhering, I think wisely, to
the idea of recognizing Tibet as a region of the People’s Republic of China. Remembering that, may I know if Government
is trying to explain to our friends in all international forums that our interest, in so far as the restoration of human rights
in Tibet is concerned, is only in seeing to it that the human rights of the people of Tibet are properly observed, and that
no change in the political set-up there in the People’s Republic of China is even remotely contemplated?
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Shri Swaran Singh: If and when any such question is raised, we will certainly clarify our position.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Permit me to state that if the CPI is soft and has sneaking sympathy for China, it will go the
way of the PKI of Indonesia (Interruption).

Shri Vasudevan Nair: Will you allow Shri Kamath to conquer Tibet?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Ranga: May I know whether the Government would pay due attention to the distinction drawn by the late Prime
Minister, Jawaharlal Nehru, between sovereignty and suzerainty, and take care to see that India never confused the one
with the other, and never combined the two? India expected China to discharge its duties towards Tibet. In view of the
fact that Mr. Nehru himself had to confess in this House several times that China has failed to discharge its duties
towards Tibet, would the government give consideration to the thoughts expressed by Mr. Chagla in due time?

Shri Swaran Singh: As I have already said, thoughts and opinions expressed by a colleague are always entitled to the
highest consideration. I have said, I will consult him and ascertain his views. About the statement of Shri Jawaharlal
Nehru made on several occasions, broadly that policy is being pursued. Consistent with that, the autonomy of Tibet,
their culture and human rights and other aspects are very important. The way in which this thing has been handled by
the Chinese Government is a matter of grave concern to us.

Shri Swell: Is the government in a position to state whether the increasing Chinese intrusions into Sikkim have got
anything to do with a shift of our policy with regard to Tibet and, if so, in what way?

Shri Swaran Singh: The aggressive postures of China have been continuing for quite some time. I do not think there
is any connection between the so-called shift in our policy and these intrusions.

�����������

1 December1965 Written Answers to Questions

BEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ Ê´ÉtÉlÉÔ EòÒ ½þiªÉÉ

1626. ¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ: CªÉÉ MÉÞ½þ-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò":

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò 7 +HÚò¤É®ú, 1965 EòÉä Ênù±±ÉÒ ¨Éå BEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ Ê´ÉvÉÉlÉÔ EòÒ ½þiªÉÉ Eò®ú nùÒ MÉ<Ç lÉÒ, +Éè®ú

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå +¤É iÉEò CªÉÉ EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ?

MÉÞ½þ-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ={É¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ±Éo xÉÉo Ê¨É¸É):

(Eò) VÉÒ, ½þÉÆ!

(JÉ) ´É½þ ´ªÉÊHòiÉ, ÊVÉºÉ {É®ú =ºÉ Ê´ÉvÉÉlÉÔ EòÉä UÖô®úÉ ¦ÉÉåEòxÉä EòÉ +É®úÉä{É lÉÉ, =ºÉÒ ÊnùxÉ ¶ÉÉ¨É EòÉä ÊMÉ®ú¡òiÉÉ®ú Eò®ú Ê±ÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ! ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÒ VÉÉÆSÉ EòÒ

VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ!

�����������

6 December 1965 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE CLAIM OF SUZERAINTY OVER TIBET

*677.  Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to refer to the reply given to
Starred Question no.357 on the 22nd November, 1965 and to supplementaries thereon and state:
(a) whether he has since examined the matter regarding the Chinese claim of suzerainty over Tibet; and
(b) if so, with what result?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) and (b). The Government of India had taken the position that China had suzerainty over Tibet. At the same time,

we had recognized Tibet’s right to autonomy and attached great importance to it. We are in favour of the restoration
of the fundamental freedoms and human rights in Tibet. There has been no change in this stand of ours.
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6 December 1965 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

1871. Shri Ramachandra Ulaka:
Shri Dhuleshwar Meena: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) the number of Tibetan Refugees who are yet to be rehabilitated; and
(b) the present program of their rehabilitation?

Shri Swaran Singh:
(a) Approximately 20,000 including about 15,000 who are already employed as labourers.
(b) In addition to existing five agricultural settlements, another is being set up in Mysore State to rehabilitate about

4,000 Tibetans. Several industrial schemes to provide employment for about 3,000 Tibetans are under active
consideration.

�����������

21 February 1966 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¨ÉÉxÉ´É +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÉ ºÉÆ®úIÉhÉ
450 ¸ÉÒ ÊEò¶ÉxÉ {ÉÆ]õxÉÉªÉEò":

b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä®ú½þ ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ:

¸ÉÒ ¤ÉÉMÉb÷Ò:

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä:

¸ÉÒ |ÉEòÉ¶É´ÉÒ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ:

¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ:

¸ÉÒ VÉMÉnäù́ É ËºÉ½þ ÊºÉvnùÉxiÉÒ:

¸ÉÒ ¦ÉÉMÉ´ÉiÉ ZÉÉ +ÉWÉÉnù:

¸ÉÒ ¨Éo ±ÉÉo Êuù́ ÉänùÒ:

¸ÉÒ ºÉo SÉÆo ºÉÉ¨ÉxiÉ:

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ¤ÉÉävÉ ½ÆþºÉnùÉ:

¸ÉÒ |Éo SÉÆo ¤É¯û+É:

¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ ºÉÉÊ´ÉjÉÒ ÊxÉMÉ¨É:

¸ÉÒ ºÉ¨ÉÉäo ¤ÉxÉVÉÔ:

b÷É.±ÉI¨ÉÒ¨É±±É ËºÉPÉ´ÉÒ:

¸ÉÒ Ë±ÉMÉ ®äúbÂ÷b÷Ò:

¸ÉÒ Ê´É¦ÉÚÊiÉ Ê¨É¸É:

¸ÉÒ Eòo xÉo ÊiÉ´ÉÉ®úÒ:

¸ÉÒ ¸ÉÒxÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ nùÉºÉ:

¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ ¨Éè̈ ÉÚxÉÉ ºÉÖ±iÉÉxÉ:

¸ÉÒ ½äþ̈ É ¤É°ü+É:

¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÉÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå Eäò ºÉÆ®úIÉhÉ Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå ºÉÉiÉ näù¶ÉÉå

uùÉ®úÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ÊEòªÉä MÉªÉä |ÉºiÉÉ´É Eäò ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä CªÉÉ oùÎ¹]õEòÉähÉ +{ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ º´ÉhÉÇ ËºÉ½þ): ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨É½þÉ ºÉ¦ÉÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒºÉ´Éå +ÊvÉ´Éä¶ÉxÉ ¨Éå 7 näù¶ÉÉå Eäò =ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ® xÉä ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ

lÉÉ ÊVÉºÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉä ÎEò ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÉÊvÉEòÉ®ú +Éè®ú ¨ÉÚ±É¦ÉÚiÉ º´ÉÆiÉxjÉiÉÉ Ê¡ò®ú ºÉä Ênù±ÉÉxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò½þÒ MÉ<Ç lÉÒ!
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11 April 1966 Written Answers to Questions

REHABILITATION OF TIBETAN REFUGEES

3498.  Shri Vishwa Nath Pandey: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that the Dalai Lama has set up an Industrial Projects Organisation for the rehabilitation of

Tibetan refugees in India; and
(b) if so, the total assistance given by Government to such industrial projects?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Yes. A Charitable Society called Tibetan Industrial Rehabilitation Society has recently been registered.
(b) No financial assistance has been given so far. The Society has not so far actively undertaken any project. It has

some schemes under consideration: these too have not yet been finalized.

�����������

9 May 1966 Oral Answers to Questions

CAMPAIGN AGAINST PANCHEN LAMA

*1542. Shri Madhu Limaye:
Shri Kishen Pattnayak:
Shri Vishwa Nath Pandey: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government have received any report about the campaign carried out against Panchen Lama in Tibet by
the Chinese authorities;

(b) whether it is true that some Tibetan monks preferred committing suicide to denouncing Panchen Lama under
pressure; and

(c) if so, the reaction of Government to this latest developments?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) and (b). The Government of India are aware that an intensive anti-Panchen Lama campaign has been carried out in

Tibet by the Chinese authorities. The Government have also seen reports that many monks in Tibet preferred to
commit suicide rather than denounce the Panchen Lama.

(c) The Government deplores the suppression by Chinese authorities of Tibetan Institutions and the denial of
fundamental human rights in Tibet.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò {ÉÉºÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú {É½ÖÆþSÉå ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå {ÉÚ́ ÉÔ +Éè®ú {ÉÚ́ ÉÉækÉ®ú <±ÉÉEäò ¨Éå ¤Ébä÷ {Éè̈ ÉÉxÉä {É®ú ""½èþxÉ''SÉÒÊxÉªÉÉå EòÉä

¤ÉºÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ, Eò®úÒ¤É Eò®úÒ¤É 25-30 ±ÉÉJÉ SÉÒxÉÒ ´É½þÉÆ ¤ÉºÉ SÉÖEäò ½èþ +Éè®ú ´É½þÉÆ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå EòÒ ½þiªÉÉ EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ? ªÉÊnù ªÉ½þ ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú ½èþ `öÒEò ½èþ

iÉÉä <ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ =`öÉxÉä +ÉÊnù Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå CªÉÉ Eònù̈ É =`öÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

Shri Swaran Singh: At the 20th Session of the UN General Assembly last year, India supported a resolution in the
General Assembly calling for the cessation of all practices which deprived the Tibetan people of the human rights and
fundamental freedoms which they had always enjoyed.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: VÉèxÉÉäºÉÉ<b÷ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå xÉ½þÓ ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ?

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: +¤É iÉEò =x½þÉäxÉä VÉÉä ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ´É½þ ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉ ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ̈ ÉvÉÖÊ±É¨ÉªÉä: CªÉÉ SÉÒxÉÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò uùÉ®úÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò ªÉ½þ +É®úÉä{É ±ÉMÉÉªÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ Ê´ÉpùÉäÊ½þªÉÉå EòÉä +ÉÌlÉEò +Éè®ú ¡òÉäVÉÒ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ

Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½èþ? ªÉÊnù <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ Eäò +É®úÉä{É SÉÒxÉ Eäò uùÉ®úÉ ±ÉMÉÉªÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ iÉÉä ̈ Éé ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÄÚþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ® xÉä <ºÉ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ

½èþ ÊEò SÉÚÆÊEò SÉÒxÉ +{ÉxÉÒ +ÉGò¨ÉhÉEòÉ®úÒ xÉÒÊiÉ EòÉä xÉ½þÓ UôÉäc÷ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ, ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ¨ÉÖ±Eò EòÒ Ê½þ¡òÉVÉiÉ EòÒ oùÎ¹]õ ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÉä ¡òÉäVÉÒ, +ÉÐlÉEò iÉlÉÉ

½þÊlÉªÉÉ®úÒ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ EòÒ VÉÉªÉä? CªÉÉ <ºÉEäò Eò®úxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç ºÉÖZÉÉ´É ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =xÉ {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ º´ÉhÉÇ ËºÉ½þ: BàºÉÉ EòÉä<Ç ºÉÖZÉÉ´É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!
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¸ÉÒ Ê´É·ÉxÉÉlÉ {ÉÉhbä÷ªÉ: VÉèºÉÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ xÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò {ÉÆSÉäxÉ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò Ê´É°üvnù ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå WÉÉä®úÉå ºÉä +ÉxnùÉä±ÉxÉ SÉ±É ®ú½þÉ ½èþ, ́ É½þÉÆ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ºÉÉvÉÚ =xÉEäò

Ê´É®úÉävÉ ¨Éå EÖòUô Eò½þxÉÉ {ÉºÉxnù xÉ½þÓ Eò®úiÉä ½èþ, iÉÉä ¨Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ <ºÉEäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä EòÉä<Ç Ê´É®úÉävÉ-{ÉjÉ ÊnùªÉÉ

½èþ, ªÉÊnù ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ =ºÉ {É®ú CªÉÉ |ÉÊiÉÊGòªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú =ºÉxÉä CªÉÉ EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ EòÒ ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ º´ÉhÉÇ ËºÉ½þ: nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä {ÉÆSÉäxÉ ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ¨ÉÖiÉÉÎ±±ÉEò EòÉä<Ç JÉÉºÉ ´ÉÉEòÊ¡ÃòªÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ nùÒ ½èþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉÉä Eò½þÉ ½èþ, =ºÉEòÒ Ê¤ÉxÉÉ {É®ú ½þ̈ ÉxÉä ªÉÖxÉÉ<]äõb÷

xÉä¶ÉxWÉ ¨Éå º]äõhb÷ Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½èþ!

Shri Hem Barua: In view of the fact that China has been demanding self-determination for Kashmir, an integral part
of India, why is it that out Government, because of changed conditions in Tibet, have not repudiated Chinese suzerainty
over Tibet where the massacre of the people has almost become a rule of law?

Shri Swaran Singh: These are not considerations which are strong enough to repudiate any agreement, and we
cannot really adopt that attitude merely because they have adopted an incorrect attitude. We should meet that incorrect
attitude by pointing out the inconsistency in the Chinese stand which may not be fully justified.

Shri Hem Barua: My question was not that. First I said…

Mr. Speaker: He asked why don’t they repudiate. But they say these considerations are not enough to do that in their
opinion. What should I do.

Shri Kapur Singh: May I know if any reliable news is available concerning the whereabouts and safety of the Panchen
Lama, and whether we have done anything to show our concern in the matter?

Shri Swaran Singh: His present whereabouts are not known and there is little that we can do in this respect.

Shri Kapur Singh: We should show our concern.

Mr. Speaker: Question no. 1543

Shri M. L. Dwivedi: May I suggest that Question no. 1565 may also be taken with this as it relates to the same matter.

An hon. Member: No.

Mr. Speaker: Question no. 1543

�����������

9 May 1966 Written Answers to Questions

¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú SÉÒxÉÒ ºÉèÊxÉEòÉå EòÉ VÉ¨ÉÉ´É

*1552. ¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ:

 ¸ÉÒ ¤Ébä÷:

 ¸ÉÒ Ë±ÉMÉ ®äúbÂ÷b÷Ò: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú SÉÒxÉÒ ºÉèÊxÉEò ¦ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¨Éå VÉ¨ÉÉ ½þÉä ®ú½äþ ½èþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉÒ, ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ iÉEò BEò ºÉb÷Eò ¤ÉxÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ +Éè®ú ´Éä =ºÉ IÉäjÉ ¨Éå MÉ¶iÉ ¦ÉÒ ±ÉMÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ;

(MÉ) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒÊxÉªÉÉå Eäò b÷®ú Eäò EòÉ®úhÉ +|Éä±É,1965 ºÉä ¨ÉÉSÉÇ, 1966 iÉEò +´ÉÊvÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ½þWÉÉ®úÉå ÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå +É

MÉªÉä ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(PÉ) SÉÒÊxÉªÉÉå EòÒ <ºÉ ½þ®úEòiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä CªÉÉ EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ EòÒ ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ º´ÉhÉÇ ËºÉ½þ):

(Eò) ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ SÉÒxÉÒ ºÉèÊxÉEòÉå EòÉ VÉ¨ÉÉ´É ½Öþ+É ½èþ; <ºÉ¨Éå ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ºÉÎ¨¨ÉÊ±ÉiÉ ½èþ ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Eäò {ÉÉ®ú EòÉä<Ç

xÉªÉÉ VÉ¨ÉÉ´É xÉ½þÓ ½Öþ+É ½èþ!
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(JÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå SÉÒxÉÒ +ÊvÉEòÉÊ®úªÉÉå xÉä ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ iÉEò VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ EÖòUô ºÉb÷Eò ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú {ÉiÉÉ SÉ±ÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò =x½þÉåxÉä MÉ¶iÉ EòÒ ½èþ!

(MÉ) +|Éä±É 1965 ºÉä ¨ÉÉSÉÇ 1966 iÉEò EòÒ +´ÉÊvÉ ¨Éå, EÖò±É Ê¨É±ÉÉEò®ú 172 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {ÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉB ½ÖþB ½èþ!

(PÉ) ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉ¦ÉÒ +É´É¶ªÉÉEò Eònù̈ É = õ̀É ®ú½þÒ ½è *þ

�����������

9 May 1966 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ

*1553 ¸ÉÒ +ÉåEòÉ®ú ±ÉÉ±É ¤Éä®ú́ ÉÉ:

        ¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ:

¸ÉÒ ¤Ébä÷: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ Eäò +iªÉÉSÉÉ®ú Eäò EòÉ®úhÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ±ÉMÉÉiÉÉ®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå +É ®ú½äþ ½èþ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå +¤É iÉEò ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +É SÉÖEäò ½èþ +Éè®ú

(MÉ) =x½åþ Eò½þÉÆ Eò½þÉÆ ¤ÉºÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ)

(Eò) EÖòUô ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ +¤É ¦ÉÒ lÉÉäb÷Ò ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +É ®ú½äþ ½èþ!

(JÉ) EÖò±É Ê¨É±ÉÉEò®ú ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 50,000

(MÉ) ¨ÉèºÉÚ®ú ÊWÉ±ÉÉ ¨Éå ¤ÉÉ<±ÉÉEÖò{{Éä, =Êb÷ºÉÉ ¨Éå SÉxpùÊMÉ®úÒ, ¨ÉvªÉ|Énäù¶É ¨Éå ¨ÉèxÉ{É]õ, xÉä¡òÉ ¨Éå iÉäWÉÚ +Éè®ú SÉÆMÉ±ÉÉÆMÉ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ ¨Éå {ÉÉ®úÉä +Éè®ú ÊlÉ¨{ÉÚ ¨Éå

±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 15,000 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ Ê¡ò®ú ºÉä ¤ÉºÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ SÉÖEäò ½èþ! EÖòU ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ nùºiÉEòÉ®úÒ ¨Éå ±ÉMÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ! Eò<Ç ½þWÉÉ®ú

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉä BàºÉä ¤ÉÉäÍb÷MÉ ºEÚò±ÉÉå ¨Éå ½èþ VÉÉä JÉÉºÉ iÉÉè®ú ºÉä =xÉEäò Ê±ÉB SÉ±ÉÉB MÉB ½èþ!

�����������

9 May 1966 Written Answers to Questions

TRADE BETWEEN SIKKIM, BHUTAN AND TIBET

4969.  Shri Madhu Limaye: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government have made any study of the impact of the Indo-China conflict on the pattern of trade

between Sikkim, Bhutan and Tibet; and
(b) the action proposed by Government to help these territories develop their own indigenous resources and

alternative channels of trade with the rest of India?

The Minister of State in the Ministery of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Prior to 1962, the restrictive policies adopted by the Chinese Government in relation to Tibet resulted in the

dwindling of Tibet’s trade with Bhutan, Sikkim and India. Following China’s aggression against us in 1962, Bhutan
and Sikkim have placed a ban on trade with Tibet.

(b) The Government of India have given all necessary financial and technical assistance to Bhutan and Sikkim for the
implementation of their respective Development Plans. Government propose to continue such assistance in the
Fourth Plan period. The trade of Bhutan as well as Sikkim has expanded considerably in recent years.

�����������

25 June 1966 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

84. Shri Ramachandra Ulaka:
Shri Dhuleshwar Meena: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
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(a) whether the Tibetan refugees are still pouring into India;
(b) if so, the number of such refugees who have arrived so far; and
(c) the names of places where they will be rehabilitated?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Tibetan refugees are still coming into India in small numbers.
(b) A total of about 50,000.
(c) About 15,000 Tibetan refugees have been settled in agricultural settlements at Bylakuppe, Mainpet, Chandragiri,

Tezu and Changlang.
   It is proposed to settle 4,000 more Tibetan refugees at Mundgod near Mysore, about  1000 in Madhya Pradesh

and 500 in Bihar. Small and medium industrial schemes at various places to provide employment to about 800
Tibetan refugees are under consideration. About 1000 Tibetans are being rehabilitated in Bhutan, and schemes for the
settlement of about 4000 Tibetans in Sikkim is under consideration. It is proposed to expand Tibetan Handicraft
Centres at Dalhousie, Dharamsala, Simla, Darjeeling and Kalimpong to accommodate in all about 2000 Tibetans.

�����������

1 August 1966 Written Answers to Questions

ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉ = ö̀ÉªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ

821. ¸ÉÒ ÊºÉvnäù·É®ú |ÉºÉÉnù: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò |É¶xÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå =`öÉxÉä EòÉ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä ªÉ½þ |É¶xÉ ÊEòºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú =`öÉªÉÉ VÉÉBMÉÉ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ EòÉèxÉ EòÉèxÉ näù¶É Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ º´ÉhÉÇ ËºÉ½þ)

(Eò) ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå =`öÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB EÖòUô Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ!

(JÉ) +Éè®ú (MÉ) |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÓ =`öiÉä!
�����������

1 August 1966 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA’S VISIT TO LEH

*175. Shri A.K. Gopalan:
Shri Dasaratha Deb:
Shri M.N. Swamy:
Shri Kolla Venkiah: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether the attention of Government has been drawn to the report in Blitz of the 2nd July, 1966 that the Dalai
Lama proposed to visit Leh in Ladakh in mid-August this year;

(b) whether Government have sanctioned this trip; and
(c) whether his ministry consulted the State Government before taking a decision in the matter?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) And (c). Visit to Ladakh by the Dalai Lama has been suggested but no final decision has been taken.

�����������

8 August 1966 Written Answers to Questions

INDIA’S STAND ON TIBET

1561. Shri Madhu Limaye:
Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia:
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Shri Kishen Pattnayak: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state to refer to the reply
given to Starred Question No. 1542 on the 9th May, 1966 and state:
(a) whether Government have made it clear to the Government of China that a fresh aggression by China against

India or incursion into Indian territory will compel Government to revise its attitude to its policy of regarding
“Tibet as a part of China”; and

(b) if so, the reaction of the Chinese Government thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) Does not arise.

�����������

10 August 1966 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ºEÚò±É
1833. ¸ÉÒ ®úPÉÖxÉÉlÉ ËºÉ½þ:

¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ:

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨Éä·É®úÉxÉxnù: CªÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä {ÉÆSÉ¨ÉføÒ ¨Éå BEò +Éè®ú ºEÚò±É JÉÉä±ÉxÉä EòÉ ½èþ;

(JÉ) <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ näù¶É ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä ºEÚò±É ½èþ, +Éè®ú;

(MÉ) ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =xÉ {É®ú ÊEòiÉxÉÉ JÉSÉÇ Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ={É¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ ºÉÉèxnù®ú̈ É ®úÉ¨ÉSÉxpùxÉ)

(Eò) VÉÒ xÉ½þÓ! {ÉÆSÉ¨ÉgøÒ ¨Éå BEò ºEÚò±É iÉlÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ´ªÉÉ´ÉºÉÉÊªÉEò |ÉÊ¶ÉIÉhÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉxÉ ½èþ;

(JÉ) 13 (7 Ê®ú½þÉªÉ¶ÉÒ, 5 ÊnùxÉ Eäò ºEÚò±É ½èþ +Éè®ú BEò Ê¶ÉIÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ´ªÉÉ´ÉºÉÉÊªÉEò |ÉÊ¶ÉIÉhÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉxÉ)

(MÉ) 1964-65 36,40,753 °ü.

1965-66         43,49,648     (±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ)
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22 August 1966 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE BROADCASTS REGARDING TIBETAN REFUGEES

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy:
Shri Hem Barua:
Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath:
Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia:

*594. Shri Ram Sewak Yadav:
Shri S.M. Banerjee:
Shri Kashi Ram Gupta:
Shri Madhu Limaye:
Shri Kishen Pattnayak: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that regular broadcasts are being made from the Chinese Radio at Lhasa (Tibet) giving
distorted pictures about the conditions of Tibetan refugees in India;

(b) the steps taken to counteract such propaganda; and
(c) whether any request has been made to Government by the Dalai Lama to permit him to make periodical broadcasts

from All-India Radio to rebut such propaganda and whether such permission has been given?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Dinesh Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
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(b) The Tibetan language broadcasts of the All India Radio have been giving information about our rehabilitation
programmes for the Tibetan refugees and the progress achieved in the implementation of these programmes.
Information about the care being given to the problems of this community, uprooted from its homeland, and the
sympathy and friendship with which Tibetan refugees are treated in India is also disseminated through these
broadcasts.

(c) Government has not received any specific request in this regard, but the Dalai Lama’s speeches are relayed on the
All India Radio’s Tibetan programmes on suitable occasions.

�����������

22 August 1966 Written Answers to Questions

ASYLUM SOUGHT BY A TIBETAN IN SIKKIM

2853. Shri Ram Sewak Yadav:
Shri Madhu Limaye: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that a Tibetan had recently sought asylum in Sikkim;
(b) whether asylum was refused by the Sikkim authorities;
(c) whether any pressure was brought to bear by the Chinese; and
(d) Government’s reaction thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Not only one but 26 persons, who entered Sikkim from Tibet, sought asylum during the last three months.
(b) And (c). No, Sir. The Government of India are responsible for the defence and external relations of Sikkim. No

pressure was brought to bear by the Chinese.
(c) Does not arise.

�����������

22 August 1966 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN INDUSTRIAL REHABILITATION SOCIETY

2906. Shri Ramchandra Ulaka:
Shri Dhuleshwar Meena: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to refer to the reply given to

Starred Question No. 3498 on the 11th April, 1966 and state:
(a) whether the Tibetan Industrial Rehabilitation Society has submitted any schemes to Government;  and
(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) Government of India view the schemes with sympathy, and will help expedite their implementation in suitable

ways. It is a private company and no financial assistance from Government sources is contemplated.
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29 August 1966 Written Answers to Questions

INDIA’S SUPPORT TO DALAI LAMA

3575. Shri D.C. Sharma: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government have sent a note to Peking towards the end of May 1966 in reply to the Chinese note of the

2nd January, 1966 pledging India’s support to Dalai Lama;
(b) if so, the contents of the note; and
(c) whether any further Chinese note has been received in the matter?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) In their note of the 30th May, 1966 the Government of India have refuted the malicious and unfounded allegations

made by the Chinese Government in a note sent to the Government of India on the 2nd January, 1966 regarding
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India’s attitude towards Tibet. The Government of India have pointed out that the Chinese Government are
continuing to violate fundamental human rights of the Tibetan people. This note also stressed that the Government
will continue to give facilities for religious and other humanitarian activities to the Dalai Lama and other Tibetan
refugees, who have been forced to leave their homeland.

(b) A copy of this note was placed on the table of the Lok Sabha on the 26th July, 1966.
(c) No, Sir.
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27 March 1967 Oral Answers to Questions

INDIA’S SUPPORT TO DALAI LAMA

*63. Shri K.N. Tiwary:
Shri Bibhuti Mishra:
Shri D.C. Sharma:
Shri Hukam Chand Kachhavaiya:
Shri Ram Singh:
Shri E.K. Nayanar: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government’s attention has been drawn to a news-item in the ‘Hindustan Times’ of March 10, 1967
under the ‘Dalai Lama seeks India’s political support;

(b) if so, the capture of political support which is being sought or has been sought from the Government of India; and
(c)  to what extent the Government of India has agreed to help him politically?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) Yes. The statement referred to therein contain the Dalai Lama’s views and was issued by the Dalai Lama without

our concurrence.
(b) And (c). No specific proposal has been made by the Dalai Lama to us. We have supported a resolution in the

United Nations regarding the “continued violation of fundamental rights and freedoms of the people of Tibet”.
The Dalai Lama has expressed the hope that India will continue to give such support at the United Nations as
called for the “restoration of human rights and fundamental freedoms of the Tibetan people”. The Government of
India have sympathy for the people of Tibet in their present plight and will continue to give support to moves in
the United Nations aimed at the restoration of their fundamental rights and freedoms in accordance with the
United Nations Charter.

¸ÉÒ Eòo xÉÉo ÊiÉ´ÉÉ®úÒ: +¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ´É½þ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ±ÉÉäMÉÉä Eäò ¡òÆb÷É¨Éä]õ±É ®úÉ<]ÂõºÉ EòÉä ºÉÖ®úÊIÉiÉ ®úJÉä VÉÉxÉä Eäò ºÉ¤É Eònù̈ ÉÉäÆ EòÉä ºÉ{ÉÉä]Çõ

Eò®äúÆMÉä +Éè®ú <ºÉEäò Ê±ÉB EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®äúÆMÉä * ¨Éä ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÖÄþ ÊEò +¦ÉÒ iÉEò <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éä CªÉÉ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú +ÉMÉä CªÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ

®ú½þÉ ½èþ *

Shri M.C. Chagla: As the hon. Member knows, China is not a member of the United Nations and China ignores any
Resolution passed by the United Nations. It is very difficult to suggest what action can be taken at present to compel
China to respect a Resolution passed by the United Nations.

¸ÉÒ Eòo xÉÉo ÊiÉ´ÉÉ®úÒ: CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉ½þÒ ½èþ ÎE  nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä ªÉÖxÉÉ<Ç]õb÷ º]äõ]ÂõºÉ +É¡ò +¨Éä®úÒEòÉ +Éè®ú nÖùºÉ®äú näù¶ÉÉÆä ̈ Éä VÉÉEò®ú +{ÉxÉä näù¶É EòÉä Ê±É¤É®äú]õ Eò®úxÉä

EòÉ |ÉªÉixÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä {É®úÊ¨É¶ÉxÉ ¨ÉÉÆMÉÒ lÉÒ +Éà®ú =xÉEòÉä ´É½þ {É®úÊ¨É¶ÉxÉ xÉ½þÒÆ nùÒ MÉ<Ç; ªÉÊnù ½þÉÄ iÉÉä =xÉEòÉä ´É½þ {É®úÊ¨É¶ÉxÉ CªÉÉä xÉ½þÒÆ nùÒ

MÉ<Ç ?

Shri M.C. Chagla: No, Sir, as far as I know, the Dalai Lama wanted to travel in India and other Asian countries. We said,
we had no objection; if those countries invited him, we would see to it that all facilities are assured and all amenities
given in the country to which he went. There is no question of our saying ‘No’ to him.

Shri E.K. Narayan: In view of the assurances given earlier by the Indian Government that the Dalai Lama will not be
allowed to take part in political activities, will the Government stick to that stand and ask the Dalai Lama to keep himself
aloof from all political activities? I would like to know whether any pressure is being brought on the Government to give
political support to the Dalai Lama and if so, from which Government?
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Shri M.C. Chagla: To answer the second part first, I am not aware of any pressure from any country to give support
to the Dalai Lama. With regard to the first part, we have given an assurance and we stand by that assurance.

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: The hon. Minister just now informed the House that they have taken this matter in the
United Nations. May I know whether, while discussing this matter in the Human Rights Commission, any assessment was
given by the Indian Government about the condition really operating in Tibet today and, if so, whether there has been
any reaction of the Human Rights Commission to that?

M.C. Chagla: The very fact that the Resolution was carried by a large majority, if I remember correctly, shows that
United Nations was convinced that the human rights were not merely ignored but were crushed and that fundamental
freedoms were being denied and the principles of the United Nations Charter were being violated.

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: The first part of my question has not been answered, that is, whether any assessment
has been made by India about the conditions operating at the present moment, there.

Shri M.C. Chagla: The reports that we have been receiving, authentic and official, show that the conditions in Tibet are
practically gruesome. Their ancient culture is sought to be interfered with. We are horrified at what is happening in Tibet
today.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: May I know whether any request was made to the Government of India on behalf of
the Dalai Lama to permit the Dalai Lama to function here as an émigré government?

Shri M.C. Chagla: No, Sir.

Shri Balraj Madhok: In view of the fact that Tibet had always had an international personality of its own and in view
of the fact that it was the forcible occupation of Tibet which led to the direct military confrontation between India and
China, may I know wether the Government of India has taken any steps to secure the liberation of Tibet because the
question of Tibet is not only the question of human rights but it is a question of suppression of independence of an
independent country? What steps have the Government taken in that direction?

Shri M.C. Chagla: The hon. Member knows that we accepted the position that Tibet was a part of China…

�����������

27 March 1967 Written Answers to Questions

CONCENTRATION OF CHINESE TROOPS ON BHUTAN-TIBET BORDER

*74. Shri D.C. Sharma: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that the Chinese troops are heavily concentrated on the Bhutan-Tibet border.
(b) Whether it is also a fact the they have built a road from Tibet to Bhutan border;
(c) Whether it is also a fact that due to fear of the Chinese, the Tibetans have been entering India; and
(d) If so, the steps taken in the matter?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) Chinese troops are entrenched in strength along the Bhutan-Tibet border as in other sectors. However, no new

concentrations have been noticed.
(b) Over the last three years, the Chinese authorities are known to have built and improved some roads leading to

the Bhutan border.
(c) Yes, sir. Since the 1st of January 1967, 144 Tibetan refugees escaping from Chinese persecution in Tibet have

entered India.
(d) The Government is taking all necessary steps.

�����������

3 April 1967 Written Answers to Questions

FACILITIES FOR DALAI LAMA FOR GOING TO U.N.

*211. Shri Baburao Patel: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
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(a) whether it is a fact that the Dalai Lama recently requested Government for facilities to proceed to the United
Nations in order to present the case of Tibet before the U.N.;

(b) if so, whether the request has been granted; and
(c) if not, the reasons therefore?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) And (c). Does not arise.

�����������

3 April 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

380. Shri Ramachandra Ulaka:
Shri Dhuleshwar Meena:
Shri Khagrapathi Pradhani: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Tibetan refugees are still pouring into India;
(b) if so, the number of such refugees who have arrived so far; and
(c) the names of places where they are proposed to be rehabilitated?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) they are still coming in small batches now and then.
(b) The total is about 50,000.
(c) 12,000 Tibetan Refugees have already been settled on agriculture in Mysore, Orissa, Madhya Pradesh, NEFA,

Bhutan and Sikkim. Work has started on settlement of about 5,000 persons in Belgaum Division of Mysore and
one thousand more Tibetans in Bhutan. A woolen mill and Tea Estate have been set up in Kangra District to settle
675 Refugees. Other industrial Schemes to provide employment to about 3,000 persons are under active
consideration. About one thousand Tibetans are employed in various handicraft centers. Steps are being taken to
put these centers on sound footing and to expand them to provide employment to about 2000 Tibetans on a Tea
Estate being set up in Sikkim. (The figures indicated above include families and children).

We have approached the States for allotment of more lands for the rehabilitation of the remaining Tibetans.
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22 May 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBET ISSUES IN U.N.O.

10. Shri Ramachandra Veerappa:
Shri Kanwar Lal Gupta:
Shri R.S. Vidyarthi:
Shri N.K. Sanghi:
Shri Madhu Limaye:
Shri S.M. Banerjee:
Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia:
Shri George Fernandes:
Shri Y.A. Prasad: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is proposed to raise the question of Tibet at the United Nations during its next session; and
(b) if so, the details thereof?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) At present, there is no such proposal.
(b) Does not arise.

�����������
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5 June 1967 Written Answers to Questions

PLANS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF “LITTLE TIBET” NEAR PALAMPUR

1432. Shri K.P. Singh Dev: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government are aware of the plans of Dalai Lama to develop a “Little Tibet” near Palampur; and
(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) According to our information, the Dalai Lama has no such plans.
(b) Does not arise.

�����������

12 June 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

2140. Shri Umanath:
Shri K.M. Abraham:
Shri Viswanatha Menon:
Shri K. Anirudhan:
Shri P.P. Esthose: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that an American newsprint manufacturer is planning to recruit Tibetan refugees, now in
Kangra district of Punjab for his operations;

(b) whether it is also a fact that the U.S. Government have sanctioned relocation of 3,000 refugees in U.S.A.; and
(c) if so, whether Government have given consent to this proposal?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) and (b). Our attention has been drawn to a report on the subject in the newsletter published by the Dalai Lama’s

Bureau.
(c) We will have no objection if these Tibetans can find employment in U.S.A. and the U.S. Government permits them

to settle there.
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19 June 1967 Written Answers to Questions

INFILTRATION OF TIBETANS IN BHUTAN

580. Shri D.N. Patodia:
Shri C.C. Desai:
Shri R. Barua: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that there has recently been heavy infiltration of Tibetans into Bhutan;
(b) if so, the total number estimated to have crossed over the Bhutan from Tibet;
(c) whether the Government of Bhutan have approached the Government of India in this regard; and
(d) if so, whether any steps have been taken to deport the infiltrators and check their entry any further?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) A number of Tibetans have crossed over to Bhutan in the recent past.
(b) The number of Tibetans who crossed over to Bhutan between the period 1st October, 1966 to 31st March, 1967

is 132.
(c) No, Sir.
(d) No, Sir. All such Tibetans are interrogated and those found genuine refugees are permitted to enter and settle in

India. Those against whom there is any suspicion are kept in detention.

�����������
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30 June 1967  Answers to Questions

RESOLUTION RE: TIBET

Mr. Speaker: The House will now take up the next Resolution standing in the name of Shri Chand Goel, for which two
hours have been allotted.

Shri P. K. Deo (Kalahandi): Sir, may I suggest the time for this Resolution may be reduced from 2 hrs to 1½ hour so
that Shri Tapuriah may be able to move his Resolution today?

Shri Shri Chand Goel (Chandigarh): If that is the unanimous demand of the House, then I will bow to it.

Shri D.N. Tiwary (Gopalganj): When generally the demand is to increase the time, here is a demand for reducing the
time allotted to a Resolution.

Shri M.L. Sondhi (New Delhi): Sir, may I suggest that the time for this Resolution should be increased?

Shri Ranga (Srikakulam): If we sit for one house extra, we can take up the other Resolution today itself.

Mr. Speaker: We will see. Now, Shri Goel.

Jh JhpUn xks;y %& v/;{k egksn;] eSa bl vius izLrko dks lnu ds lkeus j[krk gwa ftl esa ;g ekax dh xbZ gS fd vkt le; vk x;k
gS fd Hkkjr ljdkj Hkkjr esa “kj.kkxr ds :Ik esa vk;s gq, ykek dks frCcr dk dkaLVhV;w”kuy gSM] oS/kkfud “kkld Lohdkj dj ds mu dks
lc izdkj dh lgk;rk vkSj lqfo/kk iznkj djs vkSj frCcr tSls egku ns”k dks dE;qfULV phu ds paxqy ls futkr fnykus dk iz;Ru djsA
v/;{k egksn;] frCcr lalkj dk egku ns”k Fkk vkSj Hkkjr ds lkFk bl dh gj izdkj dh fudVrk jgh gSA pkgs lkaLd`frd {ks= esa] pkgs /kkfeZd
{ks= esa pkgs vkfFkZd {ks= esa gj {ks= esa Hkkjr ds lkFk bl dh ,dkRerk jgh gSA okLro esa tc ge frCcr ds bfrgkl ij n`f’V Mkyrs gSa rks
fn[kkbZ nsrk gS fd vkt ls <+kbZ gtkj o’kZ igys egkRek cq) ds ledkyhu dkS”ky oa”k ds jktk izlsUkftr ds iq= us Hkkjr ls tkdj frCcr
esa jkT; LFkkfir fd;k Fkk vkSj /khjs&/khjs frCcr jk’Vª ds mUurksUeq[k gksrk pyk x;k] lc izdkj ls viuh mUufr djrk pyk x;kA ysfdu fdlh
Hkh jk’Vª thou esa mrkj p<+ko vkrs gSaA bfrgkl ,slk crkrk gS fd ,d ckj tc rkrkfj;ksa us frCcr ij vkdze.k fd;k rks ml le; phu
us ekapw jktoa”k ds jktk tks fd ckS) /keZ ds vuq;k;h Fks mudk ogka ij jkT; FkkA ml le; frCcr us phfu;ks ls lgk;rk ekaxh vkSj og
lgk;rk feyhA ml lgk;rk ds feyus ds ckn tc rkrkfj;ksa dk eqdkcyk dj ik;sa mlds ifj.kke Lo:Ik fQj phu dk ,d ,tsaV Ygklk esa
jgus yxkA ysfdu ;g bfrgkl fd iqjkuh ?kVuk gSA mlds ckn vusdks o’kZ dk frCcr dk tks bfrgkl gS og Lora=rk dk bfrgkl gSA frCcr
ges”kk nwljs nsa”kks ds lkFk esa Lora= :Ik ls lfU/k djrk jgk] Lora= :Ik ls viuk lkjk dkjksckj djrk jgkA v/;{k egksn;] eSa /;ku fnykuk
pkgwxka fd 1904 esa fczVsu us frCcr ds lkFk Ygklk lfU/k dh Fkh pawfd mudks frCcr ls dqN [krjk fn[kkbZ nsrk FkkA ijUrq og frCcr dks
Hkkjr ds fy, ,d ^^cQj** LVsV ds :Ik esa le>rs FksA vxzstksa us viuh lkjh uhfr Hkkjr dh lqj{kk ds fy, bl <ax ls cukbZ Fkh] nwj&nwj
rd tkdj Hkkjr ds pkjks rjQ ,slh ̂ ^cQj** LVsV dk;e dh Fkh] blfy, mÙkjh lhek ij mUgs fn[kkbZ fn;k fd dqN xM+cM+ gS rks viuk fe”ku
Hkstk vkSj mlds ckn 1904 esa ,d lfU/k dh ml ds ckn 1911 esa tc phu ds vUnj ØkfUr vkbZ vkSj ekpw jktoa”k gqdwer phu esa lEkkIr
gks xbZ rks ml le; frCcr okyks us Hkh tks phuh lfU/k;ka Fkh ;k tks phuh vf/kIkR; Fkk ml dks lekIr dj fn;k FkkA

blds ckn esa ,d vkSj ,sfrgkfld ?kVuk dh vkSj /;ku fnykuk pkgrk gwa 1913-14 esa f”keyk dUosUlu] vFkkZr~ f”keyk lEesyu gqvk
ftl ds vUnj phu dk izfrfuf/k] frCcr dk izfrfuf/k vkSj Hkkjr dk izfrfuf/k f”keyk esas ,d eap ds Åij vkdj cSBsA rhuksa us fcYdqy cjkcjh
ds Lrj ls] cjkcjh ds LVsVl ds lkFk laf/k ds Åij gLrk{kj fd,A ysfdu ckn esa tc phu us bl izdkj dh iksth”ku yh fd vius
izfrfuf/k ds gLrk{kjksa dh ekU;rk nsus ls bUdkj fd;k rks bl laf/k ds vuqlkj vxj mu dk dqN FkksM+k cgqr vf/kiR; ckdh Fkk rks ml dk
gd Hkh mUgksaus Lo;a u’V dj fn;k] Lo;a [kks fn;kA

eSa ;g fuosnu djuk pkgrk gwa fd gesa bfrgkl dh ml ?kVuk ij xEHkhjrk ls fopkj djuk iM+sxk fd ftl le; phu esa dE;wfuLVksa dh
gqdwer dk;e gqbZ rks gekjs fy, fpUrk dh ?kM+h iSnk gqbZ ml le; Hkkjr ds d.kZ/kkjksa dks bl ckr dk fopkj djuk pfg, Fkk fd vc phu
dh fLFkfr cny xbZ gSA phu ds lkFk tks gekjs eS=h ds laca/k Fks ml ds nks dkj.k FksA ,d dkj.k rks Fkk HkkSxksfyd nwjhA pawfd frCcr cQj
LVsV ds :Ik esa gekjs vkSj bu ds chp esa Fkk vkSj nwljs mu dh ;g Hkh fopkj djuk pfg, Fkk fd phu ds lkFk gekjh tks lkaLd‘frr ,drk
Fkh og egkRek cq) ds vkn”kksZ ds izpkj ds dkj.k iSnk gqbZ lkaLd‘frd fudVrk Fkh ysfdu ftl le; dE;wfuLVksa dh gqdwer dk;e gks xbZ rks
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gesa ;g igpku ysuk pfg, Fkk] dksbZ Hkh jktuhfrK tks FkksM+h cgqr Hkh nwjnf”kZrk j[krk gS tks nl chl ipkl lky vkxs dh ckr vk tkuh
pfg, Fkh] fd tks phu dh vkSj gekjh fiNyh eS=h Fkh ml dk vk/kkj lekIr gks pqdk gSA dgkor gS] ,d rks djSyk vkSj nwljs uhe p<+k A
igys ls gh phu ,d fOkLrkjoknh eukso‘fr dk ns”k FkkA vkt eq>sa gSjkuh gksrh gS] tc eSa usg: th dh ml le; dh Lihpst dks ;kn djrk
gwa] ml le; tc ;g dgk tkrk Fkk fd phu gesa /kks[kk nsrk] phu ,d foLrkjoknh ns”k gS] ,d ,DliSa”kfuLV dUVªh gS] tks usg: th dgrs
Fks fd phu rks foLrkjoknh eukso`fr dk ns”k gS gh ugha A exj esa crkuk pkgrk gwa fd phu dk tks bfrgkl gS ml dks xksj ls Ik<+k tk; rks
gesa irk pyrk gS fd “kq: ls gh phu ,d foLrkjoknh ns”k jgk gS] phu dk {ks=Qy tc phu viuh izfl) phu dh nhokj rFkk leqnz ls f?kjk
Fkk rks dsoy 10 yk[k oxZ ehy FkkA ysfdu fiNys <kbZ gtkj o’kksZ esa bl us viuk {ks=Qy 26 yk[k oxZehy cuk fy;k gS] <kbZ xquk ds djhc
vIkuk {ks= c<+k;k gS ysfdu ftl le; vkB yk[k oxZehy ds {ks=Qy dk frCcr ml esa “kkfey gks x;k rks bl dk {ks=Qy 30 yk[k oxZehy
ls Hkh T;knk gks x;kA mu dh vkt vkcknh Hkkjr ls Ms<+xquh gSA ysfdu phu dk jdck Hkkjr ls rhu xquk gSA vkt tc ;g nyhy nh tkrh
gS fd phu dks viuh c<+rh gqbZ vcknh ds fy;s dksbZ bykdk pfg;s] rks ;g ,d fcYdqy FkksFkh vkSj cksnh nyhy gSA mudk {ks=Qy vkcknh
dh rqyuk esa igys gh cgqr gS& mudk foLrkjokn rks jktuSfrd gS D;ksafd mu dk {ks=Qy gekjs ls rhu xquk gS] ijUrq phu ,d foLrkj oknh
ns”k gS] “kq: ls mldh b/kj&m/kj ikao Qsykus dh eukso`fr jgh gSA lkE;okn Hkh foLrkjoknh gSA lkE;okn dk lalkj esa ;g y{; jgk gS fd lalkj
dks viuh yisV esa ys] viuh fopkj/kkjk lalkj ds ns”kksa es QSyk;s blh fy;s phu esa dE;wfuLVksa dh gqdwer dk;e gksus ds ckn gesa ;g fopkj
djuk pfg;s Fkk fd lkE;okn dk mÙkj /kzqo rd foLrkj gks x;k gS] rFkk blh izdkj ls ,VyafVd lkxj ls ç”kakr egklkxj rd ogka vkSj vkxs
c<+us dh xaqtkb”k ugha gS] xqUtkb”k dsoy nf{k.k esa gSA ,slh fLFkfr essa nf{k.k dh rjQ Hkkjr mldh yisV esa vk;sxk] usiky mldh yisV es
vk;sxk] flfDde vkSj HkwVku mldh yisV esa vk;saxs] nwljs tks blh izdkj ds oSLV ,f”k;k ds ns”k gSa] os mldh yisV esas vk;saxsA ysfdu ml le;
ge us gdhdr ls vka[ksa eawn yhaA ljnkj iVsy dgk djrs Fks fd vxj dksbZ Hkh jk’Vª gdhdr ls] lPpkbZ ls vka[ks ewanrk gS rks le; ml ls
cnyk ysxk] vkSj ml us og cnyk fy;kA ge us ml le; lPpkbZ dks ugha igpkuk fd phu ds lkFk vc gekjh eS=h ugha fuHk ldrhA

ftl le; ogka ij lkE;okn dk lkezkT; dk;e gqvk] mlh oDr ls mUgksus bl ckr dh m/ksM+cqu “kq: dj nh fd og fdlh u fdlh rjhds
ls frCcr ij viuk vf/kdkj tek;s] frCcr dks gLxar djs] mldks vius dCts esa ysA eSa ml bfrgkl dh ;kn fnykuk pkgrk gwa ftl le;
,d Js’B fe”kujh iSVlZu Hkkjr vk;k] cM+s nqxZe jkLrksa ls Hkkjr vkdj og usg: th ls feyk vkSj mlus usg: th dks cryk;k fd frCcr
ij phu dh dqn`f’V gS og mldks vius dCts esa ysus dk iz;Ru dj jgk gS Ablfy;s frCcr dh dqN Uk dqN lgk;rk djsa AijUrq frCCkr dh
lgk;rk ugha dh xbZ A vkt esa cMs+ nq[k ds lkFk dguk pkgrk gwa fd ml le; bZlkbZ fe”kujh iSVlZu us cMs+ irs dh ckr gekjs ns”k ds fgr
esas crkbZ Fkh A vkSj bl dkj.k vk”kk ls vk;k Fkk fd Hkkjr frCCkr dh lgk;rk djsxk vksj phu ds paxqy ls mls cpk ysxk ijURkq mldh ckr
dh rjQ /;ku ugha fn;k x;k A mldh ckr dks Bqdjk fn;k A IkSVlZu us viuh ,d fdrkc fudkyh gS mlesa ml us bu lkjh ckrksa dk o.kZu
fd;k gS A eSa mldh fMVsy esa ugha tkuk pkgrk] ysfdu eSa ;g fuosnu djuk pkgrk gwa fd ftl le; ;g fLFkfr iSnk gqbZ] ml le; tks gekjs
jktnwr Jh ikf.kdj Fks] mudk ;g drZO; Fkk fd og lkjh lPPkkbZ] lkjs gkykr dks Hkkjr ljdkj dh n`f’V esa ykrs] ysfdu mUgksus vius drZO;
dk ikyu ugha fd;k mUgksus Hkkjr dks vU/ksjs esa j[kk A gekjh bl ljdkj us u flQZ  Hkkjr dh turk dks vU/ksjs esa j[kk] cfYd bl laln~
dks Hkh mUgksus /kks[ks esa j[kkA ftl le; ogka ij yEch yEch lM+ds cu jgh Fkha] nwljh rS;kfj;ka gks jgh Fkh] mudh lsuk;sa gekjs {ks= ds vUnj
dHkh ykSaxy ij dHkh nwljh txgksa ij vkdze.k djrh Fkh] vkSj tc ;gka yksd lHkk esaa loky iwNsa tkrs Fks rks ;g dgk tkrk Fkk fd gesa m/
kj ls dksbZ [krjk ugha gSA ljdkj dks frCcr ds lEcU/k esa irk dc pyk \ ljdkj dks irk pyk & 24 vDVwcj] 1950 dks ftl le; ikfdZx
jsfM;ks us ,syku fd;k fd phu dh tks fycsz”ku lsuk;sa eqfDr lsuk,sa gSaA os frCcr esa c<+ jgh gSaA usg: th ds uksfVl esa tc vkbZ rks mUgksusa
dgk fd fyczs”ku lsuk,sa fdlls eqfDr fnyk jgh gS] ijUrq iz”u dk mÙkj feyus ls igys gh frCcr phu ds dCts esa vk pqdk FkkA og ogka
ij dCtk dj pqdk FkkA ml le; gekjk ;g drZO; Fkk fd ge frCcr dk lkFk nsrsA frCcr dk cQj LVsV ds :Ik esa Hkkjr dh lqj{kk dh
n`f’V ls dk;e jguk fugk;r Tk:jh Fkk A

nwljh ckr tc 1947 esa Hkkjr ls vaxzst pys x;s] tks vaxzst ljdkj ds vf/kdkj ml le; frCCkr eas Fks] mnkgj.kkFkZ gekjk viuk
Mkd&rkj dk flyflyk ogk¡ ij Fkk] gekjs O;kikjh bu frCCkr ds cMs+ cM+s uxjksa esa jgrs Fks] fRkCCkr dk lkjk O;kikj Hkkjr ds lkFk Fkk] os lkjs
vf/kdkj gesa izkIr gq, Fks] rks gekjk ;g drZO; Fkk fd ge frCcr dh gj izdkj ls enn djrs A ysfdu geus D;k fd;k \ geus frCCkr dh
enn ugha dh] geus ml le; frCCkr dh bUk phuh HksfM;ksa dk Hk{; gksrs ns[kk] gj Ikzdkj ls mudk cykRdkj gksrs ns[kkA vkt Hkkjr bl ckr
dk nkck djrk gS fd lalkj ds lc jk’Vªks dks LorU=Rkk feyuh pkfg,] vUrjk’Vªh; fu;eksa ds vuqlkj ,d jk’Vª nwljs ns”k ij vf/kdkj ugha
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dj ldrk] Yksfdu ge us D;k fd;k\ viuh vka[kks ds lkeus ;g lkjk n‘“; ns[kk vkSj frCCkr dks phu dk Hk{; cuus fn;k geus ml dh
fdlh izdkj dh lgk;rk ugha dh A Tkc mUgksus lgk;rk ekaxh] rks Hkh geus lgk;rk ugha nh A

Tkc egkRek cq) dh 250 Okha t;Urh eukbZ tk jgha Fkh] ml le; ykek ;gka vk;s Fks A og usg:th ls feys Fks] mUgksus mlls izkFkZuk
dh Fkh fd vki gekjh lgk;rk djsa] rc Hkh usg: th us mudks ;g le>k cq>kdj Hkst fn;k fd ge phu lkE;oknh ljdkj dks fy[ksxsa fd
og frCCkr ds bUVjuy ekeyksa esaa n[ky u ns A ysfdu vkf[kj esa vkidks ;kn gksxk 1959 esa tc fRkCCkr dh cgknqj turk us ogka ij ,d
tu vknksayu [kM+k fd;k] ogka ds [kEikvksa us frCcr dh Loar=rk&izkfIr ds fy, vknksayu [kM+k fd;k] D;ksfd fLFkfr ;g Fkh tc ogka ij jsy
ykbu dk fuekZ.k fd;k tk jgk Fkk] rks ik¡p yk[k frCcfr;ks dks phu ds laxhu dh ukSd ij jsy ykbu ds fuekZ.k dk;Z esa yxk;k Fkk] gtkjks
yksxks dsk ml le; ryokj ds ?kkV mrkj fn;k x;k FkkA 60-70 gtkj ukStkokuksa us viuk cfynku fn;k Fkk] bl dkj.k [kEikovksa ogka ij
vknksayu [kM+k fd;k FkkA ml le; gekjk drZO; Fkk fd ge lalkj ds tuer dks tkx‘fr djrs] lalkj esa ge frCcr ds Ik{k esa jk; dk;e
djrs vkSj ,sls ns”k es tks phu ds lkezT;okn esa vius fy, [krjk ns[krs Fks] tks mldh yIksV esa vk ldrs Fks] mudks ,d= djrs] os gekjk
lkFk nsrsA lalkj esa vusdksa bl izdkj ds jk’Vª gS tks bl [krjs dks eglwl djrs FksA ysfdu geus tks ,d iqjkuk ukjk viuk;k; Fkk&& fgUnh&phuh
HkkbZ&HkkbZ] geus tks iap”khy dh lfU/k dh Fkh] mlh dkj.k ge izse dh ihax dks c<+krs jgs] geus Hkkjr dh turk dks frCcr esa okLrfod :Ik
RkFkk egRo ls dHkh voxr ugh djk;kA mlds ctk; 1954 es iap”khy lfU/k djds geus ml Hkqy dks nksgjk;ka rFkk bldks dkuwu us ekU;rk
ns nhA

Shri M.N. Reddy (Nizamabad): I rise on a point of order.   There is no quorum in the House.

Mr. Speaker: The bell is being rung…  Now there is quorum.  The hon. Member may continue.

Jh JhpUn xks;y% ekuuh; v/;{k egksn;~ eSa fuosnu dj jgk Fkk fd geus lc ls igyh Hkwy rc dh tc geus frCCkr dk lkFk ugha fn;kA
mlds ckn tks dqN frCCkr esa gqvk phu dk tks vf/kdkj Fkk] ml dks dkuwuh ekU;rk ns dj] iap”khy dh eksgj yxk dj] fgekfy;u Cy.Mj
dh] fgeky; tSlh egku xyrh dh A iap”khy dh vQhe ds vUnj ge us lkjs jk’Vª dh tks psruk tkx jgh Fkh] mldks lqykus dk iz;Ru fd;k]
jk’Vª dh meM+rh ns”kHkfDr Hkkouk ij B.Mk ikuh Mky fn;k] D;ksafd frCCkr ge ls ;g vk”kk j[krk Fkk fd ge mldh lgk;rk djsaxs] ysfdu
geus mldks dkuwuh ekU;rk u nsdj] bruk cM+k iki fd;k gS] bruk cM+k nq’deZ fd;k gS] fd mlds fy;s ns”k dHkh {kek ugha djsxk] u Hkkjr
dh turk {kek djsxh vkSj u frCCkr dh turk {kek djsxh] u bl izdkj ds tks lalkj ds NksVs vkSj nqcZy jk’Vª gSa] tks lcy jk’Vªksa dh vksj
ns[kk djrs gSa fd os ,sls le; esa lgk;rk djsaxs] {kek djsxsa A ;g iap”khy dh tks laf/k gSa eSa vkt ;g dguk pkgrk gwa fd bl iap”khy dh
laf/k dh /kfTTk;ka Lo;a phu us mM+k nh gSa A bl iap”khy dh laf/k ds vUnj Lohdkj fd;k x;k Fkk fd frCCkr ds tks vkUrfjd ekeys gS mu
esa fdlh izdkj dk gLr{ksi ugha djsxk ysfdu vkt D;k fLFkfr gS\ vkt rks ogka ds ud”kks ds vUnj Hkh tks igys phu dk ,d vkVksu;el
jkT; ekuk tkrk Fkk og Hkh lekIr gks x;kA vkt frCCkr dscy phu dk ,d ek= izkURk cu x;k gS A mldk ,d lwck cu dj jg x;k gSA
Tkks vk”oklu frCCkr dks fn;s x;s] mudks fuHkk;k ugha x;kA Hkkjr vkSj frCCkr ds chp dh lhek eSd&eksgu js[kk gS Aog lhek rks igys gh
dUoSa”ku dh laf/k ds vuqlkj r; gqbZ FkhA Hkkjr phu dh lhek,sa] Hkkjr frCCkr dh lhek eSdeksgu js[kk LOkhdkj dh xbZ Fkh A D;k eSdeksgu
js[kk ds eqrkfcd phu us gekjs lkFk O;ogkj fd;k gS\ ml laf/k ds eqrkfcd rks ;g djkj ik;k Fkk fd tks Hkh Hkkjr ds ;k=h ;k O;kikjh gSa
og gh fgeky; dh rjkb;ksa esa vk tk ldrs gSaA blls ;g ckr Li’V Fkh fd fgeky; ds ijs dk bykdk mudk gS vkSj fgeky; d b/kj dk
lkjk bykdk gekjk gS ysfdu eSa vkt fuosnu djuk pkgrk gwa fd phu us vkt ml iap”khy dh laf/k dh gj izdkj ls /kfTt;ka mM+kbZ gSa] u
mlus vius vk”oklu dks dk;e j[kk gS vkSj u vius opu dks fuHkk;k gS tks mlus frCcr dks fn;k Fkk u tks gekjs lkFk mudh js[kk r;
gqbZ Fkh mlds Åij og ikcUn jgkA blfy, eSa le>rk gwa fd ge mlh iqjkuh ckr dh jV yxkrs jgsa vkSj ml iqjkuh laf/k ds fl)kUr dks
ysdj pyrs jgsa rks blls vkt dke ugha cusxkA vkt geus ns[k fy;k fd fdl izdkj ls phu us gekjs lkFk nqO;Zogkj fd;k gS] ;gka rd fd
tks gekjs ogka ij jktnwr gSa muds lkFk Hkh vuqfpr O;ogkj fd;k gSA ges”kk ls phu dk bfrgkl fo”okl?kkr dk bfrgkl gS tSlk fd frCcr
ds lkFk esa fcydqy cykRdkj dk vkSj Hkkjr ds lkFk esa fcydqy /kks[ks dk vkSj vk?kkr dk bfrgkl gSA eSa ;g le>rk gwa fd vkt gesa ?kks’k.kk
djuh pkfg, cM+s cy ds lkFk ?kks’k.kk djuh gksxh fd ge frCcr dh LorU=rk dks Lohdkj djrs gSaA frCcr ,d LorU= jk’Vª gSA og viuh
vktknh ds fy, vkt NksVh ek=k esa D;ksa u gks iz;Ru”khy gSa gekjs tSls ,d fl)kUroknh vkn”kksZ ij pyus okys jk’Vª dks vkt mudk lkFk
nsuk pkfg,A vkt tks nykbZ ykek gekjh “kj.k esa vk, gq, gSa mudks oS/kkfud “kkld Lohdkj dj gesa ;g ?kks’k.kk djuh pkfg, fd ge lalkj
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ds vUnj frCcr dh vktknh ds fy, ix mBk;saxs] la;qDr jk’Vª la?k dks Hkh bl ckr ds fy, foo”k djsaxsA vkt ml dks lc izdkj dh rkdr
c[“ksaxsA vkt ml ds i{k esa lalkj ds vUnj tuer tkxzr djsaxs fd frCcr dks ,d LorU= jk’Vª ds :Ik esa [kM+k djus ds fy, lalkj ds
ckdh jk’Vª mldk lkFk nsaA

eSa vkt ;g fuosnu djuk pkgrk gwa fd iqjkuh ckrsa ugha pysaxhA vkt le; dh ;g ekax gS] Hkkjr dh lqj{kk uhfr dh ;g ekax gS] Hkkjr
ds fgrksa dh ;g ekax gS fd phu ds paxqy ls cpsa] phu ds vkdze.k ls cpasA vkt phu iwjs rkSj ij viuh rS;kjh dj jgk gSA vkt ugha]
nks lky ds ckn ;ka ikap lky ds ckn og fQj vkdze.kdkjh ds :Ik esa vk;sxkA vkt vxj gesa vius ns”k dh j{kk djuh gS rks mldk ,d
gh mik; gS fd vkt ge viuh bl cQj LVsV dks fQj ls dk;e djsaA lalkj ds nwljs ns”kksa dk lkFk ml ds fy, ysA ml ds fy, lHkh vko”;d
dne mBk;saA nqfu;k ds lc ns”kksa us tc Hkh dHkh mudh lqj{kk dk iz”u vk;k gS] rks og ;q) esa dwns gSA] viuh lqj{kk dh n‘f’V ls bXySaM
gkySaM ns”k dh j{kk djus ds fy,] csyft;e dh j{kk djus ds fy,] pawfd mldh lqj{kk dk mlls lEcU/k Fkk] fiNys 100 lky eas nks ckj og
;q) esa dwnkA Lo;a phu 1951 esa mÙkj dksfj;k ds vUnj tc la;qDr jk’Vª la?k dh lsuk;sa dksfj;k esa c<+ jgh Fkha] rks viuh j{kk ds fy, og
ml ;q) ds vUnj dwnkA blfy, eSa le>rk gwa fd gekjs fgrksa dh Hkh ;g ekax gS fd vkt ge viuh lqj{kk dks /;ku esa j[krs gq, frCcr
dks LorU=rk izkIr djkus ds fy;s mls gj izdkj dh lgk;rk nsaA eSa vUr esa tktZ fxalcxZl dh ^^dE;qfuLV pkbuk ,saM frCcr** ls ,d dksVs”ku
gkml esa j[k dj viuk Hkk’k.k lekIr dj nawxkA

“In short, unless drastic steps are undertaken by New Delhi without delay, the outlook for a successful containment
of Red China at the Indian-Tibetan border seems very dim-as dim as the hope once so fondly cherished by most foreign
offices that Tibet’s impossible landscape with some sight assistance from the Tibetan army would defeat any Chinese
invasion. Should such counter measures not be taken in time or in sufficient number, the repercussions could prove fatal
for the free world’s survival on the Asian continent. To para-phase a well-known and undeservedly abused proposition
of geopolitics, ‘He who holds, Tibet dominate the Himalayan piedmont; he who dominates the Himalayan piedmont
threatens the Indian sub-continent; and he who threatens the Indian sub-continent may well have all of South East Asia
within his reach and with it, all of Asia.”

Mr. Speaker: Resolution moved:

“This House is of the opinion that Dalai Lama should be recognized as the Head of the Émigré Government of Tibet
and all facilities and help be extended to him by the Government of India to liberate Tibet from the colonial rule of
Communist China”.

Jh f”ko ukjk;.k ¼cLrh½ %& v/;{k egksn;] ;g tks jstksyw”ku gkml ds lkeus is”k fd;k x;k gS eSA mldk leFkZu djuk pkgrk gwa vkSj mldk
D;ksa leFkZu djuk pkgrk gwa og Hkh eSa vki dh btkt+r ls fuosnu djuk pkgawxkA ge us tks iap”khy dk ukjk lalkj dks fn;k Fkk rks mldk
vFkZ ;gh Fkk fd izR;sd ns”k dh lqj{kk dh ge ftEesnkjh ysa] mldh e;kZnk dh j{kk ge Lora=rk dk ewY; vkSj dnz Hkyh Hkakfr tkurs gSA D;ksafd
vkt ge Lora= gSa ysfdu xqyke Fks vkSj ml vaxzstksa dh xqykeh ls NqVdkjk ge us vius R;kx] riL;k o cfynku ls ik;k vkSj ge Hkkjrokfl;ksa
us fey dj ml xqykeh dh tathjks dks dVok;kA izksQslj jaxkk Hkh mleasa “kkfey FksA Hkkjr dh vktknh dh yM+kbZ esa lHkh Hkkjroklh “kkfey
Fks vkSj lc yksxksa us fey dj vius R;kx o cfynku ls mu vxzsatksa dh xqykeh ds tq, dks mrkj QsdkA ^^fny tys Qfj;kn djrs gSa rks vkLeka
fgy mBrk gSA** ge og eqlhcr o dfBukb;ka tks gesa >syuh iM+ha mUgaas ge Hkwysaxs ughaA eSa fczfV”k oSLV baMht esa iSnk gqvkA eSa ogka 14-15
o’kZ jgk ysfdu tc ;gka xqyke fgUnqLrku esa vktknh dh ykS tyh vkSj bl ns”k dks xka/kh vkSj tokgjyky us lksrs ls txk;k vkSj mudks vktknh
gkfly djus ds fy, yydkjk rks lkjs ns”koklh muds ihNs da/ks ls da/kk feyk dj [kM+s gks x;s vkSj gekjs tSls yksx Hkh ftuds fny esa vktknh
dh yxu Fkh ogka ls Hkkx dj fgUnqLrku esa vk;s vkSj fgUnqLrku dh vktknh ds fy, mudh yhMjf”ki esa yM+s vkSj dqckZuh nhA vktknh ds nhokus
ogka Hkh Fks vkSj ;gka Hkh Fks vkSj ge us ns[kk fd mu djksM+ks Hkkjrokfl;ksa dh dqckZfu;ka jax ykbZ vkSj bl ns”k dks vaxzstks dh xqykeh ls utkr
feyh vkSj ns”k vktkn gqvkA

;g Bhd gh dgk x;k gS% ^^ efgek ?kVh leqnz dh jko.k clk iM+ksl**A

iM+kslh ij T;knk ftEesnkjh gSA ljnkj Lo.kZ flag ls eSa dguk pkgrk gwa fd Hkkjr frCcr dk iM+kslh gSS vkSj vki ljnkj gks] flg gks
vkSj blfy, vki ds fMQsal fefuLVj jgrs gq, tks Hkwy igys dj pqds gSa og ge fQj u djsaA ge fQj ls frCcr lEcU/kh uhfr ij fopkj
djsa] vkSj ml Hkwy dks lekIr djsa vkSj eSa le>rk gwa fd blls ljnkj iVsy dh vkRek dks “kkafr feysxhA vkt Hkh gekjs ns”k esa ,sls yky
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ekStwn gS tks viuh Hkwy dks Bhd dj ldrs gS vkSj eq>s iwjk fo”okl gS fd ljnkj lkgc rks ml Hkwy dks Bhd djsaxs ghA vkt dkys vkSj
xksjs yksxksa ds Cykdksa esa ,d yM+kbZ gS vkSj blfy, ;g ,d cM+k xEHkhj iz”u gSA ge rks pkgrs gSa fd ftl rjg ls Jh jke us foHkh’k.k dks
“kj.k nh vkSj jko.k ij fot; ikus ds Ik”pkr~ yadk dk jkT; Jh jke us fofHk’k.k dks lksai fn;k oSls gh nykbZ ykek vkSj vU; frCcrh ykek
vkt gekjh “kj.k esa gSa vkSj gesa vius “kj.kkxrksa dh Jh jke ds leku j{kk djuh pkfg, o mudh enn djuh pkfg, vkSj ftl izdkj yadk
dk jkT; iqu% foHkh’k.k dks Jh jke us fnyok;k mlh rjg eSa pkgwaxk fd ge Hkkjroklh rS;kj gksdj mudh [kksbZ gqbZ vktknh dks iqu% okfil
fnyk;asA nykbZ ykek dks foHkh’k.k ds leku frCcre ds Åij mudk [kks;k gqvk vf/kdkj iqu% okfil fnyok;saA ,slk fd;k tk;sxk rHkh phu
dh c<+rh gqbZ Tokyk] mldk jk{kliu] feV ldsxkA bldks feVkus esa ge vki ds lgk;d gksaxs] ennxkj gksaxsA

eS ekQh pkgrk gwa ;g dgus ds fy;s fd gekjs iqjkus jktuhfrKksa us cM+h Hkwy dh gSA ml Hkwy dk fujkdj.k vki dks djuk pkfg;sA dgS
dchj tc gh psrk rcS lghA gksugkj fc[kku ds gkwr phdus ikrA vxj csVk yk;d gks vkSj cki dh xyfr;ksa dks lq/kkj ns rks og {kE; gksrk
gSA vxj ge ,slk dj lds rks bfrgkl esa gekjh dhfrZ vej gksxhA fiNys fn eS bl ns”k ds fMQsUl dh ckr dj jgk Fkk rc dgk Fkk fd
gekjs ljnkj lkgc cM+h gLrh gSA yky cgknqj “kkL=h us cM+h dqckZuh dhA og rk”kdUn esaa ejsA ogka ij mu ds lkFk gekjs fMQsUl fefuLVj
vksJ gekjs ,DLVuZy vQs;lZ fefuLVj ekStwn FksA fgUnqLrku ds cPps cPps ds fny ds vUnj og nnZukd fp= vkt Hkh tyu iSnk djrk gS]
og nq%[k vHkh Hkh ckdh gSA og tYnh feV Hkh ugha ldrkA blfy;s eSa pkgrk gwa fd vkt Hkkjr ;g r; djs fd ge frCcr ds lkFk HkyeUlfgr
dk O;ogkj djsa] mldh enn djsa /ku]tu]cy gj rjg ls mldh enn djsaA

bu pUn “kCnksa ds lkFk eSa bl izLrko dk leFkZu djrk gwaA

Shri D.N. Patodia (Jalore): Today, the House is reminded of a dark moment in the recent history, 17 years ago, on 7th

October, 1950 when while the Tibetan delegation was negotiating with the Chinese ambassador in New Delhi; the
Chinese on the other hand invaded Tibet. On that day a process of extermination of the race, religion tradition and the
nation of Tibet started. That process still continues. Tibetans had been dispossessed of their property; they were left
with no job, they were not provided with adequate food and they were brought to the brink of death sometimes. The
most heinous crime that the Chinese have committed is that they have sterilized thousands of men and women in Tibet
so that the race of Tibetans extinguished from the earth. They have made every attempt to wipe out the religion of Tibet.
Monasteries had been destroyed or converted into police headquarters of the Chinese police; the monks had been
murdered or arrested or thrown out. This is an event of unparalleled significance in the history of the world when one
nation is trying to wipe out another nation- its race and religion. Genocide is being practiced. It is equally shameful and
equally unparalleled in the history of the world – the attitude of India. We had been instrumental and we had been a
party to the domination of Tibet by China. Our attitude towards a neighboring country, Tibet, will be remembered long.
The neighbour trusted us and depended on us. There were close religious and cultural ties between India and Tibet. We
have betrayed them; this is the reflection of our weak policy in order to please China who are very powerful, we forgot
all our obligations and we forgot the old traditions of 2500 years ago. 2500 years back one person belonging to the
kingdom of Kaushal went from India and established the kingdom of Tibet and from that day the historical and traditional
ties between Tibet and India continued in addition to the religious, cultural and philosophical ties. We have forgotten all
that. But now, we realize what mistake we have done. Now we understand that by giving over Tibet to China we have
surrendered the sovereignty not only of Tibet but we have made the biggest blunder which we could have made from
the defence point of view. Prior to that, the launching ground of China from which they could have attacked our country
was thousands of miles away, but now, after having given over Tibet, they are on our head, and our long borders are
exposed to China day in and day out. This is the condition in which we are placed today, and Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri, our
late Prime Minister, had admitted it in the course of one of his speeches on this point. He said that, “China’s object in
annexing Tibet is clear today; it was to use Tibet as a base for launching an attack on India.” Therefore, it explains that
possibly the germs of the Chinese attack on our land in 1962 were sown as early as in 1950, when for the first time, the
Chinese attacked Tibet.

Now, I will come to the constitutional side of it. Various treaties, to which my friend Mr. Goel has already referred,
were entered into sometimes between Britain and China, sometimes between China and Tibet and sometimes between
Tibet and Britain. All the same, until 1954, until the one treaty that was signed with our late Prime Minister Jawaharlal
Nehru, in all the treaties, the suzerainty and sovereignty of Tibet was never questioned. The Chinese stayed in Tibet only
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as some sort of a privileged person, enjoying certain rights without in anyway affecting the autonomous status of Tibet,
or without affecting the rights of Tibet. This could be proved by two or three events.

In 1876, in spite of the Chinese desire, the Tibetans did not permit the British Mission to visit Tibet. Again, during the
World War II, as it is known to all of you Tibet did not allow war materials to go to China via Tibet. These two
illustrations are clear to show that the sovereignty was not only ever doubted, but it was accepted and agreed to even
by the Chinese. Even against Chinese desire, Tibet could take action and protest, because, after all, a sovereign nation is
always within its rights to act as it likes.

Coming to the treaty of 1951, in this treaty also, the sovereign rights of the Tibetans were recognized. In 1951, it was
an agreement between China and Tibet, in which India was not a party, and, the autonomy and the sovereign rights of
Tibet were recognized. But for the first time, in 1954, when India was a party to it, we were responsible for the words
put in the agreement. We for the first time accepted the sovereignty and suzerainty of China over Tibet by saying that
Tibet is a part of China. After that, this chain started. After that history took a new turn, and China started to created
trouble with the ultimate motive of attacking India.

But there was one safeguard put into the treaty of 1954. It was that there would be some corresponding action by
the Chinese also; they will give full autonomy rights to Tibet; that they will not interfere with the internal affairs with
their religion, their way of life and with their system of government. These were the basic agreements, which were
arrived at, to which China, India and Tibet was a party. But the Chinese never honored this agreement. Possibly, even
before the agreement was signed, China started violating it. Therefore, whether it is an international agreement or a
netional agreement or in whatever form it is, an agreement can always be only bilateral. It cannot be unilateral. Therefore,
this agreement stands as a dead agreement. It has no validity and if the Chinese have decided to violate it, we must also
search our hearts and give a different thought to it. A very thorough enquiry in this connection was made by the enquiry
committee set up by the international Commission of Jurists. I will read a passage from their report:

“Throughout the period 1912 to 1950, the Government of Tibet exercised exclusive authority in domestic affairs
within its territory against the attack under the colour of a claim to sovereignty and vis-à-vis the Republic of China no
act was committed or declaration made that compromised its internal independence.”

This is the unanimous opinion given by the jurists. That process which started in 1950 by the attack of China still
continues. Things have not improved. All loyal Tibetans have been driven away and even massacred. The Dalai Lama, the
spiritual Head of Tibet, fled to India with his followers, he does not have any means to defend his country. He depended
upon India, but India has betrayed him, in whatever form it is. Therefore, it is time for us to think of the whole problem
again.

We should look at it from three different angles. Firstly, from our defence point of view, it is necessary that Tibet be
given independence and permitted to develop its own religion and way of life. Secondly, we should look at it from the
humanitarian point of view. On humanitarian grounds, the people of Tibet should be permitted to live according to their
own religion and way of life. They should have freedom of speech and freedom of living. Then we should look at it
according to old traditions of history. I hope taking into consideration all these factors, wisdom will dawn upon the
Government of India and they will recognize the Government of the Dalai Lama and denounce the treaty of 1954. We
should render all possible help to Dalai Lama and his followers to form a stable Government in Tibet. We should also
withdraw the support we are giving in the United Nations for the admission of China. Relations with China must be
broken. There is no reason why in spite of all that has happened, we should continue pampering them.

With these words, I support the resolution.

Shri J.K. Choudhary (Tripura West): Sir, it has been said that history has a nemesis for every sin, and the history of
India since independence is replete with sins like the one we committed in the matter of Tibet. Of course, 20 years is not
a very long time in terms of history, particularly in matters of cause and effect. Yet, it must be admitted that the 1954
treaty brought ultimately the Chinese invasion on us.

My predecessors speaking on this resolution have given many facts. To begin with, India inherited certain rights from
the British like postal connections, trade relations, keeping a small section of our military personnel there and such
others. But we had also a very close connection with that country for thousands of years—cultural, historical and even
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religious. In one sense, the people of the entire northern zone of India in the southern Himalayas have very intimate
relations with the Tibetans—ethnically and also in matters of religion and culture.

[Shri G.S. Dhillon in the Chair]

But, what did we do? As soon as the Chinese came into power after the independence of India, they attacked Tibet
in 1950. We did not say anything at that time. In 1954, we were misled into believing that Tibet would be treated as a free
autonomous region of China and entered into treaty with that country. They called it “autonomous region of China” –
that is the wording they used. They had to used it because in the 1914 Simla Treaty, which the Government of India has
shown in maps and in many booklets they published it, particularly of the “Chinese Menace”, the Chinese agreed to Tibet
signing that treaty along with India as a separate power. It appears that India signed it or rather, the British on behalf of
India signed it and Tibet also signed it along with China.

And what did China do? She repudiated her signature in respect of outer Tibet soon after 1914. She did not
repudiate the 1914 demarcation treaty held at Simla which was  signed by her representative, for the whole of Tibet. It
was only the inner line that she agreed to respect. But for the outer line she had her reservations.

If even the inner line of Tibet remained under the Tibetan Government  undisturbed by the Chinese that would act
as a buffer state for India just as Outer Mongolia acts as a buffer state to Russia. But what happened? Throughout history,
it is a common place of foreign relations and protection of a country that every body wants to keep a buffer, between
a country and another which is at least as strong as it is. The British Government fought three wars with the Afghans, but
even after defeating Afghanistan three times, at that time it was the Russian menace that the Britishers in India feared
most. In those days of British Empire, international laws were regarded with much more sanctity than at present, so they
thought the Russians, if they wanted to attack India in the North-West Frontier, would have to come through Afghanistan
and they could not do it without breaking the international law. That law no longer holds good. The Germans in 1914
and Hitler later finished that by attacking Belgium before attacking France.

The MacMohan line was recognized in the 1914 treaty which was signed at Simla. It continued like that till 1954
when the Communist China’s authority was recognized by India. Before that, of course, after the overthrow of the
Manchu Dynasty by Sun Yat Sen in 1912, China was growing in power with many warlords in different parts of it. She was
not a compact State even then, sprawling over 36 lakh square miles as now, coming just over our head in the Himalayas
as she did in 1962. We gave away, we bartered away the liberty of Tibet and also our defence. We paved the way for China
to come up to the Himalayas and just below the passes on the other side to have her military installations and massing
of troops and building of roads and other preparations. That paved the way for the 1962 attack on India. We now find
ourselves in a difficult and tight corner. We are now terribly afraid, because I have heard it said in this very House in
connection with the embassy trouble that we desist from the retaliation lest China should invade us again!

What were we afraid of in taking retaliatory measure against the Chinese Embassy here? An invasion from China?
Well, if it comes really to that, that China will invade us as soon as we want to assert our rights, let her do so. We should
be determined either to conquer or to fall. It does not matter if even a single Indian is not spared the sword. That should
be our attitude, though that may be called an irresponsible attitude.

Throughout the history of mighty nations, there has been an element of irresponsibility in great deeds and events of
their life. The Greeks at Thermophylae were irresponsible in fighting with only 300 men against the Persian hordes. Rana
Pratap was irresponsible in fighting against the Mughal Empire with his small army of Bhils and Kols. Even as near as three
weeks ago Israel with two millions of them fought against 100 millions of Arabs. You might call all this irresponsible. But
why can’t we, 500 million Indians, be determined to fight China, if it comes to that? We have to fight China on moral and
patriotic grounds and not allow her to cross over the Himalayas even for an inch. We shall have to do it, come what may,
some day or other. There is no question of responsibility or irresponsibility in that.

So, without in any way being inhibited by China or her strength, by her atom bombs or her hydrogen bombs we
ought to see it that, what we committed as a sin against the Tibetans, and what the Dalai Lama has mentioned in his
autobiography does not go to the credit of India. That chapter of shame is redeemed. So we ought to support his right
to set up an émigré Government of Tibet in India and also we ought to take up her case in the United Nations.

K.R. Ganesh (Andaman and Nicobar Island): I rise to oppose this Resolution which has been moved as a Private
Member Resolution.  We have to face certain realities of the situation. It is a fact that India has recognized the suzerainty
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of China over Tibet. We know what is happening in China today. We also know that the Chinese have betrayed the
understanding which they gave to our Prime Minister that they would respect that autonomy of Tibet. China today has
become an aberration in world politics. It is not that China is having a hostile attitude, a war like attitude, towards our
country alone, but China is having the same war like and hostile attitude towards a number of other countries also,
including the Soviet Union, which has been the best friend of China and without whom she will never have succeeded.
Therefore, we are faced with a country which has placed the world in such a quandary that all the assessment, that all
the world leaders had about the Revolution of China has been falsified. It has become a habit in this House that,
whenever any matter is raised, whether it is of Tibet or of West Asia or of any other matter, the entire gamut of the
foreign policy of the Indian Government is attacked; the object is not to give help to the Tibetan. As the Government of
India found that the human rights in Tibet were being denied to the Tibetan people by the Chinese Government, they
raised this question as a human rights question in the United Nations. But the object of the hon. Mover and many other
members on the other side of the House is to attack the entire foreign policy of this country and to show to the people
that the foreign policy of this country has failed. We know that there is a large body of opinion in this country which
feels and which is convinced that the foreign policy followed by the Indian Government under the leadership of Jawaharlal
Nehru was the correct foreign policy, was a policy in the interest of the country, and in world in which we are living, we
could not have followed any other foreign policy.

Shri Ranga: Question.

Shri K.R. Ganga: They talk of buffer states. This talk of buffer states in the world of 1967 is to take us back to the 17th

and 18th centuries. They also say that this buffer state business has brought about wars in the world. And yet they want
us to maintain Tibet as a buffer state.

We know that a large area of our country which we claim as our own area is under the occupation of China. It is a
Herculean task for the Indian Government and the Indian people to eliminate Chinese influence and to liberate that
area from Chinese influence and Chinese occupation. If we recognize the Dalai Lama and if we allow him to set up an
émigré government, then we would be opening a flood-gate for every foreign country to interfere in our own internal
affairs.

Shri Ranga: Oh!

Shri K.R. Ganesh: I am surprised that such a senior member of our national movement could be so cynical about the
remark that I have just made. We are having the NEFA problem; we are having the problem of Nagaland; we are also
having the Kashmir problem. Day in and day out, our friends here go on pointing out that the Chinese are interfering in
NEFA and Nagaland and that the Pakistanis and the Chinese are in collusion as far as Kashmir is concerned.

Having once recognized the suzerainty of China over Tibet, which is historical, because no Chinese Government has
ever disclaimed it and no Chinese government has ever been a party to any treaty in the world under which they have
forsworn Tibet, we shall be opening the floodgate of interference in our own internal affairs by other countries, if we act
on the lines suggested in this resolution.

We know that the Chinese Government is following an expansionist policy, and we know that they are doing so not
only towards this country but also towards the Soviet Union. We know that the Chinese Government has become
isolated from every other country in the world. During the last two days we have read in the newspapers that what has
happened in India has happened in Burma also.

Therefore, in this situation in which we are placed, to accept the resolution will be to invite disaster as far as this
country is concerned.

The resolution and also the speeches made presuppose that Tibet is going to be our buffer to ensure the safety and
security of this country. I submit that quite a substantial section of this House with me in saying this…

¸ÉÒ ®úÊ¤É ®úÉªÉ ({ÉÖ®úÒ): <ºÉ ½þÉ=ºÉ EòÉ EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ <ºÉ ¨Éä +É{ÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ xÉ½þÒÆ ½è *þ ¸ÉÒ Ê¶É´É xÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÒÆ ½è *

K.R. Ganesh: +Eäò±ÉÉ iÉÉä ½ÚÄ * Whatever that may be, that could be decided. He does not, after all, represent many people.

Whatever may be our present trouble with China, whatever may be the postures, the very dangerous postures, of
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the Chinese Government, we must not forget that after all. China is a country with one of the largest mass of people in
the world. And whether it is today, tomorrow or the day after, without sacrificing our own independence, without
sacrificing the democratic structure we have given to ourselves, we have to come to some understanding with China.
There is no other way because here are two countries which represent the largest section of humanity, here are the two
countries which have got common historical links, here are two countries which are neighbours and here are two
neighbours who could have forced the entire world into a direction which because of the betrayal of the Chinese
Government. China and the Chinese leadership could not be brought about with the result that imperialism is on the
offensive in West Asia and other regions of the world.

Therefore, I submit that this Resolution aimed at helping Tibet by recognizing the Dalai Lama and by setting up an
émigré government here is not in the interest of this country. This country has helped the Tibetan refugees in all possible
ways. This country has given asylum to the Dalai Lama. This country is raising the rights in Tibet in the UN. There is no
other policy in the interest of the country than the one which has been pursued by the Government up till now.

Shri Vasudevan Nair (Permade): The Mover of the Resolution and some other hon. Members who have supported
him have advanced a strange logic. They say: China misbehaves, so India also should misbehave; China interferes in the
internal affairs of other countries, so India should also do the same; China is warlike, so India also should be warlike. This
is the essence of the logic that has been advanced by the Mover and many others including Shri Sheo Narain who is a
misguided Member.

Shri Sheo Narain: No, no; he is misguided.

Shri Vasudevan Nair: Some members have chosen to relate cock and bull stories about what has happened or is
happening in Tibet. I should like to make it very clear that it is common knowledge that the Chinese leadership is
following a policy detrimental to the interest of world peace, which is detrimental to the interest of friendship between
peoples, especially peoples of Asia and Africa, which is detrimental to the interests of the people of even China herself.
There is no doubt about it. But my friend Mr. Goel should not imagine that this is an unchangeable policy and that this
is an eternal phase. We do not subscribe to that theory. Even after the communist party came to power in 1948, there
was a certain period in the history of China when they were pursuing an entirely different policy. Let us not forget that.
This is a particular phase in the history of a great country and a great people when unfortunately the leadership is
pursuing a very different, wrong and detrimental policy as regards their people and their country and the entire world.
Keeping that in mind, we must be very careful in pursuing our own policy. India has been following more or less a correct
policy. Of course, some people were pressurizing India about its policy… (Interruptions). I should like to emphasis the
necessity for continuing that policy. There is the principle of non-interference in the internal affairs of another country.
My friend there very rightly pointed out that there were black spots for every country which begins to interfere in the
internal affairs of another, there is no end to it. Simply because the Chinese are doing a very wrong, let us not imitate
them. In our own interest it is very wrong to suggest that we should have an émigré government on the soil of India
which will create 101 problems. It is wrong to suggest that we should help them to conquer Tibet. About Tibet being a
buffer state and all that, my friends are depending upon British history and the evidence of British imperialists, who
played the dirty game for centuries together all over Asia. Let us not forget all that and now for the sake of convenience
depend upon evidence supplied by the British.

¸ÉÒ VÉÉVÉÇ ¡ò®úxÉäxb÷ÒVÉ: ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éä ¨Éé °üºÉ EòÉä ¨ÉÉxÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB iÉªÉÉ®ú ½ÚþÄ *

Shri Vasudevan Nair: My friend Mr. Fernandes was very much dependent on the Soviet Union. He said that we should
consult the Soviet Union. He should know that the Soviet Union is not reciprocating what China does. He forgets that
they show such restraint in the face of grave provocations…(Interruptions.) Let us agree to disagree.

Thirdly, these friends want to prop up the institution of the Dalai Lama. With all respect to the personality of the
person, it is the most rotten institution, the most backward and reactionary and inhuman institution. Such an institution
is to be supported by a country which professes to be progressive?

Sir, it is not strange, it is not surprising. The people who are asking to support and prop up this Dalai Lama are those
very people who want to maintain the old order, and all those superstitions in this country. It is not strange. (Interruption.)
I can understand the Jan Sangh; I can understand the Swatantra party; I can understand such reactionary parties running
to the rescue to the Dalai Lama, but let not this country put its camp on behalf of such a reactionary institution.
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So, from these three points of view, it is detrimental for us to change our policy, which was tested all these years.
Because of pressure, I know the Government has deviated: I am referring to the recent position taken by the Government
even on the question of human rights. I may point out that is because of pressure. Unfortunately, recently some statements
made by the External Affairs Minister have given the impression that the Government of India is prepared to reconsider
the policy that it has been pursuing till now. I hope that such talks will be put an end to, that a firm declaration will be
made on behalf of the Government that we stand on principle, that we pursue a policy that will only pay us dividends
and any deviation in the policy under pressure will lend us in greater trouble.

Some hon. Members   rose—

Mr. Chairman: There are some names before me. Shri Nayanar’s name is given by the CPI (Marxist) party. Would he
like to have his time just now, or next time?

Shri M.L. Sondhi: I would like to speak today.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Kendrapara): I also want to speak. I have given notice.

Mr. Chairman: The resolution will continue.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: That does not matter; but I have given my name. (Interruption). What is the procedure?

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Sondhi.

Shri E.K. Nayanar: Sir, I rise to a point of order. I represent one party. Before you give the chance to the other party.
I may be permitted to speak now.

Mr. Chairman: I will give you time.

Shri E.K. Nayanar: I am prepared to speak now.

Mr. Chairman: You will have your chance after Mr. Sondhi. This resolution will be continued the next day.

Shri E.K. Nayanar: I am opposing this resolution. I will finish in five minutes. Otherwise, it will take another 15 days for
this to come up again.

Mr. Chairman: Please wait for some time. You may start today, and continue the speech the next day. Mr. Sondhi.

Shri E.K. Nayanar: I appeal to you to give me time.

Shri M.L. Sondhi: Mr. Chairman, Sir, we are not her at all to advocate an escalation. We are here only to suggest the
new tasks for diplomacy. These are tasks which any government must consider, because rethinking is an axiom in foreign
affairs. You have to continually rethink because the international environment is changing. I would, therefore, start with
the question of the Dalai Lama. I submit that he is not only a religious authority comparable to any other religious
authority in the world, but he represents in his person with full potentialities of an independent territorial head. I submit
that from the point of view of diplomacy, the world community is by and large sympathetic to the Tibetan cause. My own
experience in Moscow suggests that large sections of Russian academic life take a very close interest in Tibet, are deeply
upset by what is happening there and retain their feeling for an independent or autonomous entity called Tibet.

At the 1394th plenary meeting of the UN General Assembly, the Indian delegate said:

“Although the relationship between Tibet and India is centuries-old and has flourished in all its manifestations,
whether religious, cultural or economic, we have always taken care not to make that relationship a political problem.”

I think this statement is a contradiction, because it is not for you to make something political. What is politics is to
be discerned as politics and to be accepted as such. Without any resort to any crusade against China, I entirely endorse
that ultimately India and China have to be friends. These are great countries and they have to come together. But from
the point of view of practical diplomacy. What prevents India from declaring that the Tibet question is a test case of the
Chinese support for decolonisation? Let us ask them, in terms of the General Assembly resolution 1514 of the XV
General Assembly, what their standpoint is. I think the Chinese will be even grateful to us for what we do. I say this in all
seriousness.
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I submit that the Chinese are at present in a xenophobia mood. But they do listen and communicate with the
Russian, American and other Governments. India appears in their eyes—this is a point which some friends have urged
here and I agree with them—as a ‘yes’ man for the different status quo world powers. Therefore, if Sino-Indian relations
are seen by the Chinese as a real political relationship between them and India, they will tend to see us as a power in our
own right instead of advocating this country or that country.

In spite of the physical occupation of Tibet by the Chinese, in spite of the fact that they have been speaking about the
Dalai Lama and his Government in very derogatory terms, the fact remains that for a long time they respected the Dalai
Lama. The Chinese are not unaware of the fact that the Dalai Lama continues to exercise enormous influence over the
vast majority of the Tibetan people. Therefore, we should urge the political aspects of the Tibetan problem. In the
beginning, it might have overtones of a fight, but it will be a peaceful fight; there will be no mounting of guns against each
other; it will be a fight in the sense that we convince the Chinese—I might quote here some authorities. Latimer said
that Tibet yields diminishing returns for any imperialism. The Chinese will find Tibet what Napolean found Spain was—
something too difficult, something even counter-productive. To my mind, the Chinese have very little political advantage
in holding to Tibet. But they have a military advantage. There are large caves in Tibet where missiles can be hidden. What
the Americans and Russians do at great cost is available there under natural conditions.

Therefore the problem for the Foreign Minister is that Tibet must become a denuclearised area,- something like the
Rapacki plan. Rapacki plan was for disengagement between two sides in Europe. We need some such plan, call it Swaran
Singh plan, if you like, for some disengagement in this area. We should take this away from nuclear confrontation. India
will feel more secure if there are no Chinese missiles there. But that will require international inspection. Therefore, if
the Dalai Lama Government is recognized as an Émigré Government, I do not see why my friends here should feel
perturbed about it. We may go on talking like that. But larger interests of our demand that Tibet be made into a political
issue, so that vis-à-vis China, there should be more talk and less fight.

Shri. E. K. Nayanar: Sir, I rise to oppose this resololution. He who says that the Dalai Lama should be given political
status and should be recognized as a head of the Émigré  Government of Tibet, a government in exile, really wants to re-
establish  serfdom in Tibet. They explained about historical traditions, thousand and two thousand years old of Tibet.
They wants to re-establish the Dalai Lama’s Government in Tibet…
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3 July 1967 Oral Answers to Questions

KATHMANDU-LHASA ROAD

*871. Shri P.K. Deo:
Shri G.C. Naik:
Shri K.P. Singh Deo:
Shri A. Dipya:
Shri Hardayal Devgun:
Shri Yajna Datt Sharma:
Shri Hukam Chand Kachwai:
Shri Jagannath Rao Joshi:
Shri Madhu Limaye:
Shri Rabi Ray: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Kathmandu-Lhasa Road has been recently opened for vehicular traffic between Tibet and Nepal;
(b) whether Government are aware of the report that the anti-Indian activity by the Chinese in Nepal has greatly

increased since the opening of the road; and
(c) if so, Government’s reaction thereto?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) The road declared open on 2nd June, 1967 is the Kathmandu-Kodari Road. Kodari is a location in Nepal which is

right on the Nepal Tibet border.
(b) Anti-Indian activity by China is carried out throughout the world. Nepal being only one such area. The opening of

the road cannot possibly add to the extent of Chinese anti-Indian activity which is the matter of current policy of
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the Government of China in the pursuit of which the Chinese would appear to be willing to go to any lengths of
barbarity and uncivilized behaviour.

(c) In so far as anti-Indian activities by China in Nepal are concerned, the Government of India through their Embassy
in Kathmandu have drawn the attention of His Majesty’s Government of Nepal to the numerous violations of
diplomatic norms of behaviour by the Embassy of China in that country.

Shri P.K. Deo: Is it not a fact that anti-Indian activity has gathered momentum lately, which has manifested itself in the
Kathmandu airport where the Chinese Ambassador came and shouted anti-Indian slogans? How is it that the Ministry
is not aware of this fact and does not say that anti-Indian activity is on the increase?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: It is quite true that the anti-Indian activity by the Chinese diplomats in Nepal has increased
recently. But there is no connection between the construction of the Lhasa road and this increased activity on the part
of the Chinese.
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10 July 1967 Written Answers to Questions

ILLEGAL ENTRY INTO INDIA BY TIBETANS

5123. Shri Raghuvir Singh Shastri:
Shri Atam Das:
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri:
Shri Shiv Kumar Shastri:

Shri Y.S. Kushwah: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that 22 Tibetans have fled from Tibet and entered into Indian territory unlawfully;
(b) if so, whether the causes of their fleeing from Tibet have been ascertained from them; and
(c) if so, the details thereof and Government’s reaction thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) Not yet. This would be established by the interrogation which is going on.
(c) Does not arise at present.

�����������

14 July 1967 Answers to Questions

RESOLUTION RE: TIBET – (Contd.)

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We shall now resume the Private Members Resolution on Tibet. Before we take up the debate,
I wish to inform the House that the time allotted for it was two hours. The time consumed is 1 hour 35 minutes, and the
balance is 25 minutes.

Shri N.C. Chatterjee (Burdwan): Please extend the time.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: That is the question. I have received a number of requests from many hon. Members including
Shri Chatterjee, Shri Banerjee and others. What is now to be done?

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: BEò PÉÆ]õÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ¤Éc÷É nùÒÊVÉB +Éè®ú ºÉ¤É ºÉnùºªÉÉÆà EòÉä {ÉÉÄSÉ Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ÊnùB VÉÉªÉäÆ *

Mr. Deputy Speaker: One hour more will do? There are a number of requests from hon. Members.

¸ÉÒ xÉÉlÉ {ÉÉ<Ç: BEò PÉÆ]äõ Eäò ¤ÉÉnù Ê¡ò®ú näùJÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ *

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Mr. Nath Pai, that is not the question. We will now decide the time. I think one hour will be
sufficient, and 25 minutes for the Minister concerned. So, it comes to 1 hour and 25 minutes, within which period we
should conclude. After all, such long debate has taken place.
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¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä:  ½þ̈ É nÚùºÉ®äú |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉä +ÉxÉä näùMÉÆä * ½þ̈ É =ºÉEòÉä JÉi¨É xÉ½þÒ ½þÉäxÉä näùMÉÆÆä *

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Mr. Nayanar, Mr. Madhu Limaye has set the time limit—five minutes for each member. Let us
follow it.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ´É½þ ]õÉ<¨É-Ê±ÉÊ¨É]õ ¨Éä®äú Ê±ÉB ½é *

¸ÉÒ ̈ É½þxiÉ ÊnùÎM´ÉVÉªÉ xÉÉlÉ (MÉÉä®úJÉ{ÉÖ®ú): +É{É {ÉÉÄSÉ Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ Eäò ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ̈ Éä ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB Eò½þ ®ú½äþ ½éþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ EòÉä<Ç EòÉä<Ç ºÉnùºªÉ iÉÉä BEò PÉÆ]äõ iÉEò

¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉÉ ½è *þ

Shri E.K. Nayanar (Palghat): Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, it was in 1954 that India accepted the sovereignty of China over
Tibet, in the trade agreement which was concluded between India and Tibet. My hon. Friend Shri Goel referred to the
historical facts of this matter. He said that till 1913, Tibet was quite an independent country. While I do not want to go
into the details of past history, I may point out that what the hon. Member said is not correct. From 710 A.D. onwards,
Tibet accepted the relation of China and gradually became part of China. Even in 1913, in that treaty, Sun-Yet-Sen did
not sign it and Chiang also did not accept it. It was only a British imperialistic conspiracy.

In 1903, Lord Hamilton, the British Secretary of State for india stated that “Tibet must still be regarded as province
of China.” Then, in 1904, - these are the facts which have been stated—the British Foreign Minister in his official dispatch
to the British Ambassador to Russia cited Tibet as “That province of Chinese Empire.” Then, in 1907, Britain used the
words, “Chinese suzerainty over Tibet.” There was the question of the buffer-State. This question is not a new one. It was
an old slogan. Some hon. Friends said in the course of the debate on the floor of the House that Tibet should be
considered as a buffer state. Let me point out here that a British official, Sir Basil Gould, who had worked as a British
representative in Tibet, openly declared that there should be a buffer-State and we must consider Tibet as a buffer-State.
That is not a new slogan.

I now come to the question of Chinese invasion. Some hon. Friends here said that China invaded Tibet in 1950 and
the process of extermination of race and religion and also the nation of Tibet started.  The friends who are saying like
this are indirectly supporting the Portugese argument which attacks India in the name of Indian Army’s invasion of Goa.
Can we accept that argument? No. it is impossible. They say that they ruled over Goa for 400 years but the Indian army
marched into Goa and invaded it. Still some hon. Friends here say that in 1950 China invaded Tibet. Is it not a historical
fact? If we take the cultural, traditional, geographical and historical facts, can we now say that Burma is a part of India?
Only in 1935, Burma became an independent country. Only in 1935 Ceylon became an independent country. Can we say
that Ceylon and Burma are parts of India. We cannot talk like that. We have to accept some historical facts. That is why
in 1954, in the trade agreement, the late Shri Jawaharlal Nehru said on the floor of the House in Lok Sabha on 15th May:

“I am not aware that at any time during the last few hundred years, Chinese sovereignty, or if you like suzerainty, was
challenged by any outside country.”

Those who want that Dalai Lama should be recognized as the head of the Empire Government want to re-establish
the old feudalism and serfdom in Tibet.

Under Lama’s regime what was the social condition of Tibet? 80 percent of the population of Tibet constituted
peasants and herdsmen. The aristocracy in Tibet during Lama’s regime consisted of 200 to 300 families who were
controlling the Tibetan Government. The landless Tibetan serfs were forced to work for the feudal lords without getting
one meal a day. If a Lama killed a serf no law could punish him. Hands and feet of many serfs were tied when they were
unable to work whether due to illness or due to weakness of the body. I have here some facts taken from western
authors. This is from a new publication of 1962 by H.E. Richardson. What was the social condition in Tibet? It is said:

“Society in Tibet was divided into upper and lower classes, nobles and ordinary men…In theory all land in Tibet
belonged to the State from which the noble land owners and great monastery held large estates.”

What about the administration? It is said there:

“The administration of justice was guided rather by custom and usages for which Tibetans have the profounded
regard. Lawful punishments included mutilations such as the cutting of a hand or foot and putting out the eyes.”
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This was written by an American author. H.E. Richardson.

Those who want to liberate Tibet by sending the Indian army want to re-establish the old feudalism and serfdom in
Tibet.

Those who talk so much about humanitarian grounds never talk about the suppression of Negroes in New York.
Those who talk about Lama’s freedom never support the fight for independence by the North Vietnam people against
the American Imperialists and the South Vietnam people. They also do not take up the cause, on humanitarian grounds,
of the two lakh innocent boys butchered by American imperialism, by American bombers. The American imperialism in
Vietnam is killing the innocent boys by poison gas. Yet, they talk of human rights and individual liberty! Those who want
to subjudge the people of Vietnam, those who want to suppress the people of Taiwan and South Korea, they want to re-
establish Dalai Lama in Tibet. They want to liberate Tibet. Then, why not liberate Pakistan? It is a historical fact that
Pakistan was once part of India. It became a separate country only in 1947. It is a historical fact which we cannot deny.
So, if you want to send an Indian army to liberate Tibet, why not do it in the case of Pakistan also?

Then, when Dalai Lama came to India he brought with him tons of gold and jewellery. He has got his office in New
Delhi where officers are working. American agents and foreign delegates are visiting that place quite often. How far is it
proper for our Government to allow such things to take place in our country?

I want to know whether the Government of India is going back from its earlier position. On the 14th of June, in reply
to a question the hon. Minister stated on the floor of the House “we would reconsider our policy in regard to Tibet.”
What is the meaning of that? With all respect I say that even though Shri Chagla is a famous lawyer and renowned judge
as a politician he has been wavering and vacillating.

On April 27th 1959 Prime Minister Nehru made a statement in the Lok Sabha about Tibet wherein he said: “…..feeling
of kinship with the Tibetan people derived from long-established religious and cultural contracts. It was an instinctive
reaction. It is true that some people in India sought to profit by it by turning it in an undesirable direction. But the fact
of that reaction of the Indian people was there. We have no desire whatever to interfere in Tibet.”

Then, what is the meaning of sending Dalai Lama to Tibet now? We may have our boundary dispute and difference
of opinion with China. But in real fact Tibet is part of China, just as Goa is part of India. So, you cannot liberate Tibet.
Liberation of Tibet means interfering in the internal affairs of China.

On the 21st June, while speaking in the United Nations General Assembly on the West Asian situation, our hon.
Foreign Minister said:

“Settlement of international disputes through peaceful means, respect for territorial integrity and sovereignty of
States…”

Then, are we sending Dalai Lama with the Indian army to liberate Tibet? These are our disputes with Pakistan? Are
settling them by sending our army? There are disputes between India and China; between China and Burma for six years
there has been border dispute. Such disputes have to be settled peacefully. We should never accept the use of violence
for the settlement of such border disputes. Therefore, we want to know whether India is going back on Pandit Nehru’s
declaration on the floor of the House in 1954. “We have no desire whatever to interfere in Tibet.”

So, I oppose this Resolution because I accept this declaration of Pandit Nehru. Tibet is part of China and we must
accept it.

Shri N.C. Chatterjee (Burdwan): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir. I had the privilege of being a member of the Tibet
Commission appointed by the international Commission of Jurists when the Dalai Lama wanted to place some materials
before us. As it was a quasi-judicial body to examine the charges, I was one of those who wanted to cross-examine the
Dalai Lama, because the main purpose of the body was to find out whether his charges were justified, and that could be
done only by cross-examination of the man who was making the charges. I am very happy to tell you in the House that
Dalai Lama promptly responded and appeared before the Commission and subjected himself to a fairly severe cross-
examination.

There was a big charge-sheet comprising many charges. I do not want to take up the time of the House by
reiterating the whole thing but I may read out some of them. When we are saying that this liberation of Tibet by China
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was an absolute mockery,  it means that there is some justification. The serious charges made and placed before us were:

“Life, liberty and security have violated; forced labour has been inflicted on the Tibetans; torture and cruel and
degrading treatment have been inflicted; rights of home and privacy have been violated; freedom of movement within
the state, and the right to leave and return to Tibet have been denied; marriages have been forced upon unwilling parties;
property rights have been arbitrarily violated; Freedom of religion and worship have been systematically denied; freedom
of the expression and communication of ideas is totally lacking; freedom of association is denied; the right to representative
government is denied; there is a wanton disregard for the economic rights of man in relation to his country’s resources;
conditions of labour do not conform to minimum standards of living is denied; the right to participate in the cultural life
of the community is denied; the limitations imposed on the rights of the Tibetans far exceed any which are reasonably
referable to the requirements of public morality, public order and the welfare of society.”

In short, almost all the basic human rights, they complained, were violated. There was a very serious charge that after
the so-called liberation of Tibet by the Chinese people, there was a deliberate and calculated policy of genocide adopted
by the Chinese Government. It is a very serious charge of crime against humanity.

I should tell you that we—that means, three Indian lawyers and ex-judges, that is, Mr. Justice Rama Prasad Mukerjee,
myself and Shri Purshottam Trikamdas were there; a very eminent Judge of the Supreme Court of Colombo, who later
became the Chief Justice of Colombo, was there; very distinguished Judges of some of the European courts including a
Judge of the Supreme Court of a Scandinavian country were there and a brilliant professor of Oxford was associated
with the Commission—we all came to the conclusion that we could not convict China of deliberate genocide of
Tibetans as such but we did hold that it was established beyond doubt on the evidence that a calculated policy of
religious genocide was adopted. That means, not merely disrespect to religion, not merely an attempt to convert people
to the cult of Communism by force or other means, but there was a deliberate attempt to stamp out the established
religion of the country. That is the charge that was established.

You will be amazed to know that all sorts of methods, which I need not recount here, were adopted. They not
merely pulled down monasteries. You know, Sir, the whole Tibetan life, structure of society and Government to a large
extent was based upon the culture and religion of India. One of the greatest saints and prophets of Bengal went to Tibet
at the invitation of the then Ruler of tibet and established Buddhism there, which is a kind of Mahayana system. It took
a distinctive shape and that determined the pattern of life in Tibet. It may be right or it may be wrong; you may like it or
you may dislike it.

[Shri Bal Raj Madhok in the Chair]

But what we did find was that a deliberate and calculated attempt was made to uproot that life by force and fraud
and by methods fair and foul, mostly foul. That is a very serious charge. As a matter of fact, monasteries were ransacked;
Lamas were subjected to torture; anyone who would not accept the Communist creed or the Communist way of life
would be subjected to all sorts of persecution. There was a large number of cases of forced marriages. The peculiar
method of Chinese was adopted very painfully and dreadfully. I am sorry to say that to a large extent India was
responsible for the degradation of the people of Tibet. To a large extent, this led to the unfortunate situation which led
to the Chinese invasion of India. If we had been strong, if we had been forthright in condemnation when the 17-point
Agreement of 1951 was violated, the things would have been different.

What is more is this. We did not do our duty in allowing Dalai Lama to put forward his case before the people of
the whole world. I think we thought to have some steps in seeing that Dalai Lama had full facilities in presenting has case
before the whole world and in shaping the world opinion. At one time, Dalai Lama himself said, “I am hoping we shall get
some assistance from your country and from your Government to put forward our grievances before the Asiatic
world”. But we know he was disappointed. Our Government adopted a very pathetic weakness—I do not want to say
connivance—in this matter and Dalai Lama was not given the proper opportunity and the proper facility in putting
forward his case before the whole world. The whole world should know that there has been a deliberate attempt at
religious genocide which this Parliament and all freedom-loving people of the world should condemn. It is not merely a
question of degradation but it is a question of deliberate eradication of the religious and cultural life of a country. That
is the worst thing that has happened. My friend was saying, “Do you want to revive theocracy?” No, Sir. We do not like
to re-impose a theocratic state. Whatever be the form of the Government, that should be determined by the people of
Tibet. That is perfectly clear. It should be their job; it must be left to them. There is no question of imposing this kind of
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domination, not merely domination but cruel domination, of this character completely deprived of all the basic fundamental
rights of freedom of speech, freedom of expression, freedom of forming associations or unions.

My hon. Friend was talking of Pakistan. We are never interfering with the people of Pakistan. We want Pakistan to
improve itself by the genuine expression of people’s will there. But that we did not allow in Tibet. That is our grievance
and that is the great misfortune. Today our greatest regret is that the cultural and religious life that was set by Indian
inspiration has bee destroyed in calculated, deliberate, willful and perverse manner by the so-called forces of liberation
which means not the liberation of the people but persecution and torture and degradation of the human race. That
should stop in the interest of humanity and in the interest of protection of basic human rights.

Shri J.B. Kripalani (Guna): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I have in these last 16 years talked on the subject of Tibet. The first time
I talked in 1950 immediately after Tibet had been occupied by China. I said then that a buffer state has been destroyed
and that it is a danger to us. My Communist friend said that the administration there was cruel and that there were
certain customs which he did not like and which we also may not like. Even the British people could have said  that they
had a justification in conquering India because there were pindaris and there were things and prevalence and sati and
slavery. Actually, they did say that they had come to bear the whiteman’s burden. Is this a justification?

Shri Umanath (Pudukkottai): You raise it in the UNO.

Shri J.B. Kripalani: You raise it in the UNO! There is no justification for conquest.

In England, in the beginning of the 19th Century, as late as the 19th Century, if you stole a goat, you were given the
punishment of death. Are we to say that the English people were barbarians and some other hordes of people should
have gone and liberated them? I do not understand what is the meaning of this liberation. You say that the Dalai Lama
was an absolute ruler. But now Dalai Lama has no power at all. Do the people go and pay their obeisance to Dalai Lama
or not? Are they mad? There are certain customs which prevail in a country; they are not due only because of power, but
they are due to tradition, they are due to convention, We cannot quarrel with them.

He gave the example of Pakistan. Have we gone to Pakistan and imposed a democratic rule upon them because we
think that the totalitarian rule is barbarous? Every-kind of totalitarian rule, whatever be its colour or complexion, is
barbarous in the present day. So, shall we go and liberate the people of Pakistan or of the United Arab Republic?

An hon. Member: China

Shri J.B. Kripalani: China, of course, is a favourite with them. So, I am not giving the example of China.

The governance of a country is the function of those who are governed. If they have got to liberate themselves, they
will liberate themselves from the native tyranny. It does not give the right to another nation to go and interfer in the
matter. Whatever I have seen of Tibet, of Tibetans, I find Lama, they have reverence for him. It may be right or wrong. We
have reverence for our images. It may be wrong from the point of view of Musalmans. Are we, therefore, to be condemned
for it and considered as barbarians? I do not know what is barbarous and what is not barbarous? What happens in China
today is, to my mind, absolutely barbarous. That does not justify our interference in their affairs as they are doing from
day to day in our internal affairs through their radio. There is no justification for it.

I do not know whether my Communist friends know that the population of Tibet was 2 to 3 millions. Now, the
Chinese have gone in as many numbers in order to civilize those people. There is absolutely no justification of this.
Moreover, as I have held, this was a buffer state and we had every right to see that this buffer state was not conquered
by people who might some time come over and invade our country, and that has actually happened. This Treaty of 1954
was made between us and the Chinese. The Chinese had suzerainty over the Tibetans and that suzerainty had descended
from the emperors. The Chinese themselves were slaves to those emperors.

Those emperors of the Manchu dynasty prescribed for them a long pigtail as a mark of slavery. The Manchus
themselves had conquered China and imposed their rule upon it. That Manchu dynasty had several times invaded Tibet
and sometimes conquered it but sometimes they were thrown off. The Tibetans had never consented even to that
suzerainty. But supposing there was suzerainty and the Communist Government in China had a right to that suzerainty.
Then, I think, according to the high creed of the Communists, according to Marxism, suzerainty would be an imperial
conception; it would not be a democratic conception; it would not square with the advanced ideas that the communists
pretend to have.
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The whole point is that the communists, when they are in a minority in a country, have extra-territorial loyalty but
when they acquire power and come into government, they become nationalistic; in fact, they not only become nationalists,
but they become rapidly expansionist. This was the case with Russia and this is now the case with China. There is nothing
extraordinary in the Chinese conquering that country by force and grafting their own population in that territory.

What has happened is the destruction of this ancient nation of Tibet. Tibetans are neither in language, nor in
customs nor in manners are Chinese. In fact, they had more affinity with India than with China. And the Chinese had
absolutely no claim on that territory.

When that treaty was made, I had said in this Parliament that treaty was made in sin because it put the seal of our
approval on the enslavement of an ancient nation. After all, the Tibetans did not trouble any other people. They were
going on with their life in those regions of their. They never went out. They never allowed anybody else to come in from
outside. They were living their own way of life. All people have a right to live their own life. Other people, on account of
their supposed superior civilization should not try to impose that civilization upon them. I do not know what the
meaning of the world ‘civilisation’ or ‘culture’ really is. Supposing today, Christ were to come out from his grave, would
he be more civilized than we moderns are? Did he know how to use electricity; he had never heard of it? He would not
have the knowledge that we have got. Supposing Buddha came here today, will he be more civilized than we are. We
would say that we are more civilized because we have so many gadgets, we have so many printed books, this, that and the
other.

Sir, I would submit that civilization is a matter of the heart; civilization is a matter of the inner heart or the inner man.
Civilization is a matter of the soul of man. Civilization does not consist in the trinkets that we have in more knowledge
than my grandfather. He had no knowledge of electricity; he had no knowledge of aeroplanes; he had not traveled as I
have done. Shall I say then that he was a barbarian? If that was so, then all our ancestors were barbarians. This is a strange
definition of civilization and culture. May I point out to the communists friends that their own ancestors were much less
civilized than they are, they were much less cultural than they are, and they had less knowledge and they had not
traveled much and they did not go out of their areas? Therefore, on that ground, would the communist friends consider
them as barbarians? If they are prepared to consider their ancestors as barbarians, then, of course, and then only, they
can have a justification to consider itself more civilized than the Asian and African countries. In Africa, there are people
who are cannibals. Are you going to conquer them on that account. Will that be doing good to humanity? All that you can
do is to do as India did. What did India do? People in India carried their culture to other countries by peaceful means.
They sent priests. As my hon. Friend said, a man went from Bengal-he should have said ‘went from India’—and carried
Buddhism to Ceylon, to South-East Asia, to China, to Japan. This is the way. Conquest is not the way. Even we consider
our own civilization to be superior, conquest is not the way to spread it. You cannot convert people by means of arms
even though you have superior power.

So I say this has been a great rape of Tibet and it is a standing blot on us, that we did not raise our voice when we
could have done so. I know that. I have gone to other lands. This question of Tibet came up in conversation. They said:
‘You were the most concerned. You fellows did nothing. Do you expect us to take your burden upon ourselves? We are
far off. China is no threat to us’.

China was a threat to us: but the authorities here were blind to it. Even at that time a letter was written by Sardar
Patel to Jawaharlal Nehru. You can read that letter. It clearly says that there was a danger from China on account of the
destruction of Tibet.

So every right-minded man will think that the liberation of Tibet is a problem with which the whole world is
concerned. If the world considers itself to be civilized and not to be communist only, then I suppose it is the duty of UN
to take up this question.

Shri Sradhakar Supakar (Sambalpur): The arguments that have been put forth, that something very bad occurred
at the time of the Chinese occupation of Tibet. It was interference in their social affairs, it was interference in their
religious affairs, all that may be conceded. But the present question is whether at the present moment, as the Resolution
recommends, “the Dalai Lama should be recognized as the head of the Émigré Government of Tibet and all facilities and
help be extended to him by the Government of India to liberate Tibet from the colonial rule of Communist China” can
be supported.
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India as a Government did at the time of the Chinese occupation of Tibet, takes a particular stand. We entered into
an agreement with China. Our position has consistently been that China is the suzerain authority so far as Tibet is
concerned. If we take up that position, then the question of Tibet comes within the domestic jurisdiction of the Chinese
People’s Republic.

Shri J.B. Kripalani: Suzerainty is not sovereignty.

Shri Sradakar Supakar: Having accepted that position, what can we do now? Can we legally wringle out of that
position? Once a treaty has been entered into with China, is it now possible to back out?

Shri K.N. Tiwary (Bettiah): How are we backing out of privy purses?

Shri Sradakar Supakar: That may be possible as far as internal affairs are concerned, but so far as international
dealings are concerned, I ask this specific question. Is it open for us now, having accepted all these years, China to be the
suzerain authority, in what way can we rescind or avoid that agreement into which we entered, especially after 1954.

This matter was raised in the General Assembly of the United Nations. Unfortunately at that time only a small
member of the United Nations, namely El Salvador, so far as I remember, raised this matter, and it did not get the
support even of the major powers. After all this, after the lapse of so many years, I do not know whether it will be
possible for us to rake up the issue. If after a lapse of 15 or 16 years, we now come forward, with the background of the
recent happenings in Peking, with a change in our attitude, I do not know what the world will think of us.

Therefore, both from the legal aspect and as well as from the constitutional aspect, my personal opinion is that it
would not be proper to support this resolution.

Shri Nath Pai (Rajapur): The rape of Tibet by China with the connivance and, at times what appeared to be, the
consent of the Government of India, will go down in the history of modern India as one of the tragedies, and every
future Indians will read it with a sense of guilt and shame.

We cannot completely escape from the responsibility which the Government of India shares for the rape of these
unfortunate people, and it was nothing short of a rape.

Let us remember that the Tibetan leaders and the people of Tibet were very apprehensive regarding the suggestions
of Mao in China. They tried to resist, and, remembering their great tradition of friendship with this country, they
hopefully turned to us for help, succors, guidance, sustenance. Far from standing by these people who were trying to
raise the banner of their freedom, we advised them to unfurl and lower it. Had it not been for this dubious advice given
by us, the history of modern Tibet would have been different. These brave and ancient people would not have submitted
so meekly to the Chinese authorities. They would have continued their fight for freedom.

One of the shameful chapters of modern India’s history is this, that India which stood by Abbysinia when it was
resisting Mussolini’s Italy, India which, in spite of its bondage, stood by Republican Spain in resisting the Fascists of Spain,
India which supported other countries and particularly China when China was the victim of Japanese aggression, that
same India, when she became free, far from standing by the small, innocent nation which has been an ancient ally, friend
and neighbour, had asked Tibet to succumb to the blandishments of China. Our guilt, therefore, our share of responsibility,
cannot be washed away by legal quibbling as the Hon. Member from the Congress Party just now was trying by taking
shelter under certain niceties of law. If you want to know the law, the law is against the Government of India. Tibet had
been a free nation. Those who want to say that Tibet was a satellite of Peking, let them study history…

Shri Vasudevan Nair (Peermade): There are two histories.

Shri Nath Pai: I will quote you history; you will be changing history. Particularly, Mr. Vasudevan Nair. I am coming to
Moscow. I know I was interrupted like this when in 1958 I pointed out the threat from China. I was told by Mr. Vasudevan
Nair and Mr. Indrajit Gupta to ‘stop this hymn of hatred against China; China is our ally’.

Shri Vasudevan Nair: Even today we will say that; we have the courage to say that.

Shri Nath Pai: Mr. Chairman, you witnessed that they had to take back their word and eat a humble pie. I am going to
prove, Mr. Chairman, that free India bears the main guilt, if any nation apart from the Chinese is guilty of betraying the
freedom of the people of Tibet. I want to say this particularly for the benefit of my distinguished friend Mr. Vasudevan
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Nair who deeply is in agreement with me but for the sake of record is perhaps pretending to disagree with me, that
when we raised the question of Tibet’s freedom, the Soviet position, in those times, used to be different from our own.
But the question of Tibet is identical with that of Outer Mongolia and Peking and the relationship between Tibet and
Peking were more or less identical. The Soviet Union today has taken the stand that Outer Mongolia should be completely
a free independent sovereign nation and State. We know that there is an independent, sovereign State. Those who quote
history should remember the history of Mongolia. Atleast Mongols  was sometimes under the suzerainty of the Manchus
but Tibetans never. There is another history. If there was a kind of nominal suzerainty of Peking over Lhasa, there were
occasions in the long and distinguished history of Tibet when Tibet imposed its suzerainty on Peking and extracted
tribute from Peking. There are occasions when Tibetan generals went to Peking and extracted some tribute and I think
the scholar of history there will corroborate me when he speak on this.

b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ (EòxÉÉèWÉ): {ÉÚ®äú xÉÉè ¤É®úºÉ!

¸ÉÒ xÉÉlÉ{ÉÉ<Ç: {ÉÚ®äú xÉÉè ¤É®úºÉ!  I would like, Mr. Chairman, that we do not forget in betraying the freedom of Tibet, we have put
India’s freedom in jeopardy. The bayonet which was a thousand miles away from the frontiers of India now point to Delhi.
If today the Chinese are in a position to threaten us any time they like, it is because we never fully realized that in
destroying the basis of Tibetan freedom, we are putting the freedom of India achieved after so much labour into
jeopardy, in danger, at the tender mercy of the masters of Peking. We should not be afraid of doing our duty. It is never
too late for a nation to rectify its mistake. What a fallacious and untenable argument for a speaker there to stand up and
say: can we undo it? Yes; what has been wrong should be undone at the first opportunity. We made a mistake in 1954.
1967 is not late to undo it. Let us not be intimidated by the Chinese. We have been told about Tibet being a backward
people and the superior civilization of China coming to their rescue. That a Marxist should raise this kind of argument
makes us really hang down our head in shame because that was patently the plea of imperialists who went to Africa: they
were cannibals and the superior civilization of Europe was to be brought to them. That was the plea and justification for
the European imperialist, colonial rule being imposed on the people of Africa. We reject it; we resist it and have we never
accepted it. But the same argument is being raised here against the Tibetan people that they were amputating the hands
of their fellow countrymen. So, the Chinese should go and do it for the Tibetans? …Interruptions.) What does it mean?
If at all my hand is to be amputated, I would prefer my fellow countrymen do it than foreigners coming and doing it. That
has been the essence of sovereignty and freedom. If the Tibetans were doing this kind of thing, I do not like the hands
being amputated. As Mr. Chatterjee pointed out, as a student of law, I went to Chelmsford and I was shown the place
where in 1948 an Englishman was executed for stealing a chicken. Now, nobody there would suggest that since this was
the barbarous punishment that one Englishman was meeting out to another Englishman, the Englishmen should be
under the superior rule of somebody else. What the people do to themselves is entirely their concern. Mr. Chairman,
this is the norm, this is the criterion and this is the justification, for sovereignty, for independence and for freedom.

I would now briefly say this thing. We made a mistake; some others did it, but all Indians must share the guilt because
we did not raise our voice at that time as strongly as we should have done it, but it is not late; we see the dimension of
the folly committed. Some of us did, but not perhaps as vigorously as we ought to have; we should have done it more
vigorously, more consistently, more persistently because those who were…

b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: BEò ½þÒ iÉ®úÒEòÉ lÉÉ -- ½þ̈ É <ºÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä JÉi¨É Eò®ú näùiÉä!

¸ÉÒ xÉÉlÉ {ÉÉ<Ç: ´É½þ iÉÉä ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þ̈ É ¤É½ÖþiÉ EÖòUô Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ Éå =ºÉEòÉä Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB!

Our voice should be strongly raised. I know that you are ready to call another Hon. Member. But I would make this
suggestion. Let us look at it. Even today we are finding an interesting development; belatedly Moscow is perhaps realizing
the injustice done; when the danger began to come closer to the frontiers of Soviet Union, when the Soviet Union
threatened with a new challenge from China in Sinkiang. The leaders of Moscow now are trying to talk in terms of the
right of the people of Tibet to freedom, to sovereignty and to independence. There is a new development: Radio
Tashkent is regularly broadcasting.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ´Éä +ÉVÉ xÉ½þÓ iÉÉä Eò±É Eò®åúMÉä!

b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: º]õÉÊ±ÉxÉ xÉä ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ <xÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉä {ÉiÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!
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Shri Nath Pai: This is the beginning; Moscow has made the right beginning. It will go along with us. Will India have the
courage? I appeal to the External Affairs Minister. There are many concrete proposals, it has been our tradition to stand
by all people in their struggle for freedom. Let us begin first with our neighbour. Let us encourage and accept the Tibetan
people’s right to freedom. I do not want the theocratic system; I here entirely agree with Shri N.C. Chatterjee. But I do
stand unequivocally—I am not going to be apologist—for the right of the Tibetan people to absolute freedom. I do not
want a buffer state for my benefit. I want to see a free Tibet because I believe in Independence, in my independence.
Therefore, I want to see an independent and free Tibet. I do not want a satellite India; I much less want a satellite Tibet
which is a satellite to Peking. Let us have the courage and support the struggle for freedom of Tibet.

The Khampas are among the bravest of Asians. Let us not with folded arms sit back and bank on legal niceties. What
can we do? When there is a struggle for freedom, whenever a people rise against a tyrant, that is the right of every
sovereign nation which believes in freedom to stand by that freedom. It was this stand which France took and supported
the American war of liberation. It was the posture we took in Spain when China was resisting Japan. We should take the
same stand without being worried as to what Moscow thinks, or not. Luckily, Moscow is beginning to agree. Have the
courage and supply the arms to the brave Khampas. All that they need is not an Indian division; all that the Khampas
needed is the regaining of freedom, and some arms. If Peking is not hiding the fact that it is supplying arms to Indians
when they are trying to bring about dismemberment of our country, when the Mizos and Nagas are getting arms—time
and again, the External Affairs Minister and the Defence Minister make this candid admission in this House that the arms
are made in China—why are we afraid? Not only that. The Peking Radio has said it openly: even in Naxalbari they say that
the light that is shining in Naxalbari has been inspired by the teachings of Mr. Mao. If this is the audacity of Peking—I am
concluding, sir—why should we not have the courage of our convictions? Let us stand by the right of the people of Tibet
to freedom. Let us try to undo the wrong we did to them in 1954. Let us bravely supply the arms that they needed. I am
going to say things bravely. We were told all the while about diplomatic niceties, about Peking being angry with us and
about Peking being a bully. If Peking had the courage, then they would have destroyed the might of the Americans and
taken Matsu and Quemoy. But they dare not do that. The presence of the sixth fleet terrorizes them. They will attack
timid India; they would try to take the territory of India because here is a pusillanimous, a timid administration. I say
Peking is basically a bully. When they are confronted with superior might, they will not have the guts. So, when there is
a new generation of India, it is not going to acquiesce in this crime of betrayal of our neighbour.

We want, therefore, this Government unequivocally to recognize the right of the Tibetan people to full freedom.
What social system they evolve is absolutely their right. Let China have communism if the people of China want it. If the
Russians want communism, they are welcome. The Tibetan people’s right to freedom must be upheld by India. In this
year’s UN General Assembly, the spokesman of India must not be an apologist for the enslavement of the people but
must be the champion of the people on behalf of the people of India to the freedom of the people of Tibetan. Mr. Chagla
who is now having the support of an overwhelming section of this House will have the courage to rectify the past
mistake which has been nothing but a shameful mistake.

¸ÉÒ ®úhÉ´ÉÒ®ú ËºÉ½þ (®úÉä½þiÉEò): SÉäªÉ®ú¨ÉèxÉ ºÉÉ½þ¤É, ¡òÉèVÉÒ xÉÖCiÉÉ-B-xÉWÉ®ú ºÉä, VªÉÉäOÉÉÊ¡òªÉÉ<Ç Ê±É½þÉWÉ ºÉä +Éè®ú ¨ÉÖ±Eò EòÒ Ê½þ¡òÉWÉiÉ Eäò JªÉÉ±É ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ føÉ±É ½èþ! ´É½þ føÉ±É ½þ̈ É xÉä +{ÉxÉä ½þÒ ½þÉlÉÉå ºÉä JÉÉä nùÒ! VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ MÉ±ÉiÉ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ, =ºÉ EòÉä ¤ÉÉ®ú-¤ÉÉ®ú ºÉ½þÒ Eò½þxÉÉ +Éè®ú ¤Éb÷Ò MÉ±ÉiÉÒ ½èþ! SÉÒxÉ

Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå ½þ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ +xnäù¶ÉÉ xÉ½þÓ lÉÉ ÊEò ¨ÉÖºiÉEòÊ¤É±É ¨Éå VÉÉ Eò®ú BàºÉÒ BàºÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå ½þÉäMÉÒ! SÉÒxÉ ÊºÉ¡Çò ½þ̈ Éå ½þÒ xÉ½þÓ, °üºÉ, +¨É®úÒEòÉ, ºÉÉ®äú BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú

+Ê£òEòÉ EòÉä ÊxÉMÉ±ÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½èþ! SÉÒxÉ ºÉÉ®úÒ nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB JÉiÉ®úÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉ +ªÉnù½äþ EòÉä ½þ̈ Éä ±ÉMÉÉ¨É b÷É±ÉxÉÒ ½èþ, =ºÉ EòÉä EÆò]ÅõÉä±É Eò®úxÉÉ ½èþ!

SÉÒxÉ EòÉ VÉÉä ¤ÉxÉÒ ½èþ ¨ÉÉ+Éä-iºÉäiÉÖÆMÉ, =ºÉxÉä +{ÉxÉÒ ÊEòiÉÉ¤É ¨Éå BEò ¤ÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ ¤ÉÉ®ú ¤ÉÉ®ú ÊWÉGò ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉ ´É½þ BEò ±ÉÉJÉ ¨ÉÖ®ú¤¤ÉÉ ¨ÉÒ±É

<±ÉÉEòÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ½èþ, ÊVÉºÉ ¨Éå ±ÉqùÉJÉ, xÉä¡òÉ, ¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ, ÊºÉÎCEò¨É, ¤É¨ÉÉÇ +Éè®ú <xb÷ÉäSÉÉ<xÉÉ +É VÉÉiÉä ½èþ! ¨ÉÉ+Éä-iºÉäiÉÖÆMÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉnù VÉÉä <ºÉ EòÉ VÉÉxÉ¶ÉÒxÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ

¨ÉÉ¶ÉÇ±É Ê±ÉxÉ Ê{ÉªÉÉ+Éä, =ºÉxÉä +{ÉxÉä nÂùºÉ ½þWÉÉ®ú +±É¡òÉWÉ Eäò BEò +ÉÌ]õEò±É ¨Éå Ê±ÉJÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ªÉÚ®úÉä{É +Éè®ú ¶ÉÖ̈ ÉÉ±ÉÒ +¨É®úÒEòÉ iÉÉä ¶É½þ®ú ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉEòÉä

UôÉäb÷ Eò®ú BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ +¡ò®úÒEòÉ +Éè®ú VÉxÉÚ¤ÉÒ +¨É®úÒEòÉ ´ÉMÉè®ú½þ nÖùÊxÉªÉ Eäò ºÉÉ®äú ¨ÉÖ±Eò näù½þÉiÉ ½éþ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ Éå <xÉ näù½þÉiÉ EòÉä ¶É½þ®úÉå Eäò SÉÆMÉÖ±É ºÉä ¤ÉSÉÉxÉÉ ½èþ! =ºÉ

EòÉ <¶ÉÉ®úÉ ½èþ ÊEò BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ, +¡ò®úÒEòÉ +Éè®ú VÉxÉÚ¤ÉÒ +¨É®úÒEòÉ ̈ Éå ½þ̈ É xÉä BEò JÉÚxÉÒ <xÉC±ÉÉ¤É ±ÉÉxÉÉ ½èþ! ̈ ÉÉ+Éä iºÉäiÉÖÆMÉ EòÒ ºÉ¤É ºÉä {É½þ±ÉÒ ÊxÉMÉÉ½þ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ

{É®ú ½èþ! =ºÉ xÉä VÉÉä ªÉ½þ Eò½þÉ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ É xÉä £òÉÆºÉ {É½ÖÆþSÉxÉÉ ½èþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Eò±ÉEòkÉÉ EòÒ ¨ÉÉ¡ÇòiÉ {É½ÖÆþSÉxÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä =ºÉ EòÉ ºÉÒvÉÉ <¶ÉÉ®úÉ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä ½èþ!

¨Éé Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ =ºÉ nÖù¶¨ÉxÉ ºÉä ½èþ, VÉÉä +¨ÉxÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ VÉÉxÉiÉÉ, VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ EòÉä xÉ½þÓ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ! ´É½þ Eò½þiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò
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iÉÉEòiÉ iÉÉä{É Eäò nù½þÉxÉä ºÉä ÊxÉEò±ÉiÉÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú +¨ÉxÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ ÊEòºÉÒ MÉÉä±É-¨ÉäWÉ EòÉÆ£åòºÉ ¨Éå xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ, ¤ÉÎ±Eò +¨ÉxÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ ¨ÉènùÉxÉä- VÉÆMÉ ¨Éå

MÉÉäÊ±ÉªÉÉå EòÒ ZÉÆEòÉ®ú +Éè®ú iÉÉä{ÉÉå EòÒ nùxÉÉnùxÉ Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ! Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÖEòÉ¤É±ÉÉ BàºÉä nÖù¶¨ÉxÉ ºÉä ½èþ!

[Mr. Deputy-Speaker in the Chair]

¨Éé +É{É EòÒ ¨ÉÉ¡ÇòiÉ ½þÉ=ºÉ ºÉä ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ iÉÉ±±ÉÖEò ½èþ, ´É½þÉÆ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ½þÉäxÉä ªÉÉ xÉ ½þÉäxÉä EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É xÉ½þÓ

½èþ! ªÉ½þ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ÊWÉxnùMÉÒ EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½èþ! Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ BEòò VÉ¨½ÚþÊ®úªÉiÉ ½èþ, ÊVÉºÉ Eäò >ð{É®ú SÉÒxÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ¨ÉVÉÔ Eäò ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò BEò Êb÷C]äõ]õ®úÉxÉÉ ''<V¨É

'' ±ÉÉnùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½èþ! +MÉ®ú SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ¤ÉÒSÉ ̈ Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ BEò ¤É¡ò®ú º]äõ]õ EòÒ ¶ÉC±É ̈ Éå ®ú½þiÉÉ, iÉÉä ½þWÉÉ®úÉå ºÉÉ±É Eäò Ê±ÉB BEò ¤Éb÷Ò ¡òÉèVÉ, xÉä́ ÉÒ +Éè®ú

BªÉ®ú ¡òÉäºÉÇ EòÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ JÉSÉÇ ¤ÉSÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ lÉÉ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ ºÉä ÊxÉEò±É VÉÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù SÉÉ½äþ ½þ̈ É +{ÉxÉÒ ¡òÉäVÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÒºÉ Êb÷Ê´ÉWÉxÉ EòÉä ¤ÉføÉ Eò®ú

ºÉÉè Êb÷Ê´ÉWÉxÉ Eò®ú ±Éä, SÉÉ½äþ +{ÉxÉÒ ½þ́ ÉÉ<Ç ¡òÉäVÉ +Éè®ú xÉä́ ÉÒ ¡òÉäVÉ EòÉä nùºÉ MÉÖxÉÉ Eò®ú ±Éå, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É EòÉä BEò ¤Ébä÷ JÉiÉ®úxÉÉEò +Éè®ú iÉÉEòiÉ´ÉÉ®ú näù¶É

xÉä SÉÉä¤ÉÒºÉ PÉÆ]äõ, ½þ®ú ±É¨É½äþ +Éè®ú ½þ®ú PÉb÷Ò JÉiÉ®úÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ!

®úÉVÉÊxÉÊiÉ ̈ Éå Êb÷{]õÒ º{ÉÒEò®ú ºÉÉ½þ¤É, ̈ ÉèEòÉÊ¤É±É BEò nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉ ̈ ÉÉxÉÉ ½Öþ+É ÊºÉªÉÉºÉiÉnùÉÆ {ÉènùÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ, =ºÉxÉä +{ÉxÉÒ ÊEòiÉÉ¤É ''Ênù Ë|ÉºÉäWÉ'' ̈ Éå Eò½þÉ ÊEò

´É½þ näù¶É ½þÉäÊ¶ÉªÉÉ®ú näù¶É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ VÉÉä BEò WÉÉÊ¤É®ú +Éè®ú MÉÊºÉ¤É näù¶É, BEò JÉiÉ®úxÉÉEò näù¶É Eäò ºÉÉlÉ BiÉ¤ÉÉ®ú Eò®Æäú, =ºÉEäò BiÉ¤ÉÉ®ú ¨Éä +ÉªÉäÆ ªÉ½þÉÆ ¨Éé ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ

SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚþÄ ÊEò ½þ̈ É xÉä ªÉ½þ MÉ±ÉiÉÒ EòÒ ÊEò VÉÉä ½þ̈ É xÉä SÉÒxÉ {É®ú BiÉ¤ÉÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ nùÉäºiÉÒ EòÉ ½þEò ÊxÉ¦ÉÉªÉÉ! ¨Éé ªÉ½þÉÆ <ºÉ ½þÉ=ºÉ ¨Éå +É{É

Eäò ̈ ÉÉ¡ÇòiÉ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉ nÄÚù ÊEò nÚùÊxÉªÉÉ ̈ Éä ̈ Éå nùÉä iÉÉEòiÉå ½èþ! BEò VÉ¨½ÚþÊ®úªÉiÉ EòÒ iÉÉEòiÉ ÊVÉºÉ EòÉ ºÉ®únùÉ®ú Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú nÚùºÉ®úÒ BEò BàºÉÒ iÉÉEòiÉ VÉÉä VÉÆMÉä¤ÉÉVÉ

iÉÉEòiÉ ½èþ ´É½þ SÉÒxÉ Eäò {ÉÉºÉ ½èþ! <xÉ nùÉäxÉÉå EòÉ WÉ°ü®ú ½þÒ ]õEò®úÉ´É ½þÉäxÉÉ ½èþ, +ÉVÉ ½þÉä, Eò±É ½þÉä, nùºÉ ºÉÉ±É ¨Éå VÉÉ Eò®ú ½þÉä! +¤É =ºÉ ¨Éå VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä

BEò ®úÉä±É +nùÉ Eò®úxÉÉ lÉÉ, +¡òºÉÉäºÉ ½èþ ́ É½þ føÉ±É ½þ̈ É xÉä JÉÉänùÒ! ̈ Éé +É{É EòÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ ªÉ½þ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò VÉ½þÉÆ Êb÷{±ÉÉä̈ ÉäºÉÒ EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½þÉä, VÉ½þÉÆ ®úÉVÉxÉÒÊiÉ

EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½þÉä, =ºÉ ̈ Éå ½þ̈ É xÉä Eò¤É CªÉÉ Eò½þÉ lÉÉ =ºÉ EòÉä ̈ ÉÉxÉxÉä EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É xÉ½þÓ {ÉènùÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ! °üºÉ +{ÉxÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä ̈ ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ½þ̈ É xÉä 50 ºÉÉ±É {É½þ±Éä

CªÉÉ Eò½þÉ lÉÉ? CªÉÉ ]ÅõÒ]õÒ +Éè®ú ¨ÉÖ½þÉªÉnäù 24 PÉÆ]äõ Eäò +xnù®ú ¤Énù±ÉiÉä ½èþ! ½þ̈ ÉxÉä EòÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ ÊEòºÉÒ WÉ¨ÉÉxÉä ¨Éå EòÒ! =ºÉ ´ÉHò CªÉÉ ½þÉ±ÉiÉ lÉÒ? +ÉVÉ CªÉÉ

½þÉ±ÉiÉ ½éþ? BEò º´ÉÉlÉÔ +Éè®ú ¤Énù̈ ÉMWÉ ±Éb÷ÉEÚò Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ nÖù¶¨ÉxÉÒ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç! SÉÚÆÊEò SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ®ú´ÉèªÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉÉlÉ ´É½þ ®ú´ÉèªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ VÉÉä =ºÉ ´ÉHò lÉÉ +Éè®ú

´É½þ ½þÉ±ÉÉiÉ ¤Énù±É MÉB ½éþ! xÉ ÊºÉ¡Çò SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÎ±Eò nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ, iÉÉä ¨Éé EòÉä<Ç ´ÉVÉ½þ xÉ½þÓ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ÊEò ´É½þ VÉÉä MÉ±ÉiÉÒ ºÉä ½þ̈ É xÉä ½þbÂ÷b÷Ò ¨ÉÖÆ½þ ¨Éå

=`öÉªÉÒ ´É½þ ½þbÂ÷b÷Ò ¨ÉÖÆ½þ ¨Éå =`öÉªÉä ®ú½äþ! ´É½ ¨Éé `öÒEò xÉ½þÓ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ! VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ `öÒEò xÉ½þÓ ½éþ =ºÉ EòÉä ½þ̈ Éå {É®úºÉÚ xÉ½þÓ Eò®úxÉÉ ½èþ! ¨Éé {ÉÚ®äú WÉÉä®ú Eäò ºÉÉlÉ +É{É

Eäò ̈ ÉÉ¡ÇòiÉ +{ÉxÉä ¦ÉÉ<ÇªÉÉå ºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½ÚÆþMÉÉ, ̈ Éä̈ ¤É®ú ºÉ½þ¤ÉÉxÉ ºÉä Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½ÚÆþMÉÉ ÊEò ½þ̈ Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ̈ ÉÉ¨É±Éä ̈ Éå BEò ¤Éb÷Ò ̈ ÉWÉ¤ÉÚiÉ xÉÒÊiÉ +{ÉxÉÉxÉÉ ½èþ! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå BEò BàºÉÒ xÉÒÊiÉ +{ÉxÉÉxÉÉ ½èþ VÉÉä ¤Éb÷Ò ¨ÉWÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ½þÉä! ´É½þ xÉÒÊiÉ ªÉ½þ ½éþ ÊEò ½þ®ú ´É½þ VÉÉä SÉÒxÉ Eäò ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú EòÉ¨É +É ºÉEäò, =ºÉ EòÉä ½þ̈ Éå

<ºiÉä̈ ÉÉ±É Eò®úxÉÉ ½èþ! <ºiÉä̈ ÉÉ±É EòÉä<Ç ½þ̈ Éå ¤ÉÉWÉÒMÉ®ú EòÉ iÉ¨ÉÉ¶ÉÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB xÉ½þÓ Eò®úxÉÉ ½èþ, näù¶É EòÉä ¤ÉSÉÉxÉÉ ½èþ, VÉ¨½ÚþÊ®úªÉiÉ EòÉä ¤ÉSÉÉxÉÉ ½èþ! +Éè®ú =ºÉ

Eäò Ê±ÉB nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ºÉä ¤ÉføEò®ú EòÉä<Ç +Éè®ú xÉ½þÓ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ÊVÉºÉ EòÉ <iÉxÉÉ +ºÉ®ú +{ÉxÉä ±ÉÉäMÉÉæ {É® ½é * ¨Éé iÉÉ®Ò¡ Eò®úiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ºÉÉ½þ¤É EòÒ VÉÉä

=xÉ EòÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ {ÉxÉÉ½þ ÊnùªÉÉ, +Éè®ú =xÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¤Éb÷É +SUôÉ ºÉ±ÉÚEò ÊEòªÉÉ! ªÉÚ. BxÉ. +Éä. ¨Éå ªÉ½þ SÉÒWÉ VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ iÉÉä ªÉÚ. BxÉ. +Éä. ¨Éå nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉä {ÉÚ®úÉ

ºÉ{ÉÉä]Çõ ½èþ +ÉVÉ SÉÚÆÊEò SÉÒxÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò ½þ̈ Éå xÉÖCºÉÉxÉ {É½ÖÆþSÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ½þ®ú ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ <ºiÉä̈ ÉÉ±É Eò®úiÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä ½þ̈ Éå ¦ÉÒ <È]õ EòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É {ÉilÉ®ú ºÉä näùxÉÉ

½èþ! SÉÒxÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú {ªÉÉ®ú ºÉä, ¨ÉÖ½þ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä ªÉÉ ÊEòººÉä Eò½þÉxÉÒ ºÉä xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉxÉäMÉÉ! SÉÒxÉ BEò VÉÆMÉ¤ÉÉWÉ näù¶É ½èþ! =ºÉEäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ¨É½þÉi¨ÉÉ VÉÒ EòÒ Ê¡ò±ÉÉº¡òÒ ºÉä EòÉ¨É

xÉ½þÓ SÉ±ÉäMÉÉ! ´É½þ xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ªÉ½þ Ê¡ò±ÉÉº¡òÒ!

iÉÉä ̈ Éé ªÉ½þÒ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ªÉÚ. BxÉ. +Éä ̈ Éå {ÉÚ®äú WÉÉä®ú Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ªÉ½þ ̈ ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ =`öÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉ +Éè®ú ÊVÉiÉxÉä BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ ́ É +£òÒEòÉ Eäò näù¶É ½èþ =xÉEòÒ ºÉÉ®úÒ

iÉÉEòiÉ +Éè®ú =xÉEäò ´ÉÉä]õ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ½þEò ¨Éå <ºiÉä̈ ÉÉ±É ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉ! BàºÉÉ B]õ¨ÉÉº¡äòªÉ®ú ÊGòªÉä]õ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉ BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ ¨Éå +Éè®ú +£òÒEòÉ ¨Éå! =ºÉÒ ¨Éå

VÉ¨½ÚþÊ®úªÉiÉ EòÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉÒ ̈ Éå £òÒ ́ É±bÇ÷ EòÉ ¦É±ÉÉ ½èþ! +Éè®ú +MÉ®ú ÊEòºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä nù¤É MÉB nùºÉ ºÉÉ±É {É½þ±Éä VÉèºÉä SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä, =ºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä PÉÖ]õxÉä ]äõEò

ÊnùB iÉÉä Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÉ®úÉ BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +£òÒEòÉ MÉªÉÉ! ªÉ½þ {É½þ±Éä EòÉ SÉÒxÉ +¤É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! ªÉ½þ <iÉxÉÉ iÉÉEòiÉ´É®ú näù¶É ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ

½èþ, ̈ Éé EòÉä<Ç iÉÉ®úÒ¡ò xÉ½þÓ Eò®úiÉÉ, °üºÉ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ªÉ½þ JÉÉªÉäMÉÉ! BEò ±ÉÉJÉ ̈ ÉÖ®ú¤¤ÉÉ ̈ ÉÒ±É WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ °üºÉ EòÒ +{ÉxÉÒ ¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ, ̈ ÉÆSÉÖÊ®úªÉÉ EòÒ iÉ®ú¡ò +{ÉxÉÒ WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ

¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ, <vÉ®ú ÊVÉiÉxÉä +Éè®ú näù¶É ½èþ, Ê´ÉªÉ]õxÉÉ¨É EòÒ iÉ®ú¡ò, =vÉ®ú +{ÉxÉÒ WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ ¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ ! iÉÉä ªÉ½þ VÉÆMÉä¤ÉÉWÉ näù¶É ½èþ! ´É½þ näù¶É VÉÉä +¨ÉxÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ

Eò®úiÉÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ-SÉÒiÉ ̈ Éå ªÉEòÒxÉ xÉ½þÓ Eò®úiÉÉ, =ºÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ®úÉVÉxÉÒÊiÉ <ºÉÒ ̈ Éå ½èþ Êb÷{±ÉÉä̈ ÉäºÉÒ <ºÉÒ ̈ Éå ½èþ +Éè®ú näù¶É EòÉ Ê½þiÉ <ºÉÒ ̈ Éå ½èþ nù±ÉÉ<Ç

±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉä ºÉ{ÉÉä]Çõ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉ +Éè®ú ÊVÉºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉä SÉÉ<xÉÉ EòÉä EòbÆ÷̈ É ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉEäò, =ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä ªÉÚ. BxÉ. +Éä. Eäò WÉÊ®úB ºÉä ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉªÉ! <xÉ ¶É¤nùÉå

Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¨Éé <ºÉ EòÒ iÉÉ<Çnù Eò®úiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ!
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Shri H.N. Mukerjee (Calcutta North East): Sir, I oppose entirely and totally this mischievous, perverse and utterly
irresponsible resolution which has been placed before the House.

I have heard with the respect that is their due to the speeches by eminent colleagues of mine in this House and
when Shri N.C. Chatterjee was speaking I was reminded of the saying that we live to learn. He gave us that what
appeared to me at least a horror comics on which he tried to build a case in favour of this mischievous resolution.

I heard with much greater respect Acharya Kripalani even though I had a feeling that I had heard much of it before
and while I appreciated some patches of profundity in which happily for us he happened to slither. I discovered that he
had a Rip Van Winklish approach. He seemed to be unaware of the kind of world we live in. With his philosophical
propensities, it appeared to me very strange that he does not even know the nature of revolutions.

I did not mind my good friend, Shri Nath Pai’s speech though I wonder from time to time why so much eloquence
is utilized for the wrong imaginable purposes. But he had many excursions into history telling us, for instance, a fact,
which I do not counter because it is a fact that perhaps at one point, Lhasa extracted tribute from Peking. Nobody
contests that proposition.

But if on the basis the analogy of that description we are going to discuss in the House of the People of our country
international questions of moment which are going to affect not only the interest of our country but the whole world
and of the cause of international peace, if we are going to discuss policies on such basis, how can I blame Shri Devgun or
somebody or my hon. Friend, Shri Madhok, claiming control of Vietnam as a part of the swaranabhumi, a part of the
greater India which my country’s representatives had gone out to colonise hundreds of years ago. They  kept them under
their control for many hundreds of years and left their massive specimens of work in architecture, sculpture and so
many other things.

We have heard these wonderful things only in order to buttress the wicked idea which this Resolution puts before
us that we should do what—recognize the Dalai Lama, as if it is a very simple matter, give recognition to the Dalai Lama
as representing a legal government in exile, and that we do what—give him all the help that we can to liberate Tibetan
from the colonial rule of Communist China.

Acharya Kripalani is a highly respected figure in the country. When we were young we had learnt to respect him. I
do not want to say anything in relation to him which is disrespectful, but I cannot understand why he doe s not realize
that a revolution has overtaken the world in the last 20 years, that during a revolution as well as on the eve of a
revolution excesses do take place. Does he not known when Madame Roland was executed she pointed out at the
statute of Liberty and said, “Oh, Liberty! What crimes are committed in thy name?” He is a student of history, a
professor of history and all the rest of it. Does he not know that in the name of liberty, justice and religion, many
excesses have taken place in the world? But is that any reason why we should abjure religion, justice, democracy,
socialism or revolution? Are we not ready and willing in this country to pay the price of change, to pay the price of
revolution?

Are we going to throw away the baby out along with the bath-water because the newly-born baby has got to be
cleaned of the filth that it brings along with it? Are we going to throw out the new society like a newly-born baby? The
revolution has happened in this part of world; we are not parties to that revolution. We may have a lot of things against
China. I myself, in this House, have not hesitated to condemn Chinese conduct when it requires condemnation. Even
now China is behaving in an irresponsible manner. Her expansionism which is taking the attention of the world’s people
away from serious tasks of anti-imperialism is something which we condemn. But however much we might dislike of
China, however much we be feeling that China has tried to hurt our country and our self-respect, and to that extent we
cannot easily forgive China, are we to forget all the historical perspective. Are we to forget that if the Chinese revolution
had not happened in 1949, we could not have been living in what some people call the third world? That would not have
been the two worlds to balance and tilt, one against the other. We would all have gone into the umbrella which Mr.
Masani opens up in this House from time to time and we would have belonged to the same empire whose territories
are to extend not only over India but as Mr. Masani might say from the Mekong river to the Sinai desert. We would have
been part of that set-up. Are we going to forget all that has happened?

Our country recognized Tibet as a part of a region of China. If you say that in Tibet certain things have happened
about which we have got to take certain steps, are we always in a position to interfere? Is it always right to interfere?
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Where was our righteous indignation, where was Acharya Kripalani—I do not like to bracket his name with Mr. N.C.
Chatterjee with his horde of international lawyers when in Indonesia half a million people were hacked to death only on
suspicion of being Communists? Did they not read in the papers, bourgeois papers, which they applaud and read from
day to day, foreign clergymen, white-skinned clergymen, saying that they could not sleep at night because they heard the
noise, the thud, of lethal weapons against human flesh when half a million people were done away with? Where was
humanitarianism? Do you go and interfere? No. They tried to talk about the desirability of India’s intervention in
Hungary in 1956. They did not interfere. Maybe, certain things have happened. These things do happen. I do not deny that.
I myself have said that these things happen. The things that happen which have bad consequences have got to be
repudiated. What do we do? Do we go on interfering? Do we not have a historical perspective? Mr. Nath Pai is reading
a lot of history these days. Are you trying to have some sort of historical perspective? What do we do about his part of
the world? How do we go-ahead? What is going to be our relations with China whatever might be the provocations?
Are we going to be goaded and provoked by the Chinese machinations and the Chinese perverse? It will land the whole
world in disaster. Are we not going to take our stand on a principled basis?

Now, we may have a lot of things against Pakistan. I see, from time to time, our friend Mr. Chagla who is sometimes
too polite that it becomes a little bore sometimes but sometimes he makes brave postures. Only yesterday, he was
goaded by certain questions in regard to a dispute with Pakistan on some disputed area to say, “If it become necessary,
we shall do something about it and adopt other means to push them out.” He has said that we should do something
about Tibet. It is a question of our policy. Let him not forget that he is Foreign Minster of this country; let him not forget
that he has a bigger job than to come with a brief on ad hoc issues to champion the cause with tremendous vehemence;
let him not forget that his every word in the House is something which might affect for better or for worse the interests
of this country as well as of the peace of the world. We find him doing that. When we hear the Congress Members also,
who compete in this chauvinism with the utter chauvinists on the other side, when I see this kind of thing, I wonder
which way we are going. If we are going to be provoked by Chinese attitude and China definitely wants us to be
provoked so that we may get into trouble. If we are going to be provoked by the Chinese attitude, even the qualified
acceptance, even the kind of a polite acceptance of the resolution which Mr. Chagla can frame with characteristic ability,
would be a dangerous thing to do. Let us throw out this kind of Resolution. This is an utterly irresponsible matter,
something which goes against the basis of India’s foreign policy. We have decided for good or for ill and we cannot just
change it because certain things have been reported, because Mr. Nath Pai made an admirably eloquent speech. We
cannot change our policy because somebody makes an eloquent speech. In that case some of us would be changing the
councils of the world from time to time. It does not happen. The world does not move in that way. Mere verbal
pyrotechnics do not bring about changes in the world. That is why we have to behave in a responsible manner.

We have to remember that a revolution has taken place and, in this country, we have to make up our mind whether
we are ready ourselves to pay the price of change. Sometimes we might feel that a change requires too heavy a prices;
I know it requires too heavy a price. We are more or less accustomed to a kind of life where change would be a very
heavy price to pay. But at the same time, don’t we realize that, as far as the millions of our people and every other people
are concerned, the price of no change is no less heavy, much heavier as a matter of fact?

I was abroad recently and I heard a British writer who said that in Shangai, before the revolution, every year 8,000
dead bodies would be picked up unclaimed from the streets, and after the revolution, that kind of thing does not happen.
That was the sort of price that China had to pay before there was the revolution, before there was the basic change, and
if the Chinese people decide that they will have the change, we cannot stop it. Therefore, we also have to make up our
mind: because we do not make a basic change, our people suffer. Are we ready to pay the price of change? We must be
ready to pay the price of change. I know, there are profound people here in this House who give us all kinds of ideas,
confederation with XYZ country and all that. I am always in favour of such things—world government, if you please. But
let us do it on the basis of historical perspective and understanding which leads to abjuration of the kind of irresponsible
Resolution which has come before this House. I strongly oppose this Resolution and I do hope that…(Interruptions)…the
speeches of so many very eminent speakers will not…(Interruption) influence the mood and decision of the House.

Shri J.B. Kripalani: He is more eloquent than Mr. Nath Pai

Shri B.K. Daschowdhary (Cooch-Bihar): I feel happy to take part in the discussion of such an important Resolution
moved by one of the hon. Members of this House.
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The foreign policy of a country is never rigid, nor is a stalemate, but it is always flexible and it changes with the
exigencies of circumstances and situations that we find at both national and international levels.

If we go through all the documents and records given by the Government of India to China in a Rangoon meeting
held some years back between the Indian and the Chinese officials, we will find that it has been made clear that the
Britishers, during their rule in India, never recognized the suzerainty and sovereignty of China over Tibet. It was only in
the later period that there was a change. In 1954, our late Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru made certain concessions to
China regarding Tibet. Even before that, the Government of India, both before and after the Partition, had certain
administrative relations such as posts and telegraphs, communications, the stationing of armed guards over Tibet. All
these things clearly prove that he Chinese had never any sovereignty over Tibet.

In the 1954 agreement, our late Prime Minister and we as the people of India gave certain concessions to China
under a specific understanding from the Chinese Premier Chou-en-lai that Tibet would always remain as an autonomous
region, and further in the hope that we would have a peaceful neighbour on our border and that in that case we would
be in a position to do certain constructive work in our country.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I would remind the hon. Member that he would get only five to six minutes in all, and not more.

Shri Nath Pai: Depending on the quality of the speech, you may give him time.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: He can have only five minutes or six minutes in all.

Shri B.K. Daschowdhary: Kindly give me five more minutes so that I could have ten minutes in all.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: No, he must finish in about five minutes. If he were to go into all this history, then he would have
very little time left.

Shri B.K. Daschowdhary: I have gone through the records of the House. In 1954, in the course of a discussion on
Tibet, it was Shri J.B. Kripalani who had said that were surrendering our rights and the coming generation would suffer
from present leadership. To this, the late Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru replied:

“The special privileges of the Government of India at Lhasa and Tibet were signs of imperialism, and while negotiating
with China for permanent peace in the northern border, we have to make sacrifices.”

As a matter of fact, we have sacrificed and we have bartered and we have bartered away our hard-earned freedom, and
especially in our northern and north-eastern frontiers, and since that time we have paved the way clear for the Chinese
people to rape on our territory and to our utter cost threaten the security of India every now and then. This was the
first blunder that we made regarding this Tibetan issue.

On the other hand, the Chinese Government did not honour any of the special privileges granted to us under the
agreement of 1954. Firstly, they expelled all the Indian traders both from Lhasa and Central Tibet and other places
thereby affecting trade with Kashmir and other North Indian centers. Then, the Chinese restricted the entry of Hindu
pilgrims to Mansarover and Kailash. Further, they forcibly occupied a vast tract of our terrify in the neighbourhood of
North and North-Eastern region of our border. All these unilateral transgressions by China culminated in the Sino-
Indian conflict in 1962.

When China had rejected all the arguments and all the terms of the agreement of 1954, how are the Government of
India bound by that agreement? Again, in February, 1959, when the trouble arose in Lhasa and an armed revolution broke
out in Tibet against the Chinese colossal genocide—what Shri N.C. Chatterjee has said as religious genocide as well.The
Tibetans and His Holiness the Dalai Lama sought asylum in India. At that time, our Prime Minister Nehru said:

“While we should extend all help for rehabilitation of the 50,000 Tibetan refugees, it was not proper for the Dalai
Lama to indulge in political activity.”

The mind of the late Prime Minister Nehru was working at that time on these lines namely that we should not do
anything which might provoke China.

Thus, we find that the policy that we pursued in the past and that we are pursuing today on this Tibetan issue is based
on fear complex from China. To be brief, Sir, I would like to point out that…
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: One minute more.

Shri B.K. Daschowdhary: One hon. Member has characterized this resolution as ‘irresponsible’ and asked that an
exile government could be allowed to function here. I would like to place before this august House some specific
instances to show that India has always extended her support to revolutionary freedom movements in Asia and Africa.
In 1949, when Indonesia was fighting for its freedom and when its leader Sukarno was imprisoned for its freedom, it was
the Government of India which gave financial help to the tune of Rs. 5 lakhs initially to open an office in New Delhi styled
‘Azad Indonesian Government’ to do propaganda against the atrocities perpetrated by Holland on Indonesia. Again in
1954, when the Tunisian rebels were fighting against alien rule, we allowed the revolutionary government in exile which
was established, to open an office in New Delhi to propagate the ideals of the exile government.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He must conclude now—last sentence.

Shri B.K. Daschowdhary: I am concluding.

So the time has come for use to revise our policy in regard to Tibet. With these words I support the Resolution and
I hope that this House would do something so that posterity may feel that regarding the Tibet issue we were fooled at
a certain time but we were never to be fooled for all time.

¸ÉÒ Eò. xÉÉ. ÊiÉ´ÉÉ®úÒ (¤ÉäÊiÉªÉÉ): ={ÉÉvªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨Éé <ºÉ ®äúVÉÉä±ªÉÚ¶ÉxÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ! VÉÉä EÖòUô ¸ÉÒ xÉÉlÉ{ÉÉ<Ç +Éè®ú ¸ÉÒ SÉ]õVÉÔ xÉä Eò½þÉ

½èþ, ¨Éé =ºÉ EòÉä nùÉä½þ®úÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ =x½þÉåxÉä VÉÉä EÖòUô Eò½þÉ ¨Éè =ºÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½ÚÆþ +Éè®ú =ºÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ!

b÷É. ®úÉVÉäxpù |ÉºÉÉnù VÉèºÉä ´ªÉÊHò, VÉÉä ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ®úÉ¹]Åõ{ÉÊiÉ ®ú½þ SÉÖEåò ½èþ, VÉ¤É ´É½þÉÆ ºÉä Ê®ú]õÉªÉ®ú ½ÖþB iÉÉä ºÉ¤É ºÉä {É½þ±Éä =x½þÉåxÉä {É]õxÉÉ ¨Éå º]äõ]õ¨Éå]õ ÊnùªÉÉ ÊEò

¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤Éb÷Ò MÉ±ÉiÉÒ ªÉ½þ ½Éä MÉ<Ç ÊEò =ºÉxÉä SÉÉ<xÉÉ EòÒ ºÉÖWÉ®äúx]õÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò >ð{É®ú ̈ ÉÉxÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½èþ ! <ºÉ MÉ±ÉiÉÒ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä EòÉÆOÉäºÉ EòÒ +Éè®ú

ºÉä +Éè®ú ºÉ¦ÉÒ +Éè®ú ºÉä ¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉä ½ÖþB EÖòUô ±ÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò <ºÉ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉvÉÉ ½èþ, ´É½ ¤ÉvÉÉ ½èþ, ªÉ½þ EòxÉÚxÉÒ +b÷SÉxÉ ½èþ, ´É½ EòxÉÚxÉÒ +b÷SÉxÉ ½èþ! ¨Éé {ÉÚUôxÉÉ

SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò +ÉÊJÉ®ú +É{ÉEòÉä CªÉÉ +cSÉxÉ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ? VÉ¤É Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®iÉ Eäò +nÆ® +c÷SÉxÉ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ iÉ¤É +É{É ºÉÆÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉ EòÉ +¨Éåb÷̈ Éå]õ

Eò®ú ±ÉäiÉä ½èþ, iÉ®ú½þ-iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ ºÉÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå Eò®úiÉä ½èþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉ¤É ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉ ´ÉHò +É{É EòÉä ºÉÉ®úÒ +C±É +É VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ! =ºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä

+É{É EÖòUô ¤ÉÉä±ÉiÉä xÉ½þÒ ½èþ! ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ªÉ½þÉÆ BEò Eò½þÉ´ÉiÉ ½èþ VÉÉä ±ÉÆMÉb÷Ò ¤É±ÉÉ®ú ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ ´É½þ PÉ®ú ¨Éå ½þÒ Ê¶ÉEòÉ®ú Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ, ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú Ê¶ÉEòÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ Eò®úiÉÒ ! ªÉ½þÒ

¤ÉÉiÉ ¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖEòVÉÔ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ! VÉ¤É näù¶É Eäò +xnù®ú EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þÉä iÉÉä =xÉ EòÉä ºÉÉ®úÉ ®äú´ÉÉä±ªÉÚ¶ÉxÉ ªÉ½þÉÆ {É®ú ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½èþ--+MÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¤É¡ò®ú

º]äõ]õ ®ú½äþ iÉÉä ´É½þ JÉiÉ®úÉ ½þ̈ É ºÉä nÚù®ú ®ú½äþMÉÉ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ É EòÉä SÉÉÊ½þªÉä ÊEò ½þ̈ É EòÉä¶É¶É Eò®åú ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä ¤É¡ò® º]äõ]õ ®úJÉå-- =ºÉ ´ÉHò nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¦É®ú EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå

=xÉ EòÉä ºÉÚZÉiÉÒ ½èþ! ´É½þ xÉä¶ÉxÉ±É <Æ]õ®úxÉä¶É±É Ê®ú{É®úEÆòºÉåºÉ EòÒ nù±ÉÒ±Éå ±ÉäiÉä ½èþ! ´É½þ Eò½þ ®ú½äþ lÉä ÊEò ÊEòºÉ ®úÉºiÉä ºÉä ½þ̈ É ±ÉÉäMÉ VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ ªÉ½þ =xÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉZÉ

¨Éå xÉ½þÓ +ÉiÉÉ! ´É½þ ÊEòºÉ ®úÉºiÉä ºÉä VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½éþ ªÉ½þ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ +ÉiÉÉ! ½þ̈ É ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÒ ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ¨Éå iÉÉä xÉ½þÓ +ÉiÉÉ <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ÊEò {ÉÒËEòMÉ ®äúÊb÷ªÉÉä

EòÉä =xÉEäò xÉäiÉÉ ¸ÉÒ b÷ÉÆMÉä EòÉä Eò½þiÉä ½èþ ÊEò ®äúxÉäMÉäb÷ ½èþ, nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¦É®ú EòÒ MÉÉ±ÉÒ näùiÉä ½éþ! Eò½þiÉä ½èþ ÊEò ®äú´ÉÉä±ªÉÖ¶ÉÉäxÉ®úÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, ®äú´ÉÉä±ªÉÖ¶ÉÉäxÉ®úÒ ½èþ! BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ Eäò

ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå VÉ¤É ´É½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉä ½èþ iÉÉä ¨Éä®äú ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ¨Éå xÉ½þÓ +ÉiÉÉ ÊEò ®úÊ¶ÉªÉÉ ®äú´ÉÉä±ªÉÖ¶ÉÉäxÉ®úÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ SÉÉ<xÉÉ ®äú´ÉÉä±ªÉÖ¶ÉÉäxÉ®úÒ ½èþ! ÊEòºÉ ¨ÉiÉ EòÉä ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉä ½èþ,

EòÉäÊºÉÊMÉxÉ Eäò ̈ ÉiÉ EòÉä ªÉÉ ̈ ÉÉ+Éä Eäò ̈ ÉiÉ EòÉä? ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú >ð{É®ú JÉiÉ®úÉ ½èþ VÉèºÉä ÊEò xÉÉlÉ {ÉÉ<Ç ºÉÉ½þ¤É xÉä Eò½þÉ ½èþ! SÉÉ<ÇxÉÉ xÉCºÉ±É¤ÉÉb÷Ò iÉEò {É½ÖÆþSÉ Eò®ú |ÉÉä{ÉäMÉäxb÷É

Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½èþ! ªÉ½þ ¨Éé +{ÉxÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ Eò½þ ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ, ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä ½þÒ xÉ½þÓ Eò½þÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ¤ÉÎ±Eò ®úÊ¶ÉªÉxÉ ¥ÉÉb÷EòÉº]õ ºÉä ªÉ½þ ÊºÉvnù ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ!

=xÉ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ Eò½þÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ ÊVÉiÉxÉä ¶ÉEò +Éè®ú ¶ÉÖ¤É½þÉiÉ lÉä ´É½þ ºÉ¤É Eäò ºÉ¤É ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú `öÒEò ÊxÉEò±Éä +Éè®ú =xÉEòÉä ®úÊ¶ÉªÉxÉ ¥ÉÉb÷EòÉº]õ º{ÉÉä]Çõ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ!

¦ÉÚ]õÉxÉ +Éè®ú ÊºÉÎCEò¨É EòÉä +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉäbÇ÷®ú {É®ú xÉCºÉ±É ¤ÉÉb÷Ò iÉlÉÉ nÚùºÉ®úÒ ºÉ¦ÉÒ VÉMÉ½þÉå {É®ú SÉÒxÉ ºÉä JÉiÉ®úÉ ½èþ! ±Éä]äõº]õ VÉÉä |ÉäºÉ Ê®ú{ÉÉä]Çõ ½èþ =ºÉEòÉä

¨Éé ¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ SÉÒxÉ xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä xÉä{ÉÉ±É ¨Éå EòÉäb÷É±ÉÒ iÉEò ºÉb÷Eò ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç ½èþ =ºÉºÉä xÉä{ÉÉ±É EòÉä EòÉä<Ç ¨Énùnù xÉ½þÓ Ê¨É±ÉÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú =ºÉEòÉä ¤ÉxÉÉEò®ú BEò iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä

JÉiÉ®úÉ {ÉènùÉ Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ! =ºÉxÉä +{ÉxÉÉ ºÉÉ®úÉ |ÉÉä{ÉäMÉäxb÷É {É½ÖÆþSÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ®úÉºiÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½èþ! ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ Ê®ú{ÉÉä]Çõ ½èþ +É`ö nùºÉ ]õxÉ EòÒ MÉÉÊb÷ªÉÉÆ xÉ½þÓ ¤ÉÎ±Eò

ºÉÉ`ö ºÉÉ`ö ]õxÉ iÉEò EòÒ MÉÉÊb÷ªÉÉÆ SÉ±ÉxÉä ±ÉÉªÉEò {ÉÖ±É ¤ÉxÉÉ ÊnùªÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ! ªÉ½þ ÊEòºÉÒ ¤ÉÖVÉÖÇ+É |ÉäºÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ̈ Éå xÉ½þÓ ¤ÉiÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ! ªÉ½þ ®úÊ¶ÉªÉxÉ |ÉäºÉ +Éè®ú ®úÊ¶ÉªÉxÉ

¥ÉÉb÷EòÉº]õ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¨Éå +É{ÉEòÉä ¤ÉiÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ!

¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ ®úIÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ªÉ½þ +´É¶ªÉEò ½èþ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ½þÉä nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÒ ¨Énùnù EòÒ VÉÉB, ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉÉlÉ

{Éä¶É +ÉiÉä ½èþ =ºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ½þ̈ É =xÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ {Éä¶É +ÉB! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä ¤É¡ò®ú º]äõ]õ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ÊVÉiÉxÉÒ iÉÉEòiÉ ½þÉä ºÉEäò, ½þ̈ É ±ÉMÉÉªÉå!
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Shri R.K. Amin (Dhandhuka): I rise to support this resolution, and I am sorry that I am unable to describe it, as Prof.
Mukerjee did, as a perverse and a mischievous resolution.

Before I give my arguments in order to support this resolution. I would request this House to have the temper of
yesterday evening. You wanted to correct your mistakes yesterday, and my communists as well as other friends were one
at that time. I can say the amount of heat we generated at that time did not deserve the magnitude of the problem,
because you just do not draw a sword to kill an ant.

Here is a case where you committed a mistake in 1954. It is time, the right time, to correct our mistake and to
generate that much of heat as you generated yesterday. I especially request the hon. Minister to show the same temper
as Mr. Chavan showed yesterday to correct his mistake.

I do not want to support this resolution just by going into its history, but I would like to say that by establishing such
a Government over here, or by accepting this resolution, you are killing several birds at one stroke. First, you are
satisfying yourself that you are supporting justice and human rights.

I am not asking this country to support human rights in South America, but here is a country which is your
neighbour. You have a cultural obligation towards that country, you have associations of thousands and thousands of
years with them. There does not seem to be any risk in supporting Tibet, but even if you are taking a risk, it is worthwhile
taking it. Finally, on humanitarian grounds I would request the hon. Foreign Minister to take this risk.

Secondly, assuming for the time being that you establish such a government here, what will be the implications, you
ask yourself. Remember that China which is interfering your affairs, irritating your time and again will now feel that India
has started a game. Attack is the best policy of defence. Defending yourself within your territory is sometimes wrong. It
is time for us to attack China, in the sense of creating a situation where China might feel that India might attack them,
and in that situation probably a balance will come in the thinking of China. Otherwise, so long as you are confining
yourself to your own territory, China will find it very convenient to come to Naxalbari sometimes, to Mizo sometimes,
to Nagaland sometimes and to Aksai Chin sometimes, and keep you under tension all the while. Why not keep China
under tension by creating Government of Tibet over here?

It will serve also a third purpose. If we have a Government of Tibet over here, it will be convenient to create
international opinion in favour of Tibet and to put China in the wrong box. From time to time you can create that
atmosphere and a time might come when China is a house divided against itself.

You can accompany Tibet at that time and correct your mistake which was your mistake in 1954. Its is not, I say, too
late or too hard. I would conclude with this sentence. Sir, I would say to our Foreign Minster: if you are really convinced
that it was a mistake in 1954, it is never too late to correct our mistake. I am sure that the same temper could be shown
today on this issue, you have drawn out the sword in order to kill a giant or to do a courageous thing.

b÷ÉÆ. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ (EòzÉÉèVÉ): +ÉSÉÉªÉÇ Ê½þ®äúxÉ ¨ÉÖEòVÉÔ xÉä +ÉSÉÉªÉÇ EÞò{É±ÉÉxÉÒ EòÉä iÉÉxÉÉ ¨ÉÉ®úÉ ÊEò ´É½þ ¤ÉÒºÉ ¤É®úºÉ {ÉÖ®úÉxÉä {Éb÷ MÉB ½èþ VÉ¤É =x½þÉåxÉä

ªÉ½þ iÉÉxÉÉ ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ iÉÉä ̈ Éä®äú ̈ ÉxÉ ̈ Éå +ÉªÉÉ ÊEò =xÉEòÒ nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ +ÉVÉ ½þÒ VÉ¨É MÉ<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú ́ É½þ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉä ½èþ ÊEò =ºÉ ́ ÉHò EòÒ GòÉÎxiÉ +ÉÊJÉ®úÒ GòÉÎxiÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú +¤É

+ÉMÉä EòÉä<Ç GòÉÎxiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ½èþ! ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {É½þ±Éä ¨Éé +ÉSÉÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÖEòVÉÔ EòÉä ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ---

BEò ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ: +ÉSÉÉªÉÇ Eò¤É ºÉä ¤ÉxÉ MÉB?

b÷ÉÆ. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: Ê´ÉtÉÉlÉÔ Ê½þ®äúxÉ ¨ÉÖEòVÉÔ Eò½ÚÆþ?

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä : |ÉÉä¡äòºÉ®ú ¨ÉÖEòVÉÔ!

b÷ÉÆ. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: ªÉ½þ +ÉÊJÉ®úÒ GòÉÎxiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ, +¦ÉÒ +Éè®ú +ÉxÉäEòÉå GòÉÎxiÉªÉÉÆ ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä xÉ VÉÉxÉä +Éè®ú ÊEòiÉxÉä ¨ÉVÉä

näùJÉxÉä ½èþ! =xÉ¨Éå ¶ÉÉªÉnù BEò ̈ ÉWÉÉ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ näùJÉxÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò VÉÉä EÖòUô SÉÒxÉ xÉä +{ÉxÉä Ê{ÉUô±Éä EÖòUô nùÉä SÉÉ®ú ºÉÉè ¤É®úºÉÉå ̈ Éå Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ Eäò Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú WÉ¨ÉÉxÉä ̈ Éå ½þb÷{ÉÉ

½èþ ´É½þ =ºÉEòÉä ÊxÉMÉ±ÉxÉÉ {Ébä÷! ÊxÉMÉ±ÉxÉÉ <ºÉÊ±ÉB xÉ½þÓ {Ébä÷ ÊEò Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ±Éä ±Éä ¤ÉÎ±Eò <ºÉÊ±ÉB ÊEò ´É½þ +ÉWÉÉnù ½þÉä VÉÉB! GòÉÎxiÉªÉÉÆ +¦ÉÒ ¤É½ÖþiÉ ½þÉäxÉä

´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ½èþ!
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BEò ¤ÉÉiÉ VÉ°ü®ú ºÉÉ¡ò ¨Éé Eò½þ näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò VÉÉä EÖòUô ¦ÉÒ ¨Éé ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ={É®ú ¤ÉÉä±ÉÚÆ iÉÉä EòÉä<Ç BàºÉÉ xÉ ºÉ¨ÉZÉä ÊEò ¨Éé ªÉÖvnù +lÉ´ÉÉ ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ EòÒ

¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ! WÉ¯û®úÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò Eäò´É±É <x½þÓ nùÉä +´ÉÎºlÉªÉÉå EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½þÉä! ̈ Éé ªÉÖvnù xÉ½þÓ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ SÉÒxÉ ºÉä! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ =ºÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÉlÉ ̈ Éé VÉ¤É iÉEò SÉÒxÉ

ºÉÖvÉ®úiÉÉ xÉ½þÓ iÉ¤É iÉEò =xÉºÉä ¶ÉÉÎxiÉ ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ!<ºÉÊ±ÉB +¦ÉÒ ½þ̈ ÉEòÉä BEò iÉÒºÉ®äú nùÉè®ú ¨Éå ºÉä MÉÖVÉ®úxÉÉ ½èþ VÉ¤É ½þ̈ ÉEòÉä +{ÉxÉÉ ¨ÉiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ ½èþ, ½þ̈ ÉEòÉä

+{ÉxÉÒ xÉÒÊiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÒ ½èþ, =ºÉEòÉä nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ¨Éå ¡èò±ÉÉxÉÉ ½èþ, +{ÉxÉÒ ºÉÆEò±{É ¶ÉÊHò EòÉä ¨ÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ Eò®úxÉÉ ½èþ! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå ºÉÆEò±{É ¶ÉÊHò JÉÉ±ÉÒ BEò ½þÉä

ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +ÉWÉÉnù {É½þ±Éä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú +ÉMÉä ¦ÉÒ ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä!

¨Éé Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉèEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ®äúJÉÉ EòÉä +{ÉxÉÒ º´ÉÒEÞòÊiÉ xÉ½þÓ näù ºÉEòiÉÉ! ¨ÉäxÉä Eò¦ÉÒ nùÒ ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ +Éè®ú xÉ näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ! <ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ ¨Éå +EòºÉ®ú Eò½þÉ MÉªÉÉ

½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ ¨ÉèEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ®äúJÉÉ EòÉä xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¨ÉèEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ®äúJÉÉ EòÒ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÉ iÉÉä ½þ̈ Éä¶ÉÉ VÉ{ÉÉ Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ! BEò ¤ÉÉiÉ ¨Éé ºÉÉ¡ò Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ

½ÚÆþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ +Éè®ú +ÉWÉÉnù ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ®äúJÉÉ ̈ ÉèEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ®äúJÉÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ̈ ÉèEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ®äúJÉÉ Eò¦ÉÒ xÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ! +MÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

Eò¦ÉÒ +ÉWÉÉnù ½Öþ+É iÉÉä ¨ÉèEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ®äúJÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ!

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå +MÉ®ú Eò½þÓ ÊEòºÉÒ EòÉä b÷®ú ½þÉä ÊEò ½þ̈ É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ =`öÉªÉåMÉä iÉÉä SÉÒxÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ =`öÉ nåùMÉä.........

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: =`öÉ SÉÖEäò ½èþ SÉÒxÉÒ!

b÷ÉÆ. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: ªÉ½þÉÆ Eäò SÉÒxÉÒ =`öÉ SÉÖEäò ½èþ iÉÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ Eäò Eò¦ÉÒ =xÉ °üÊºÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¦ÉÒ =`öÉxÉÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ ÊVÉx½åþ {ÉiÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEò °üÊºÉ +ÉMÉä CªÉÉ Eò½þxÉä

´ÉÉ±Éä ½éþ! VÉÉä =`öÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ½éþ =xÉºÉä ¨Éé SÉÉ½ÖÆþMÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +Éè®ú Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ EòÉä

+MÉ®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ={É¨ÉÉ näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þÉä iÉÉä SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú ÊºÉÊEòªÉÉÆMÉ EòÉ ̈ ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ½èþ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ ̈ ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ <ÆÎM±ÉºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ̈ ÉÉ±É]õÉ EòÉ ̈ ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ

½èþ! ªÉ½þ iÉ¤É ¨Éé Eò½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ VÉ¤É EòÉä<Ç =nù½þÉ®úhÉ +Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç ={É¨ÉÉ näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þÉä! ¨Éé SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò Ê´ÉVÉªÉ ±ÉIÉ¨ÉÒ {ÉÆÊb÷iÉ VÉÒ <ºÉEäò ={É®ú ½þÉÆ ªÉÉ xÉ Eò½þ

näù! Ê¤É±EÖò±É <ÆÎM±ÉºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ¨ÉÉ±É]õÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ½èþ!

+ÉVÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É ¨Éå ½èþ! ¨Éé <ºÉ ¨ÉÉèEäò {É®ú EòÉä<Ç Eòb÷É ¶É¤nù xÉ½þÓ Eò½þxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ, CªÉÉåÊEò +ÉVÉ ¨Éé SÉÉMÉ±ÉÉ ºÉÉ½þ¤É EòÉä ÊSÉføÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ

SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ! ´ÉèºÉä ¨Éé +ÉVÉ ªÉ½þÉÆ +ÉiÉÉ ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ, CªÉÉåÊEò ¨Éä®úÉ ¶É®úÒ®ú +SUôÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! Eò±É {É®úºÉÉå Uô¤¤ÉÒºÉ ºÉiÉÉ<ÇºÉ ¤É®úºÉ EòÉ BEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±Éb÷EòÉ, ±ÉÉäb÷Ò

MªÉä±ÉiºÉäxÉ ¨Éä®äú {ÉÉºÉ +ÉªÉÉ! ´É½þ BEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +JÉ¤ÉÉ®ú EòÉ ºÉ¨{ÉÉnùEò ½èþ! ´É½þ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ VÉÒ ºÉä Ê¨É±ÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ lÉÉ! =ºÉxÉä ¤Éb÷Ò =iºÉÖEòiÉÉ

ºÉä ¨ÉÖZÉºÉä JÉÉ±ÉÒ BEò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É {ÉÚUôÉ, ''CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eò¦ÉÒ +ÉWÉÉnù ½þÉäMÉÉ?'' =iºÉÖEòiÉÉ +Éè®ú Ênù±É ¨Éå EòºÉEò! +ÉVÉ VÉ¤É ¨Éé ¸ÉÒ ®úhÉvÉÒ®ú ËºÉ½þ EòÉä ºÉÖxÉ ®ú½þÉ

lÉÉ, iÉÉä ¨ÉèxÉä ºÉÉäSÉÉ ÊEò Eò½þÓ ¨Éä®äú Ênù±É ¨Éå iÉÉEòiÉ ½þÉäiÉÒ, iÉÉä ¨Éé =ºÉEòÉä iÉÉEòiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näùiÉÉ! ¨Éé ¦ÉÒ Eò¦ÉÒ {ÉSSÉÒºÉ Uô¤¤ÉÒºÉ ¤É®úºÉ EòÉ lÉÉ! ¨Éé ¦ÉÒ

Eò¦ÉÒ +{ÉxÉä näù¶É EòÒ +ÉWÉÉnùÒ Eäò Ê±ÉB EòºÉEò Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÉä±ÉÉ Eò®úiÉÉ lÉÉ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¨ÉÖZÉ ¨Éå iÉÉEòiÉ WªÉÉnùÉ lÉÒ, CªÉÉåÊEò +ÉÊJÉ®ú ½þ̈ É iÉÒºÉ, {ÉéÊiÉºÉ Eò®úÉäb÷

lÉä! ̈ Éé Eò¦ÉÒ ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÓ {ÉÚUôÉ Eò®úiÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò CªÉÉ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ +ÉWÉÉnù ½þÉäMÉÉ ªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉ¤É ±ÉÉäÊb÷ MªÉä±ÉiºÉäxÉ xÉä ̈ ÉÖZÉä {ÉÚUôÉ ÊEò CªÉÉ Eò¦ÉÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +ÉWÉÉnù

½þÉäMÉÉ, iÉÉä lÉÉäb÷Ò näù®ú Eäò Ê±ÉB ¨ÉÖZÉä =nùÉºÉ ½þÉä VÉÉxÉÉ {Éb÷É! =nùÉºÉ ½þÉäEò®ú JÉÉ±ÉÒ ªÉ½þ Eò½þÉ EòÒ +MÉ®ú nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ EòÉä iÉ®úCEòÒ Eò®úxÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú +ÉWÉÉnùÒ Eäò ®úÉºiÉä

VÉÉxÉÉ ½èþ, iÉÉä ¨ÉÖZÉä BàºÉÉ ±ÉMÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ +ÉWÉÉnù ½þÉäMÉÉ!

¨ÉèxÉä =ºÉEòÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ +±ÉMÉ ½èþ ÊEò +ÉVÉ SÉÒxÉÒ ªÉ½þ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½éþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ VÉÉÊiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ JÉÚxÉ EòÉ Ê¨É¸ÉhÉ Eò®úEäò =ºÉEòÉ

xÉÉ¨ÉÉäÊxÉ¶ÉÉxÉ iÉEò Ê¨É]õÉ nåù, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Ê¡ò®ú ¦ÉÒ =xÉEòÉä ½þWÉÉ®ú EòÉäÊ¶É¶ÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚnù BEò BàºÉÒ xÉ<Ç VÉÉÊiÉ {ÉènùÉ ½þÉäMÉÒ, VÉÉä SÉÒxÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäMÉÒ +Éè®ú ̈ ÉÖZÉä BàºÉÉ ±ÉMÉiÉÉ

½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ´É½þ VÉxÉiÉÉ = ä̀öMÉÒ +Éè®ú +ÉWÉÉnù ½þÉäMÉÒ! VÉèºÉä, ¨Éé JÉÖnù näùJÉEò®ú +ÉªÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ¨ÉèÎCºÉEòÉä ¨Éå ¤ÉºÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä EòÉä<Ç º{ÉèxÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, ´É½þ Ênù̈ ÉÉMÉÒ

iÉÉè®ú {É®ú ¦ÉÒ º{ÉäxÉ Eäò +vÉÒxÉ xÉ½þÓ ½éþ +Éè®ú Eò<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉÉå ¨Éå º{ÉäxÉ EòÒ ÊxÉxnùÉ Eò®úiÉä ½èþ!

=ºÉ ́ ÉHò ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ =ºÉ ±Éb÷Eäò EòÉä ¤É½ÖþiÉ iÉÉEòiÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ xÉ½þÓ Eò½þ {ÉÉªÉÉ----+ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ xÉ½þÓ Eò½þ {ÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ̈ Éé BEò ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÉ¡ò Eò®ú näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ

½ÚÆþ! VÉÉä Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ Ê{ÉUô±Éä BEò ½þWÉÉ®ú ¤É®úºÉ ºÉä Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú ®ú½þÉ ½èþ, ÊVÉºÉEòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉªÉå xÉ¹]õ ½þÉäiÉÒ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ, ´É½þ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ +MÉ®ú Eò¦ÉÒ ¨ÉWÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ½Öþ+É---+ÉVÉ xÉ½þÓ

iÉÉä +MÉ±Éä nùºÉ, {ÉÆpùÉ½þ, ¤ÉÒºÉ {ÉSÉÉºÉ---¤É®úºÉ ¨Éå iÉÉä =ºÉEòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉªÉå EòÉèxÉ ºÉÒ ½þÉäMÉÒ? Ê{ÉUô±Éä ½þWÉÉ®ú ¤É®úºÉ ºÉä VÉÉä ºÉÒ¨ÉÉªÉå ¤ÉiÉÉ<Ç VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ-- +ÆOÉäWÉÒ WÉ¨ÉÉxÉä EòÒ

ºÉÒ¨ÉÉªÉå, +¡òMÉÉxÉ WÉ¨ÉÉxÉä EòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉªÉå--- VÉ¤É ̈ Éé +¡òMÉÉxÉ Eò½þ ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ, iÉÉä ̈ Éä®úÉ ̈ ÉiÉ±É¤É {É ö̀ÉxÉ xÉ½þÓ, ¤ÉÎ±Eò xÉÉÊnù®ú ¶ÉÉ½þ ́ ÉMÉè®ú½þ ºÉä ½èþ-- ̈ ÉÖMÉ±É WÉ¨ÉÉxÉä EòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉªÉå,

ªÉ½þ ºÉ¤É BàºÉä WÉ¨ÉÉxÉä EòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉªÉå ½éþ,VÉ¤É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú ®ú½þÉ ½èþ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ Eò¦ÉÒ BàºÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ́ ÉHò +É ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ, VÉ¤É ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ̈ ÉWÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ½þÉä +Éè®ú =ºÉ ́ ÉHò Eäò Ê±ÉB

¨Éé +É{ÉEòÉä |ÉÉSÉÒxÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ +ÉÊJÉ®úÒ ®úÉVÉvÉÉxÉÒ, EòzÉÉäWÉ Eäò +ÊJÉ®úÒ EòÊ´É, ®úÉVÉ ®úVÉä¶É´É®ú EòÒ ''SÉGò´ÉiÉÔ ®úÉVªÉ'' EòÒ ªÉ½þ {ÉÊ®ú¦ÉÉ¹ÉÉ ºÉÖxÉÉ näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ!

Ê¤ÉxnÖùºÉÉ®ú ºÉä ±ÉäEò®ú EòxªÉÉ EÖò¨ÉÉ®úÒ iÉEò VÉÉä ®úÉVªÉ ½þÉä, ´É½þ SÉGò´ÉiÉÔ ®úÉVªÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú Ê¤ÉxnÖùºÉÉ®ú EòÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É ½èþ ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú!
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Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ªÉ½þ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉªÉå ÊVÉºÉ ºÉÎxvÉ Eäò uùÉ®úÉ ÊxÉvÉÉÇÊ®úiÉ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ, ½þ̈ ÉxÉä =ºÉÒ ºÉÎxvÉ EòÉä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ®úJÉxÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú =ºÉÒ EòÉä º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®úxÉÉ ½èþ, =xÉ

ºÉÎxvÉªÉÉå EòÉä xÉ½þÓ, ÊVÉxÉEòÉ ÊSÉjÉ EÖòUô ±ÉÉäMÉ <vÉ®ú =vÉ®ú EòÒ nùÉä SÉÉ®ú ÊEòiÉÉ¤Éå {Éfø Eò®ú ÊEòªÉÉ Eò®úiÉä ½èþ! ́ É½þ Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ºÉÎxvÉªÉÉÆ ½èþ! ¶ÉÊHò¶ÉÉ±ÉÒ

Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÒ ºÉÎxvÉ Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú <ºÉ näù¶É EòÒ ÊºÉ¨ÉÉªÉå Ê¤ÉxnÖùºÉÉ®ú ºÉä ±ÉäEò®ú EòxªÉÉEÖò¨ÉÉ®úÒ iÉEò ½èþ +Éè®ú Ê¤ÉxnÖùºÉÉ®ú EòÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É ½èþ Eèò±ÉÉ¶É ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú,

{ÉÚ́ ÉḈ ÉÊ½þxÉÒ ¥¨½þÉ{ÉÖjÉ! <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ̈ Éå <ºÉ ́ ÉHò Eäò ́ Éä ºÉ¤É =nùÉ½þ®úhÉ xÉ½þÓ näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ, VÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ªÉÉ Eò¶¨ÉÒ®ú Eäò Eò<Ç +¡òºÉ®úÉå xÉä ̈ ÉÖZÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉä ½èþ, CªÉÉåÊEò

=ºÉ¨Éå ´ÉHò ±ÉMÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ¶ÉÊHò¶ÉÉ±ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ =kÉ®ú ¨Éå VÉÉä ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ --- ¶ÉÉªÉnù =ºÉ ´ÉHò SÉÒxÉ xÉ ®ú½þÉ ½þÉä, ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ªÉÉ-- ´É½þ Eèò±ÉÉ¶É

¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú iÉEò lÉÒ!

+MÉ®ú ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ +xiÉ®úÉÇ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ EòÉ ¯ûJÉ ±ÉäiÉä ½éþ, iÉ¤É iÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä ºÉ¨{ÉÚhÉÇ +ÉWÉÉnù ½þÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! +MÉ®ú ´É½þ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ EòÉ {É½þ±ÉÚ ±ÉäiÉä ½èþ,iÉÉä

¨Éé ¤ÉÒSÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¤ÉiÉÉ näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ +Éè®ú ´É½þ ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Eèò±ÉÉ¶É ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú +Éè®ú {ÉÚ́ ÉḈ ÉÉÊ½þxÉÒ ¥¨½þÉ{ÉÖjÉ ½þÒ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ!

+ÉVÉ ºÉä EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉèEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ®äúJÉÉ EòÉ xÉÉ¨É xÉ ±Éä! ´É½þ Eäò´É±É vÉÉÌ¨ÉEò ºlÉÉxÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, Eäò´É±É vÉÉÌ¨ÉEò +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ¤ÉÎ±Eò ´É½þ

®úÉVÉEòÒªÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ½èþ! <ºÉÊ±ÉB +MÉ®ú ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ Eò¦ÉÒ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå VÉÉªÉä, iÉÉä ´É½þ ´É½þÉÆ ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÒªÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ Eò®åú! Ê¡òWÉÚ±É

½èþ SÉÒÊxÉªÉÉå ºÉä ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÒªÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úxÉÉ CªÉÉ ´Éä SÉÒxÉÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÒªÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú nåùMÉä,VÉÉä +{ÉxÉä PÉ®ú Eäò +xnù®ú ½þÒ ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÒªÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÉ

ªÉ½þ ½þÉ±É ¤ÉxÉÉªÉä ½ÖþB ½èþ ÊEò ªÉ½þÒ {ÉiÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ EòÉ ®úÉ¹]Åõ{ÉÊiÉ EòÉèxÉ ½èþ, ±ÉÖ ¶ÉÉ+Éä-SÉÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ +Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç ½èþ ´É½þ ¤ÉäSÉÉ®úÉ {ÉÒËEòMÉ ¨Éå ½èþ +Éè®ú =ºÉEòÒ

¤ÉÒ´ÉÒ ¶ÉÆPÉÉ<Ç ̈ Éå ½èþ! CªÉÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ BàºÉä ±ÉÉäMÉÉå ºÉä ̈ ÉÉxÉ´ÉÒªÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®åúMÉä? xÉ½þÓ ! ̈ Éé SÉÉMÉ±ÉÉ ºÉÉ½þ¤É ºÉä ªÉ½þ +xÉÖ®úÉävÉ Eò°ÆüMÉÉ ÊEò ́ É½þ ºÉÆªÉÖHò

®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå VÉÉ Eò®ú Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÒªÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ Eò®åú!

´É½þ ´É½þÉÆ {É®ú VÉÉEò®ú ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®åú +xiÉ®úÉÇ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ Eäò +ÉvÉÉ®ú {É®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¨{ÉÚhÉÇ +ÉWÉÉnùÒ EòÒ, ®úÉVÉEòÒªÉ +ÉWÉÉnùÒ EòÒ! +Éè®ú +MÉ®ú ´É½þ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉ

+ÉvÉÉ®ú ±ÉäxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½þÉäa] iÉÉä ¨Éé BEò ¤ÉÒSÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ÊxÉEòÉ±ÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ! ¶ÉÉªÉnù ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Ê¡ò±É½þÉ±É ´ÉCiÉÒ iÉÉè®ú {É®ú, ªÉ½þ {ÉÚ́ ÉḈ ÉÊ½þxÉÒ

¥É¨½þÉ{ÉÖjÉ ®ú½äþ! ̈ Éé ºÉ±ÉÉ½þ näùxÉÉ SÉÉ½Ú¡þMÉÉ ÊEò iÉ¤É VÉÉä nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ +ÉVÉ Eò®úÒ¤É--Eò®úÒ¤É ¶É®úhÉ ̈ Éå iÉÉä xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, VÉÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ MÉÉfø ºÉä ÊnùªÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ, =xÉEòÉä <ºÉ xÉä{ÉÉ±É

+Éè®ú ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ Eäò <±ÉÉEäò ¨Éå BEò º´ÉÉiÉÆjÉ ®úÉVÉÉ --- BàºÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEò ´É½þ Ê¤É±EÖò±É BEò ÊxÉ®ÆúEÖò¶É ®úÉVÉÉ ¤ÉxÉä ¤ÉÎ±Eò BEò ºÉǼ ÉèvÉÉÊxÉEò ®úÉVÉÉ---- Eäò

°ü{É ¨Éå Ê¤É`öÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ!

¨Éä®äú {ÉÉºÉ BEò xÉC¶ÉÉ ½èþ, VÉÉä Eò®úÒ¤É nùºÉ ½þWÉÉ®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ PÉ®úÉå Eäò +xnù®ú {É½ÖÆþSÉ SÉÖEòÉ ½èþ! ={ÉÉvªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ̈ Éé +É{É EòÉä <ºÉEòÒ BEò |ÉÊiÉ nÚÆùMÉÉ +Éè®ú

+MÉ®ú +É{É EòÒ <VÉÉWÉiÉ ½þÉä, iÉÉä +É{É <ºÉ xÉC¶Éä EòÉä ºÉnùxÉ Eäò {É]õ±É {É®ú ®úJÉ nùÒÊVÉªÉäMÉÉ! <ºÉ xÉC¶Éä EòÉ ¶ÉÒ¹ÉÇEò ½èþ ''ªÉÉ +ÉWÉÉnù ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ªÉÉ Eèò±ÉÉ¶É

¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú ''-----ªÉÉ iÉÉä +xiÉ®úÉÇ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ Eäò Ê½þºÉÉ¤É ºÉä +ÉWÉÉnù ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +Éè®ú ªÉÉ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ Eäò Ê½þºÉÉ¤É ºÉä Eèò±ÉÉ¶É ̈ ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú! ̈ Éé <ºÉ xÉC¶Éä ºÉä BEò ́ ÉÉCªÉ

+É{É EòÉä {Éfø Eò®ú ºÉÖxÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ!

''ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ {ÉÚ®úÉ +ÉWÉÉnù ½èþ +Éè®ú ®ú½þxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ Ê½þººÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! BEò,¦ÉÉ¹ÉÉ; nÚùºÉ®äú, Ê±ÉJÉÉ´É]õ; iÉÒºÉ®äú,WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ EòÉ fø±ÉÉ´É; SÉÉèlÉä, ®ú½þxÉ

ºÉ½þxÉ; {ÉÉÆSÉ´Éä, vÉ¨ÉÇ; Uô]äõ, <ÊiÉ½þÉºÉ; ºÉÉiÉ´Éå ±ÉÉäEò-<SUôÉ Eäò EòÉ®úhÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +Éè®ú Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ¦ÉÉ<Ç ½èþ! ªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +ÉWÉÉnù ½þÉä, xÉ½þÓ iÉÉä Eèò±ÉÉ¶É ̈ ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú

Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ¨Éå Ê¨É±Éå!''

WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ Eäò fø±ÉÉ´É Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ̈ Éå ̈ ÉèEò¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ®äúJÉÉ EòÒ VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉå Eò½þÓ MÉ<Ç ½èþ, ́ Éä Ê¤É±EÖò±É Ê¨ÉlªÉÉ ½èþ, CªÉÉåÊEò WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ EòÉ fø±ÉÉ´É ËºÉvÉÚ xÉnùÒ, MÉÆMÉÉ xÉnùÒ +Éè®ú

¥É¨½þÉ{ÉÖjÉ xÉnùÒ ºÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ! WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ EòÉ fø±ÉÉ´É Eèò±ÉÉ¶É ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú ½èþ!

+Éè®ú ±ÉÉäEò-<SUôÉ iÉÉä Ê¤É±EÖò±É ºÉÉ¡ò ½èþ! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ Uô¤¤ÉÒºÉ, ºÉkÉÉ<ÇºÉ ¤É®úºÉ EòÉ ±Éb÷EòÉ ±ÉÉäb÷Ò MªÉä±ÉiºÉäxÉ, VÉÉä Eò±É-{É®úºÉÉå ¨Éä®äú {ÉÉºÉ +ÉªÉÉ lÉÉ,

<ºÉ ºÉnùxÉ EòÉä VÉèºÉä ±Éb÷Eäò Eäò Ênù±É EòÉä iÉºÉ±±ÉÒ näùxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä EòÉä<Ç xÉ EòÉä<Ç EòÉ¨É Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ ªÉ½þ ªÉÉnù ®úJÉå ÊEò VÉ¤É ¨Éé Uô¤¤ÉÒºÉ EòÉ

lÉÉ, iÉÉä ¨Éä®äú {ÉÒUäô iÉÉEòiÉ lÉÒ, iÉÒºÉ {ÉåiÉÒºÉ Eò®úÉäb÷ Eäò iÉÉEòiÉ lÉÒ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ =ºÉ ¤ÉäSÉÉ®äú Eäò {ÉÒUäô iÉÉä JÉÉ±ÉÒ {ÉSÉÉºÉ ±ÉÉJÉ ½èþ! ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ ºÉä ¨Éä®úÒ <iÉxÉÒ ½þÒ

|ÉÉlÉxÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näùiÉä ´ÉHò WÉ®úÉ =ºÉ ±Éb÷Eäò EòÉä ªÉÉnù ®úJÉå!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The hon. Member may hand it over to the Table office, as laid down in the procedure. It is not laid
on the Table of the House. Now, Shri Chagla.

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla): Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, there is one feeling which has risen
above party conflicts and party differences, and that is our great and deep sympathy for the sufferings of the people of



INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES 269

Tibet. Sir, I have had the privilege of knowing Dalai Lama for a long time and I have heard from his own lips the agony of
his people, the tyranny, the oppression, the cruelty with which an ancient culture is being ought to be wiped out. But,
with all the sympathy that I have and I share it with practically everybody in this House, we must not forget to be
realistic. And I would appeal to the House to bear in mind the important distinction between the political status of Tibet
and the people of Tibet. .

As far as the people of Tibet are concerned, I agree with what my hon. Friend, Shri Chatterjee has stated, because
that is the finding of an important judicial body, a body that was manned by eminent judges from all over the world. That
body came to the conclusion that Tibet is indulging in, what he called, religious genocide.

An hon. Member: China

Shri M.C. Chagla: I am sorry, China. China is indulging in religious genocide. I will go further. China is indulging in
cultural genocide. You can kill the soul of a man or the soul of a people without being guilty of genocide in the ordinary
sense of the term, namely, exterminating people, but you uproot the tradition, the history and the culture of the people
and, according to the evidence laid before this body, as Shri Chatterjee has stated, this is what is happening. Now, the
question is; what do we do?

Shri Piloo Mody (Godhra): Recognize them.

Shri M.C. Chagla: I can quite understand the House telling me what is the use of sympathy when we cannot do
something.

Shri Piloo Mody: Just give them 10 guns with your own hand as a gesture.

Shri M.C. Chagla: May I say that, as far as the people of Tibet are concerned, we have done everything, through the
United Nations, to raise our voice of protest against what is happening there. The resolution with regard to human
rights, to which the people of Tibet are entitled, as any other people in the world, has been passed, supported by this
country. You may say that the United Nations has not been able to go beyond that. There are many resolutions on the
file of the United Nations that have not been able to go beyond that. There are many resolutions on the file of the
United Nations which have remained un-enforced, unimplemented. Take the resolution on South Africa. The United
Nations has solemnly passed a resolution that no country shall trade or do business or have commerce with South
Africa, and yet how many countries today are flouting that resolution? We are loyal to it. But I say that a majority of the
members prefer filthy lucre to loyalty to that institution. But the fact remains that the world body has condemned China
for a very serious offence, namely, that she has trampled upon the human rights, the inalienable rights of the people of
Tibet. Whatever more can be only done through the United Nations.

Shri R.K. Amin: Why not by India?

M.C. Chagla: I am coming to that.

When the Dalai Lama came to this country, we welcomed him; we honored him, we respected him; we said, “You are
our respected guest, you can stay in our country as long as you like.” Thousands of refugees came here—then one young
man asked of Dr. Lohia. “When will my country be free?”. Many Tibetans have asked that question. As Minister of
Education had a great deal to do with Tibetan institutions—Tibetan schools and hostels—and I know what is it  mean
to be driven out of your country. You have passion for your country and you want your country to be free.

But the question is: How do we help the Dalai Lama? It is curious that the Dalai Lama himself has never asked the
Government of India …(Interruptions).

Shri Piloo Mody: Too much of a gentleman.

Shri M.C. Chagla: The Dalai Lama himself has never asked the Government of India that he should be
recognized…(Interruption).

¸ÉÒ ®ú¤ÉÒ ®úÉªÉ ({ÉÚ®úÒ) : ½þ̈ É ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉä +{ÉxÉÉ ¡òWÉÇ +nùÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB, +{ÉxÉÉ EòiÉḈ ªÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä!

Shri Nath Pai: Shall we get him to ask you? Within 24 hours he will do that.
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Shri M.C. Chagla: The Dalai Lama himself has never asked us that he should be recognized…(Interruption)

Shri M.R. Masani (Rajkot): He knew that the answer would be.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: +É{ÉxÉä +É¡ò®ú ÊEòªÉÉ?

Shri J.B. Kripalani: May I say that the Dalai Lama may not have asked the Government but they have a wish which they
have expressed to many people?

Shri M.C. Chagla: I know what the Dalai Lama wanted. He wanted a resolution to be passed in the United Nations
which will go further than the resolutions that we have been passing in two or three sessions.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: +É{ÉºÉä WªÉÉnùÉ EÖòUô xÉ½þÓ Ê¨É±É ºÉEòiÉÉ lÉÉ! <ºÉÊ±ÉB <ºÉÒ {É®ú ºÉÆiÉÉä¹É Eò®ú Ê±ÉªÉÉ!

Shri Randhir Singh: This is bad. We never interrupted you.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: +®äú, iÉÉä ªÉ½þ <Æ]õ®ú{¶ÉxÉ Eò½þÉ ½èþ? ¤ÉÒSÉ ¨Éå BEòÉvªÉ ´ÉÉCªÉ Eò½þ ÊnùªÉÉ iÉÉä <Æ]õ®ú{¶ÉxÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ?

Shri M.C. Chagla: The Dalai Lama wrote to us to say that he wanted to visit several countries. We said, “Certainly, we
will give you every facility.” He wanted to go to South-east Asian countries. We said, “We will write to our ambassadors
and you will get every facility to meet and talk to people.”

Shri J.B. Kripalani: May I ask one question, whether the Dalai Lama will be pleased or displeased if you recognize him
as a refugee government here?

Shri Bakar Ali Mirza (Secunderabad): Without asking?

Shri J.B. Kripalani: Yes, without asking.

Shri M.C. Chagla: If I say tomorrow that the Dalai Lama is the king of Tibet, of course, he will be pleased. But that is
not the question. Are we going to judge international questions by asking whether a particular person is pleased? The
question is: How are we going to help the Dalai Lama? Is this course that is proposed going to help him or Tibet or the
People of Tibet?

Let us analyse it. There are occasions when one must use cold logic and not sentiments. Are we in a position today
to mount an invasion on Tibet?

b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: Ê¤É±EÖò±É xÉ½þÓ!

Shri M.C. Chagla: Quite so.

b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ̈ ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: ±ÉäÊEòxÉ nùºÉ ́ É¹ÉÇ iÉEò <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉä ºÉÉ®úÒ nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ ̈ Éå ¡èò±ÉÉ+Éä +Éè®ú Ê¡ò®ú =ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉnù näùJÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ, ¶ÉÉªÉnù SÉÒxÉ <iÉxÉÉ Eò¨ÉWÉÉä®ú

½þÉä VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ!

Shri M.C. Chagla: The only result of such a course might be a dare-up on our border or more oppression…(Interruption).

Shri Nath Pai: You are only worried about it.

b÷ÉÆ ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: SÉÉMÉ±ÉÉ ºÉÉ½þ¤É, BEò ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ +É{É VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nùÒÊVÉªÉä! ¤ÉSÉ{ÉxÉ ¨Éå +É{É ¦ÉÚiÉ ºÉä VªÉÉnùÉ b÷®úiÉä lÉä CªÉÉ?

Shri M.C. Chagla: Not only that, it might result in more oppression, more cruelty against the Tibetans. The Chinese
can be a very vindictive people and they are. I do not believe in making empty gestures—it is no use—unless I have the
power and strength to implement any decision that I take. If we could do it today, well, it would be different thing. But
if we are not in a position to do anything, just to pass a resolution which might have serious repercussions, which cannot
help Tibet today, which cannot help Dalai Lama….(interruptions). You need not shout at me. I feel as strongly as you do
about the sufferings of the people of Tibet. I am trying to explain to you what is the best thing that we can do to help
Tibet, situated as Tibet is, situated as India is, situated as China is, in the international context. What is the best thing that
India can do? May I say this? You cannot re-write history; you cannot wish away the past. Many of us would like to have
history different from what it is but you cannot do it. What the pen has written is written there.
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Shri Bal Raj Madhok (South Delhi): There is nothing in history as a settled fact. What was done in the past can be
undone now.

Shri M.C. Chagla: But that is not history; that is tomorrow. What I am saying is, what has happened cannot be changed.

Shri Piloo Mody: We must participate in the writing of history; we cannot let history overrun us. (Interruptions).

Mr. Deputy Speaker: You have had patient bearing from this side and I expect you too to be patient. There should not
be  running commentary.

Shri M.C. Chagla: This is a historical fact. However much we might regret, we have admitted a certain political status
of Tibet. We have accepted, admitted and recognized the fact that China has sovereignty over Tibet…….(Interruptions).

Some hon. Members: No, no.

Shri Nath Pai: Don’t say that. We did not accept that. Did we accept that? It is suzerainty not sovereignty. Once again,
you are repeating the same thing. (Interruptions).

Shri Randhir Singh: What is all this? (Interruptions).

¶ÉÊ¶É ¦ÉÚ¹ÉhÉ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ: (JÉÉ®úMÉÉäxÉ): +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, nÖùÊxÉªÉÉ Eäò ÊEòiÉxÉä ®úÉ¹]Åõ ½èþ VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä º´ÉiÉxjÉ Eò®úÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½èþ, CªÉÉ ªÉÚ.BºÉ.B.

¦ÉÒ <ºÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½èþ? VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ¨ÉÖZÉä {ÉiÉÉ ½èþ +¨É®úÒEòÉ ¦ÉÒ iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ ½èþ +Éè®ú SªÉÉÆMÉ-EòÉ<Ç-¶ÉäEò ¦ÉÒ iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, ÊVÉxÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä Eò<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉå Eò®úiÉä

½éþ!

Shri J.B. Kripalani: My friend has mentioned the name of Chiang-kai Sheik. I have been there only about five months
back and he told me that the question of Tibet will be decided by Tibetans themselves…(Interruptions).

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Shashi Bhusan Vajpayee: This is wrong. SªÉÉÄMÉ - E É<Ç - ¶ÉäE  ½¨ÉÉ®Ò ]èÎ®]®Ò ¦ÉÒ ±ÉäxÉÉ SÉÉ½iÉÉ ½é *

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, order.

Shri J.B. Kripalani: I am only giving the latest information.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: We are discussing a very delicate issue. If they want to ask for a clarification….(Interruptions).

Shri Bal Raj Madhok: I know that the Government has taken a stand and he has to defend it. My question is this: here
is the house; he has seen the consensus of opinion of this House (Interruptions) I have some respect….(Interruptions) but
these people have no respect….(Interruptions).

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order. All the hon. Members may please resume their seats. We had a very good debate.
All points of view were presented. When Government is dealing with a very delicate situation in the international affairs,
the members should not make this sort of hue and cry. The House is divided…(Interruptions).

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The hon. Minister.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ={ÉÉvªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, xÉªÉä Ê®úÊ´ÉWÉÊxÉº]ÂõºÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÖ®úÉxÉä Ê®úÊ´ÉVÉÊxÉº]ÂõºÉ EòÉä UôÉäb÷ Eò®ú ºÉ¤É <ºÉEäò ½þEò ¨Éå ½éþ!

Shri M.C. Chagla: All that I can say is that Government will keep this policy with regard to Tibet under constant
surveillance and will try to see what more can be done through the United Nations to help the people of Tibet and to
alleviate their sufferings. (Interruptions).

An hon. Member: We do not want charity; we want liberation.

b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ºÉÖ¦ÉMÉ ËºÉ½þ MÉªÉä lÉä UôÉMÉ±ÉÉ ºÉÉ½þ¤É EòÉä ÊºÉJÉÉxÉä ÊEò SÉÖ{É ®ú½þÉä!

¸ÉÒ ®úhÉvÉÒ®ú ËºÉ½þ: VÉ¤É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú ºÉÉ½þ¤É EòÉä ºÉÖxÉiÉä xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, iÉÉä CªÉÉ Eò®åú!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Mr. Shri Chand Goel. I would request him not to take much time.
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¸ÉÒ Ê¶É´É xÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ: VÉ¤É ¨Éä̈ ¤ÉWÉÇ ºÉÖxÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ SÉÉ½þiÉä iÉÉä ´É½þ CªÉÉ Eò®åú!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I am calling Mr. Shri Chand Goel. He has a right to reply.

Shri J.B. Kripalani: May I point out that there have been at least three speeches made by Congressmen supporting this
resolution? When it is said that there is a consensus it does not mean unanimity. But I am certain that the overwhelming
majority of the House is in favour of this resolution.

Some hon. Members: No.

¸ÉÒ ¸ÉÒSÉxnù MÉÉäªÉ±É (SÉhb÷ÒMÉfø): ¸ÉÒ ¸ÉÒSÉxnù MÉÉäªÉ±É (SÉhb÷ÒMÉfø): ={ÉÉvªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨ÉÖZÉä ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉEò®ú +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ näùJÉEò®ú ¤Éb÷Ò JÉÖ¶ÉÒ ½Öþ<Ç ÊEò ¨Éä®äú <ºÉ

|ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ºÉnùxÉ Eäò ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ ºÉ¦ÉÒ ºÉnùºªÉÉå xÉä ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ! SÉÉ®ú-{ÉÉÆSÉ ºÉ¨ªÉ´ÉÉnùÒ ºÉnùºªÉÉå EòÉä UôÉäb÷Eò®ú ºÉ¤ÉxÉä ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ! EòÉÆOÉäºÉ nù±É EòÒ

+Éä®ú ºÉä ÊVÉiÉxÉä ̈ ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ ¤ÉÉä±Éä ½èþ =xÉ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ¦ÉÒ <ºÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ +{ÉxÉä ¦ÉÉ¹ÉhÉ näùiÉä ½ÖþB ÊEòªÉÉ! <ºÉÒ |ÉEòÉ®ú ºÉä +xªÉ nù±ÉÉå Eäò VÉÉä ̈ ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ

¤ÉÉä±Éä ½èþ =x½þÉåxÉä ¦ÉÒ <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ! <ºÉÊ±ÉB ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò +ÉVÉ ½þ̈ Éå nùÒ´ÉÉ®ú {É®ú Ê±ÉJÉÒ ½Öþ<Ç VÉÉä SÉÒWÉ ½èþ =ºÉEòÉä MÉ½þ®úÉ<Ç ºÉä {Éb÷xÉÉ

SÉÉÊ½þªÉä +Éè®ú +ÉVÉ +{ÉxÉä näù¶É EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ ÊEòºÉ Ênù¶ÉÉ ̈ Éå ºÉÉäSÉiÉÒ ½èþ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú Eäò nÚùºÉ®äú näù¶É ÊEòºÉ Ênù¶ÉÉ ̈ Éå ºÉÉäSÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ =ºÉEòÉä ¦ÉÒ {ÉÚ®äú iÉÉè®ú {É®ú +vªÉªÉxÉ

Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä!

+ÉVÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç ¶ÉÖ¤É½þÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEò ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú Eäò +xnù®ú +xÉäEò <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú Eäò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ½èþ, +xÉäEò <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú Eäò näù¶É ½èþ VÉÉä SÉÒxÉ Eäò <ºÉ ¤ÉføiÉä ½ÖþB

ºÉÉ©ÉÉVªÉ ºÉä ¦ÉªÉ¦ÉÒiÉ ½èþ!  ¨Éé +É{É EòÒ ºÉä́ ÉÉ ¨Éå ÊxÉ´ÉänùxÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ±ÉÆEòÉ, lÉÉ<Ç±Éåb÷, Eò¨¤ÉÉäÊb÷ªÉÉ, ±ÉÉ+ÉäºÉ, nùÊIÉhÉ Ê´ÉªÉiÉxÉÉ¨É, Ê½þnäùÊ¶ÉªÉÉ +ÉÊnù

näù¶É, VÉ½þÉÆ {É®ú 2 Eò®úÉäb÷ Eäò Eò®úÒ¤É SÉÒxÉÒ ¤ÉºÉiÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú +xnù®ú ºÉä SÉÒxÉÒ BVÉäx]õ Eäò iÉÉè®ú {É®ú EòÉ¨É Eò®úiÉä ½èþ, <xÉ näù¶ÉÉå Eäò näù¶É ¦ÉHò =xÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ªÉ½þ

ºÉÉäSÉiÉä ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ =xÉ näù¶ÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä Eò¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ JÉiÉ®úÉ ºÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉä ½èþ! <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ´É½þ ºÉÉ®äú näù¶É +ÉVÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ¨Éå JÉbä÷ ½èþ! +ÉVÉ ½þ̈ Éå ºÉÆªÉÖHò

®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ Eäò +xnù®ú +Éè®ú =ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú <ºÉ Ênù¶ÉÉ ¨Éå |ÉªÉixÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB ÊEò VÉ½þÉÆ ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú ¨Éå <ºÉ Ênù¶ÉÉ ¨Éå VÉxÉ¨ÉiÉ VÉÉMÉÞiÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ =xÉ ºÉÉ®äú näù¶ÉÉå EòÉä

½þ̈ É ºÉÖºÉÆMÉÊ`öiÉ Eò®åú! ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉ EòiÉḈ ªÉ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ =xÉ näù¶ÉÉå EòÉä xÉäiÉÞi´É Eò®äú!

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò nùÉºÉ ¤ÉxÉxÉä ºÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ Ê½þiÉÉå EòÉä ºÉ¤É ºÉä VªÉÉnùÉ SÉÉä]õ VÉÉä {É½ÖÆþSÉÒ ½èþ ´É½þ <ºÉ ºÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ EÖòUô Eò¨ªÉÖÊxÉº]õ ¦ÉÉ<ªÉÉå xÉä +É{ÉÊkÉ =`öÉ<Ç ÊEò ªÉ½þ

VÉÉä ¤É¡ò®ú º]äõ]õ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ½èþ ´É½þ BEò |ÉÉSÉÒxÉ Eò±{ÉxÉÉ ½èþ, {ÉÖ®úÉxÉÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ½èþ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ +ÉVÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú nùÉäºiÉ ¸ÉÒ ½þÒ®äúxÉ ¨ÉÖEòVÉÔ xÉä, ÊVÉxÉ EòÉä ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ lÉÉ

ÊEò BEò EòÉÊ¤É±É {ÉÉÌ±ÉªÉÉ¨Éå]äõÊ®úªÉxÉ ½èþ, +{ÉxÉÒ nù±ÉÒ±É EòÉä iÉEÇò Eäò ¤ÉVÉÉªÉ ±ÉÚVÉ]õÉEò Eäò >ð{É®ú +ÉvÉÉÊ®úiÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ ½èþ! VÉèºÉä Eò½þÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ

ÊEò ´½äþxÉ näù+®ú <ºÉ xÉÉËlÉMÉ ]Úõ ºÉä, º{ÉÒEò ±ÉÉ=b÷ <ºÉ Ê±ÉªÉä =x½þÉäxÉä VÉÉä®ú VÉÉä®ú ºÉä ¤ÉÉä±É Eò®ú +{ÉxÉä EäòºÉ ¨Éå VÉÉxÉ b÷É±ÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ ¨ÉÉxÉÉä EòÉä<Ç

+Eäòbä÷Ê¨ÉEò fÆøMÉ ºÉä Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½þÉä! ´É½þ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¦ÉÚ±É MÉªÉä ÊEò ÊVÉºÉ ÊnùxÉ ½þ̈ É xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò >ð{É®ú SÉÒxÉ Eäò +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú EòÉä ¨ÉÉxªÉiÉÉ näù nùÒ =ºÉ ÊnùxÉ

VÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ lÉÒ ́ É½þ 2700 ̈ ÉÒ±É ±É¨¤ÉÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ ¤ÉxÉ MÉ<Ç +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ xÉä =ºÉ {É®ú +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú |ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®úiÉä ½þÒ Eò½þ

ÊnùªÉÉ ÊEò ªÉ½þ ºÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ +ÊxÉÎ¶SÉiÉ ½èþ!

<ºÉ Ê±ÉªÉä +ÉVÉ ºÉ¤É ºÉä +xÉÖEÚò±É +´ÉºÉ®ú ½èþ VÉ¤É ÊEò SÉÒxÉ Eäò +xnù®ú GòÉÎxiÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú ªÉ½þ ¨Éé +{ÉxÉÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä xÉ½þÓ Eò½þiÉÉ, °üºÉ Eäò xÉäiÉÉ+Éå

+Éè®ú ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú {ÉjÉÉå xÉä Eò½þÉ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ VÉÉä +®ú¤É näù¶ÉÉå EòÒ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úiÉÉ ½èþ ´É½þ fEòÉäºÉ±ÉÉ ¨ÉÉjÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ´É½þ ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú ¨Éå +{ÉxÉä ºÉ¨¨ÉÉxÉ EòÉä

¤ÉxÉÉªÉä ®úJÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ¤ÉÉiÉå Eò®úiÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉ ¨Éå ÊEòºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ EòÉ nù̈ É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ½þ̈ É EòÉä<Ç Eònù̈ É =`öÉªÉå! ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ¦ÉÚiÉ{ÉÚ́ ÉÇ ºÉäxÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ VÉxÉ®ú±É EòÊ®úªÉÉ{{ÉÉ xÉä Eò½þÉ

lÉÉ ÊEò +MÉ®ú <ºÉ ̈ ÉÉ¨É±Éä ̈ Éå näù®ú ½þÉäMÉÒ iÉÉä =±ZÉxÉå ¤Éfø VÉÉªÉåMÉÒ, ̈ ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ {ÉäSÉÒnùÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ ÉEòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ EòÒ ºÉ½þÉªÉkÉÉ ±ÉäxÉÒ {Ébä÷MÉÒ! +ÉVÉ <ºÉ

¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ½èþ ÊEò <xÉ ºÉÉ®úÒ {ÉÊ®úÎºlÉÊiÉ EòÉ ±ÉÉ¦É =`öÉ Eò®ú ½þ̈ É EòÉ¨É Eò®äú! +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò +xnù®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò +xÉäEò +Énù̈ ÉÒ +{ÉxÉä PÉ®úÉå ºÉä ÊxÉEòÉ±Éä

½ÖþB {Ébä÷ ½èþ! ́ É½þÉÆ {É®ú =xÉEòÉ VÉÒ´ÉxÉ nÚù¦É®ú ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä VÉÉä +É·ÉÉºÉxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä Ê¨É±ÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ́ É½þ =xÉ Eäò +xiÉÊ®úHò ̈ ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉå

¨Éå ½þºiÉIÉä{É xÉ½þÓ Eò®åúMÉä, =xÉEòÉä iÉÉäb÷É MÉªÉÉ ½èþ! <ºÉ ½þºiÉIÉä{É EòÉ °ü{É ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò VÉ½þÉÆ {É½þ±Éä ±½þÉºÉÉ Eäò +xnù®ú 70 ½þWÉÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ lÉä ´É½þÉÆ +¤É Ê¤É±EÖò±É

<ºÉEòÉ =±]õÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½èþ! +ÉVÉ ´É½þÉÆ 5 ½þWÉÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ®ú½þ MÉªÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú 70 ½þWÉÉ®ú Eäò Eò®úÒ¤É SÉÒxÉÒ {É½ÖÆþSÉ MÉªÉä ½èþ! SÉÒxÉÒªÉÉå xÉä =xÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÉ¹ÉÉ, =xÉEòÒ

ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ, ºÉ¤É SÉÒWÉå ¤Énù±É nùÒ ½èþ, +ÉVÉ +xÉäEò ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉä ¨ÉÉèiÉ Eäò PÉÉ]õ {É®ú =iÉÉ®ú VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ! ºÉÆMÉÒxÉ EòÒ xÉÉäEò {É®ú ºÉb÷Eäò ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä EòÒ +Éè®ú nÚùºÉ®úÒ

EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ<ªÉÉÆ EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ!

¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò +ÉVÉ ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉiÉÉ Eäò xÉÉ¨É {É®ú, +xiÉ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉ xªÉÉªÉ Eäò xÉÉ¨É {É®ú ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ EòÉ VÉÉä SÉä{]õ®ú ½èþ, =ºÉEäò ]õ¨ºÉÇ {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úiÉä

½ÖþB +Éè®ú ºÉÆºÉÉ®ú Eäò Ê{ÉUôbä÷ näù¶ÉÉå ¨Éå VÉÉä EÖòUô ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ =ºÉ {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úiÉä ½ÖþB, <ºÉEäò ÊºÉ´ÉÉ EòÉä<Ç SÉÉ®úÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +Éè®ú ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ
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Eäò °ü{É ¨Éå ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É ¨Éå ½éþ ½þ̈ É =xÉEòÒ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ Eò®åú, iÉlÉÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉ ´ÉèvÉÉÊxÉEò ¶ÉÉºÉEò º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®åú iÉÉÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ näù¶É º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ½þÉä Eò®ú {É½þ±Éä

EòÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ Ê¨ÉjÉ ½þÉä VÉÉªÉä +Éè®ú VÉþÉä ºÉ¨¦ÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ JÉiÉ®úÉ ½èþ ´É½þ nÚù®ú ½þÉä VÉÉªÉä!

<xÉ ºÉÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå EòÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®úiÉä ½ÖþB ºÉ¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉÉå EòÉä ¨Éä®äú <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Shri Hanumanthaiya.

Shri Hanumanthaiya (Bangalore): I am not making a speech; I am making a respectful submission to the House.

In matters of foreign policy, every party in this House had to forge a  united front. We cannot frame our foreign
policy and implement it successfully with snap votes or with partisan victories or defeats. As you know, even in the UK
and USA, it is a bipartisan attitude that is adopted in regard to foreign policy. In this country, taking the existing political
situation into consideration, it is the multi-party view that has to prevail; the approving seal for our foreign policy has to
be almost unanimous.

Regarding the Resolution of Shri Goel, it is true that many members of this House are in agreement with it; it is also
true that many members of the Congress Party are in agreement with it. (Interruptions).

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Home Affairs (Shri Vidya Charna Shukla): No.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: We in the Congress Party have discussed the West Asian situation; there also we have differences
of opinions. We know that sometimes we agree with Opposition party in matters of policy.

What the hon. External Affairs Minister has said is by way of clarification of the present position and the previous
history. Nobody can prevent us from taking further steps in the matter of changing, modifying or altering our foreign
policy. The only thing is unanimity, the sanction of unanimity must be behind it. If this Resolution is pressed to a division,
may be outsiders may construe it as evidence that some of us are against this Resolution.

Shri Vasudevan Nair: We are against it.

An hon. Member: There is no unanimity.

Shri Amrit Nahata (Barmer): We are also against it.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I am not permitting a speech now. If Shri Hanumanthaiya wants to appeal to the Mover to
withdraw the Resolution, he may do so.

Shri Umanath: Are there two spokesmen for the Congress Party?

Shri N.C. Chatterjee: He is a senior statesman.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: If he wishes, he may appeal to the Mover to withdraw the Resolution. I thought he wanted to do
that.

Shri Vasudevan Nair: He was once a Chief Minister.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I cannot permit him to make a speech.

Shri Umanath: After the Mover has replied, what is this procedure you are adopting? You must allow me an opportunity
to have my say on the subject.

Shri Hunumanthaiya: I am concluding.

Shri Umanath: After mover replies, if you allow another hon. Member, you must allow others also. I take this as a
precedent to insist that I must be allowed after this.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I never allowed a speech. What I said was that if an hon. Member wanted to make an appeal to
the Mover to withdraw the Resolution, that could be done. There was no question of withdrawal.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: You are right, I admit it.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÖ.+.JÉÉÆ (EòÉºÉMÉVÉ): ªÉ½þ ºÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ ½þÉä SÉÖEòÉ ½èþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ {ÉÉ]õÔ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ, ½þÉ=ºÉ EòÒ xÉ½þÓ!
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Shri Umanath: Why cannot Mr. Chagla say that many of them are in agreement.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: You wrote to me that you want to make an appeal. (Interruptions).

Shri Hanumanthaiya: You cannot threaten me.

Shri Umanath: You also cannot threaten me. It is not a question of threatening. I am asking about procedure. (Interruptions).

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On the specific understanding that without going into political matters you were going to make
an appeal to withdraw, I gave you permission. No politics.

Shri Hanjumanthaiya: Therefore I am making an appeal to the Mover of the resolution to withdraw it and allow us,
some of us, to see how far we can agree with the spirit of the resolution.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Is he agreeable.

¸ÉÒ ¸ÉÒSÉÆnù MÉÉäªÉ±É: ={ÉÉvªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, SÉÚÆÊEò EòÉÆOÉäºÉ {ÉÉ]õÔ EòÉ ¦ÉÒ ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ {ÉÚ®úÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ½þ̈ Éå ½þÉÊºÉ±É ½èþ <ºÉ EòÉ®úhÉ ¨Éé ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÉ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ

Eäò ºÉÆ¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ Eò®äúMÉÒ <ºÉ ¦É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úÉäºÉä Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¨Éé <ºÉ ®äúÊVÉ±ªÉÚ¶ÉxÉ EòÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ±Éä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I will have to put it to vote. He will have to take the leave of the House for withdrawal.

Shri Nath Pai: I am rising on a point of order. The main debate is now even. We are now coming to procedural matters.
The latest ruling which I obtained from the Speaker on this subject….

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On adjournment motion.

Shri Nath Pai: I do not know why we should be required to vote. I am quoting from page 409 of May, Sixteenth Edition.
Would you kindly get your copy? I do not know if you have.

Shri Randhir Singh: He is not pressing. It is talked out.

Shri Nath Pai: I am submitting to you that the latest ruling applies to all motions. I want to make it abundantly clear, but
let us go very slowly, without pushing one another into a false position. If the Mover of the Motion at the end of the
allotted time, declares on the floor of the House, with your consent, that he does not want to press it, the matter ends
there. Mr. Goel has said very clearly within our hearing that he does not want to press it. I would like to read out from
the House of Commons.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Before you read, I would like to point out a very minute distinction. I will read out Direction 44.

Shri. Madhu Limaye: Sir, you are on direction, I am on rule.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: It reads:

“If at the end of the debate, a member who has moved an amendment or a motion which has also been proposed
by the Chairman….and the amendment or motion is not put by the Chair to the vote of the House, such amendment
or motion shall be deemed to have been withdrawn by the leave of the House.”

It says “if he does not press.” He has now withdrawn. For withdrawal, we cannot. We must, therefore, take a vote.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ¨Éä®úÉ {´ÉÉ<Æ]õ +É¡ò +ÉbÇ÷®ú ½èþ +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ´ÉÉä]õ ±ÉäxÉä EòÒ EòÉä<Ç VÉ°ü®úiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! °ü±É 339 {É®ú ¨Éä®úÉ {´ÉÉ<Æ]õ +É¡ò +ÉbÇ÷®ú ½èþ! ªÉ½þ

°ü±É <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú ½èþ....... (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ).....+É{É ¨ÉÉxÉ ®ú½äþ ½éþ ¨Éä®úÉ ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ? +MÉ®ú ¨ÉÉxÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ iÉÉä ¨Éè ¤Éè̀ ö VÉÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ! +MÉ®ú xÉ½þÓ ¨ÉÉxÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ ½èþ

iÉÉä ¨Éä®úÉ iÉÉä 339 ªÉ½þ |ÉºiÉÉ´ÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú ½èþ!

Rule 339: A member who has made the motion may withdraw the same by leave of the House.

(2) Leave shall be signified, not upon question, but by the speaker taking the pleasure of the House. The Speaker shall
ask: “Is it your pleasure that the motion be withdrawn?” If no one dissents, the Speaker shall say: “The motion is by leave
withdrawn”. But if any dissentient voice be heard or a member rises to continue the debate, the speaker shall forthwith
put the motion.”
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iÉÉä {É½þ±Éä +É{É {±ÉäVÉ®ú ±ÉÒÊVÉB!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: That is a nice distinction you are pointing out. I was going to follow that procedure. Is the House
agreeable to the withdrawal of the motion?

Several hon. Members: Yes…..(Interruptions.)

Shri Umanath: No.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I will have to put the question.

Shri M.L. Sondhi (New Delhi): Sir, on a point of order.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: There is no point of order. The question is…(Interruptions.) No, I put it to vote. The question is:

“This House is of the opinion that Dalai Lama should be recognized as the Head of the Émigré Government of Tibet
and all facilities should be  extended to him by the Government of India to liberate Tibet from the colonial rule of
Communist China.”

Those in favour of it will say ‘Aye’.

Some hon. Members: Aye.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Those against it may say ‘No’.

Several hon. Members: No.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I think the ‘Noes’ have it; the ‘Noes’ have it…(Interruptions.)

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ªÉ½þ CªÉÉ? +É{É EòÉä C´Éä¶SÉxÉ xÉ½þÓ ®úJÉxÉÉ lÉÉ!..............

Ask for the pleasure of the House.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I asked. If a single voice is there, I have to take the vote; there is no other way. Shri Umanath and
I think one other member also rose there.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: |ÉÉäºÉÒVÉ®ú Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú SÉÊ±ÉB!.........(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) .......BEò BEò Eò®úEäò SÉÊ±ÉB xÉ!

<iÉxÉÉ VÉ±nù¤ÉÉWÉÒ CªÉÉå Eò®úiÉä ½èþ? .......(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)

Mr. Deputy Speaker: VÉ±nù¤ÉÉWÉÒ EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É xÉ½þÓ ½è * Mr. Limaye should withdraw this word. See the record of what you
have said…

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ¨Éé EÖòUô xÉ½þÓ Eò°ÆüMÉÉ!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: You have to withdraw that statement. If you like to walk out, I do not mind. It has finally been

decided by the House now. I shall take up half an hour discussion. Nothing doing.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ¨Éé EÖòUô xÉ½þÓ Eò°ÆüMÉÉ! xÉ ´ÉÉEò +É=]õ Eò°ÆüMÉÉ xÉ EÖòUô Eò°ÆüMÉÉ! +É{É |ÉÉäºÉÒVÉ®ú Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú SÉÊ±ÉªÉä!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: That is lost.

Shri Piloo Mody: What is lost!

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: {É½þ±Éä +É{É {±ÉäVÉ®ú ±ÉÒÊVÉB!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I have taken the pleasure of the House.

Shri Piloo Mody: Sir, on point of order.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Mr. Mody, with your weight you cannot threaten me like this. (Interruptions). Is this not a threat?
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Shri Bal Raj Madhok: Sir, there is no question of threat. My request to you is this.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: My decision stands.

¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ: ªÉ½þ CªÉÉ vÉ¨ÉEòÒ +É{É näù ®ú½äþ ½éþ!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: It is wrong. What do you mean?

Shri Piloo Mody: Sir, on a point of order?

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On what? (Interruptions.) That has been disposed of.

¸ÉÒ ªÉo nùo ¶É¨ÉÉÇ (+¨ÉßiÉºÉ®ú): ={ÉÉvªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, +É{É <iÉxÉä +É´Éä¶É ¨Éå +ÉEò®ú ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½éþ, =ºÉºÉä BàºÉÉ ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ..........(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)......<ºÉ

ºÉä +É{É Eäò {Énù EòÒ |ÉÊiÉ¹`öÉ EòÉä vÉCEòÉ {É½ÖÆþSÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ!

b÷É. ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: +É{É <ºÉ {É®ú ´ÉÉä]õ ±Éä ±ÉÒÊVÉB!

Shri Piloo Mody: Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, we cannot allow the procedures of this House to be decided between
quarrels between individual members and the Chair. The procedure is quite clear. The procedure has not been followed.
Our request to you, therefore, is that you should follow the procedure as read out.

Some Hon. Members rose—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, order.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ¨Éé ÊxÉªÉ¨É EòÉä ¨ÉÉxÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ¨Éé Eò½þÉÆ <xEòÉ®ú Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ!

Mr. Deputy Speaker: If you defy the Chair, nothing can be done. I am going to explain what I did. When I pointed out
nicely, I again took the pleasure of the House. Even if there is one voice, which is a voice of dissent, then I have to put it
to the vote. (Interruptions.) I put it to the vote, and you never challenged it.

Some Hon. Members: No, no.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, order. At this rate, I will have to adjourn the House; (Interruption).

Shri Piloo Mody: There is no difference of opinion between the House and you. We both agree, the House as well as
the Chair agree, to a certain procedure. There is only one difference of opinion between the House and the Chair on
this specific point: we maintain that the procedure as read out has not been followed, or has been incompletely followed.
This is what we say. It is for you to satisfy us if the procedure has been completely followed or not.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I will tell you (Interruption). When I have listened to you, you will also have to give me a patient
hearing. As Shri Piloo Mody said, first, I took the pleasure of the House. When there was Shri Umanath and I think, Shri
Vasudevan Nair also, who raised a dissenting voice, I put it to the vote, because under the rules—now, the Hon. Member
read half of the rule, and so I will read it fully—it has to be put to the vote. First, they were not willing to withdraw.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: +É{É ÊxÉªÉ¨É Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú SÉÊ±ÉªÉä, iÉ¤É ½þ̈ Éå BiÉ®úÉWÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ®ú¤ÉÒ ®úÉªÉ: ¨Éä½þ®ú¤ÉÉxÉÒ Eò®úEäò nùÉä¤ÉÉ®úÉ ´ÉÉä]õ ±ÉÒÊVÉB *

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, order. Nothing will be recorded, (Interruptions).

Shri Bal Raj Madhok: Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, here is a matter in which the whole country is interested. Here is a
matter on which there is a general consensus of opinion.

Some Hon. Members: No, no.

Shri Bal Raj Madhok: There are a few Members who are against it. But in this House, we go by the majority, by a
simple majority. When the Speaker said, “pleasure”, the pleasure of the House is that it is in a favour of it. But, in order
to maintain the unity of the country, the hon. Mover did not want to press the country. It was in the interest of
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maintaining the unanimity of this House. That gesture should have been reciprocated. I am really sorry that when such
a good gesture was made that should have been accepted with grace. Because some people whose very life in the
country is doubtful objected, you said there is no pleasure of the House. It is not fair (Interruption).

Mr. Deputy Speaker: To make the record straight, I may say that everything was followed according to the rules but
you are making a request to the Chair to take the votes a second time. I am accepting that request.

¸ÉÒ ̈ Éöo +o JÉÉÆ.: ={ÉÉvªÉIÉ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ, ªÉ½þ ½þÉ=ºÉ EòÒ |ÉäÎº]õVÉ EòÉä JÉ®úÉ¤É Eò®úxÉä EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½èþ! v.Mj çs”kjbl bl rjg ls gkml dh :fyax

dks pasUt djuk ½þÉ=ºÉ EòÒ iÉÉè½þÒxÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä +É{ÉEòÒ iÉÉè½þÒxÉ ½èþ (´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) =ºÉ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ {É®ú nùÉä¤ÉÉ®úÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ½þÉäxÉÉ ¨ÉÖxÉÉÊºÉ¤É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, ºÉ½þÓ

¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair] :

Mr. Speaker: It is a very simple matter. Vote was taken once but the Deputy Speaker said that he would take the votes
again.

Shri Khadilkar (Khed): Sir, I followed the procedure. I asked the pleasure of the House. Then some hon. Members said
“No”. I took the vote. That was not challenged. But Shri Madhu Limaye made a request that votes be taken a second time
and I agreed.

The Minister of Parliamentary Affairs and Communications (Dr. Ram Subhag Singh): Sir, the Mover of the
motion made a request that he be allowed to withdraw the motion.

Shri Nath Pai: In view of the consensus of the House.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: Whatever that may be. The Deputy-Speaker asked the pleasure of the House. Generally it was
agreed that he should be allowed to withdraw but, as the Deputy-Speaker just now pointed out, perhaps somebody
objected to that. Then he put the motion to a voice vote and he declared the motion as lost. He passed on the next item
and called Shri Panigrahi to raise the half hour discussion. Under the circumstances, should it be taken up again?

Mr. Speaker: The position is very clear. He took a voice vote, but he wants to confirm it. He himself has said that
because some Hon. Members requested him he had agreed to put it a second time. Therefore, may I put it again to the
vote of the House? The same thing will happen now.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: What is the motion?

Mr. Speaker: When the Chair is standing, I will not allow it; I will not allow anybody to stand. Either you stand or I stand.
Only one can stand at a time. When the Speaker is on his legs there is no point in members getting up. That is what we
were discussing in the committee since 4 o’clock. The leaders of the Opposition and the concerned minister were also
there. When the Speaker is on his legs, for people to get up and begin speaking is not proper.

The position as it stands now has been explained by the Deputy Speaker. May be, somebody did not challenge it
immediately and as Dr. Ram Subhag Singh said, he had already gone on to the half an-hour debate. It is quite possible. But
there is some confusion about it and they demanded it to be put to vote again. The Deputy-Speaker head conceded that
he would put it again, if I have heard him correctly.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: What is going to be put to the vote—the motion to withdraw the Resolution or the
Resolution itself?

Mr. Speaker: The Resolution.

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: He had already requested the House to allow him to withdraw the resolution. That should be
put to vote.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: rose—

Mr. Speaker: Shri Hanumanthaiya, please resume your seat. I have heard your speech also. In the name of an appeal of
you he made a speech. It is for the first time that I have heard somebody making a speech after the Minister has replied.
Somebody being allowed to make a speech created all this confusion; otherwise, there is no trouble at all. The Minister
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must appeal to the Member to withdraw it out after Minister’s speech. If somebody is asked to get up and appeal for
withdrawal, that is something very strange. Therefore the trouble started.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: No.

Mr. Speaker: I know.

Shri Sheo Narain: rose—

Mr. Speaker: Shri Sheo Narain, please do not add to it.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: I am not speaking anything different from what has been said by the Chief Whip.

Mr. Speaker: After he has explained you need not say anything.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: I have not completed. What the House wants is that the motion for the leave of the
House…(Interruptions).

Shri H.N. Mukerjee: Is he the spokesman of the House? Who the hell is he?

Shri Hanumanthaiya: You do not even hear. What is this?

Shri H.N. Mukerjee: You stop your nonsense.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: I will obey you ruling.

Shri H.N. Mukerjee: Why are you talking now? What right have you got to talk?

Shri Hanumanthaiya: I have got a greater right than you have got to speak. Do not be under that misapprehension.

Shri H.N. Mukerjee: You are ridiculous enough.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: I have got the right. I am not speaking anything different from what the Chief Whip has said.

Mr. Speaker: Why are you speaking then?

Shri Hanumanthaiya: This kind of brushing aside people’s opinion I cannot understand. Give me only one minute
and I will finish. Do not interrupt me.

Shri H.N. Mukerjee: Sir, as you said, it is for the first time in this Parliament that someone is getting up and speaking
a second time, a third time, a third time and a fourth time.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: When a member asks permission to withdraw, that proposition must be put to vote. That is the
request we are making.

Mr. Speaker: Pease help me. I would only appeal to all sections of the House to help me. Let us proceed with the
business. The Deputy Speaker has already put it to the vote. He read the Resolution also. I heard that he was reading it.

Shri Tulshidas Jadav rose—

Mr. Speaker: I am on my legs; please sit down. I am not going to hear anybody. When I am on my legs, I am not going
to hear anybody.

I have heard it with my own ears that he read the Resolution. You may agree with me or may not agree. The question
that was put to the House was for the leave of the House to withdraw the Resolution.

The Deputy Speaker had taken the vote also. But because it was questioned, as to whether ‘Ayes’ have it or ‘Noes’
have it, he agreed to put it to vote again.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ±ÉÒ´É ]Öõ Ê´ÉnùbÅ÷É ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ iÉÉä BEò ÊEòº¨É EòÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É ½èþ!

Mr. Speaker: He has read the Resolution also. If you want I will read it again. There is no objection to that. The question
is:
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“This House is of opinion that Dalai Lama should be recognized as the Head of the Émigré Government of Tibet and
all facilities and help be extended to him by the Government of India to liberate Tibet from the colonial rule of
Communist China.”

Those who are in favour may say ‘Aye’..(Interruption).

Shri Bal Raj Madhok: The hon. Member asked for leave to withdraw the motion.

Shri Shri Chand Goel: I have already made that submission.

Mr. Speaker: This is to be put to the vote. The rule 339 says:

“But if any dissentient voice be heard or a member rise to continue the debate, the Speaker shall forthwith put the
motion.”

Shri Madhu Limaye: Which motion?

Mr. Speaker: I am trying to understand it. The rule 339 says:

“The Speaker shall ask: Is it your pleasure that the motion be withdrawn? If no one dissents, the speaker shall say: ‘The
motion is by leave withdrawn’. But if any dissentient voice be heard or a member rises to continue the debate, the
Speaker shall forthwith put the motion.”

Which motion is the question I am trying to understand. To ask for the leave of the House to withdraw a Resolution
is not a motion. The motion is a regular one. This is the motion. The vote has already been taken. (Interruptions).

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: +É{É ÊEòºÉ {É®ú ´ÉÉä]õ ±Éä ®ú½äþ ½éþ, ªÉ½þ iÉÉä ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉ<ªÉäÆ!

Shri Shri Chand Goel: May I make a submission? (Interruption).

Mr. Speaker: Mr. Goel, please resume you seat; all of you should resume your seats.

The leave for the withdrawal of the resolution has been rejected by some members; they have protested against
it…(Interruptions). I do not agree that he has committed a mistake. The only point now before the House is whether the
motion which he put to vote has been passed or rejected.

Shri Khadilkar: Because it was not challenged, I said, ‘Noes’ have it, ‘Noes’ have it. Then some Members tried to stage
a walk-out and I went to the next time. They requested me to do it again.

Mr. Speaker: If only you had passed on to the next time, it would have ended there. You have put the Motion or
Resolution, whatever it may be, to the vote of the House and the vote is challenged, whether ‘Ayes’ had it or ‘Noes’ had
it. Therefore, I will again put it to the vote of the House.

The question is:
“This House is of the opinion that Dalai Lama should be recognized as the Head of the Émigré Government of Tibet

and all facilities and help be extended to him by the Government of India to liberate Tibet from the colonial rule of
Communist China.”

LOK SABHA DIVIDED

AYES

Amat, Shri D. Digvijai Nath, Shri Mahant. Nayar, Shrimati Shankuntala

Amersey, Shri M. Dipa, Shri A. Nihal Singh, Shri.

Aman, Shri Ramchandra J. Fernandes, Shri George. Ramamoorthy, Shri P.

Atam Das, Shri. Goel, Shri Shri Chand. Patel, Shri J.H.

Basu, Dr. Maitreyee Gowder, Shri Nanja. Ray, Shri Rabi

Behera, Shri Baidhar Gupta, Shri Kanwar Lal Sharma, Shri Beni Shanker

Berwa, Shri Onkar Lal Joshi, Shri Jagannath Rao. Sharma, Shri Ram Avtar
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Bhadoria, Shri Arjun Singh Kachwai, Shri Hukam Chand. Sharma, Shri Yajna Dutt

Brij Bhushan Lal, Shri Kameshwar Singh, Shri Shastri, Shri Raghubir Singh

Brij Raj Singh, Kotah, Shri Kisku, Shri A.K. Shastri, Shri Prakash Vir

Bharti, Shri Maharaj Singh Kundu, Shri S. Shastri, Shri Sheopujan

Kunte, Shri Duttaraye Samanta, Shri S.C Amir, Shri R.K.

Chatterjee, Shri H.P. Limaye, Shri Madhu. Shastri, Shri Shiv Kumar

Dar, Shri Abdul Ghani Lohia, Dr. Ram Manohar. Sivasankaran, Shri.

Deb, Shri D.N. Madhok, Shri Bal Raj Sondhi, Shri M.L.

Deo, Shri P.K. Mangalathumadom, Shri. Vidyarthi, Shri R.S.

Deo, Shri R.R. Singh Mody, Shri Piloo. Vibhadra Singh, Shri.

Devgun, Shri Hardyal Nath Pai, Shri. Chatterjee, Shri N.C.

NOES
Achal Singh, Shri Jaggaiah, Shri K. Nayanar, Shri E.K

Ahirwar, Shri Nathu Ram Jagjiwan Ram, Shri. Oraon, Shri Kartik

Aga, Shri Ahmad. Katham, Shri B.N. Pandey, Shri K.N.

Awadesh Chandra Singh, Shri. Kavade, Shri B.R. Panigrahi, Shri Chintamani

Azad, Shri Bhagwat Jha Kedaria, Shri C.M. Parmer, Shri Bhaljibhai

Babunath Singh, Shri Kesri, Shri Sitaram Pratap Singh, Shri

Bajpai, Shri Shashibhushan Khadilkar, Shri. Patel, Shri Manibhai J.

Bajpai, Shri Vidya Dhar Krishnan, Shri G.Y. Patil, Shri N.R.

Barua, Shri R. Khan, Shri Latafat Ali Poonacha, Shri C.M.

Basu, Shri Jyotirmoy Khan, Shri M.A. Ram Sewak, Shri.

Barua, Shri Bedabrata Laxmi Bai, Shrimati. Ram Subhag Singh, Dr.

Ramani, Shri K. Bhanu Prakash, Singh Shri Malimariyappa, Shri.

Bhagvati, Shri. Mandal, Dr. P. Randhir, Singh Shri

Bhattacharya, Shri C.K. Mandal, Shri Yamuna Prasad Rane, Shri.

Dasappa, Shri Tulsidas Marandi, Shri. Rao, Shri Jaganath

Dhillon, Shri G.S. Mehta, Shri Asoka Rao, Shri Muthyal

Dixit, Shri G.C. Menon, Shri Govinda Reddi, Shri. G.S.

Esthose, Shri P.P. Mishra, Shri Bibhuti Reddy, Shri Eswara

Gavit, Shri Tukaram Mohinder Kaur, Shrimati Rohatgi, Shrimati Sushila

Heerji Bhai, Shri. Mukherjee, Shri H.N. Roy, Shri Bishwanath

Hem Raj, Shri. Nageshwar, Shri. Sadhu Ram, Shri.

Iqbal Singh, Shri. Naghnoor, Shri M.N. Sankata Prasad, Dr.

Jadhav, Shri Tulsidas Nahata, Shri Amriti Sapre, Shrimati Tara

Jadhav, Shri V.N. Nair, Shri Vasudevan Satya Narayan Singh, Shri.

Sethuratne, Shri N. Shastri, Shri Ramavtar. Shinde, Shri Annasahib

Shri B.S. Murthy Sen, Shri P.G. Shambhu Nath, Shri.

Shukla, Shri Vidya Charan. Suryanarayana, Shri K. Shankaranand, Shri B.

Sonavane, Shri. Swaran Singh, Shri. Sharma, Shri D.C.

Supakar, Shri Sradhakar. Tiwary, Shri D.N. Surendra Pal Singh, Shri

Uikey, Shri M.G. Sursingh, Shri. Umanath, Shri.

Shukla, Shri S.N.
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Shri Nath Pai: Shri Hanumanthaiya has abstained but his vote is not indicated. He has conscientiously and deliberately
and with a full sense of responsibility abstained. That is a valuable vote but that has not been recorded there.

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Education (Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad): He did not press the button.
Therefore, it is so. He would make the position clear.

Shri Nath Pai: He did claim that he had abstained.

¸ÉÒ |ÉEòÉ¶É´ÉÒ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ (½þÉ{ÉÖb÷): +vªÉIÉ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ, +¤É iÉEò EòÒ {É®ú¨{É®úÉ ªÉ½þ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ÊEò VÉ¤É ¦ÉÒ Êb÷́ ÉÒVÉxÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä PÉÆ]õÒ ¤ÉVÉxÉä Eäò {ÉÉÆSÉ Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ¤ÉÉnù

±ÉÉ¤ÉÒ Eäò nù®ú´ÉÉVÉä ¤Éxnù ½þÉä VÉÉiÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú VÉ¤É ªÉ½þ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ +É VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ ÊEò nù®ú´ÉÉVÉä ¤Éxnù ½þÉä SÉÖEäò iÉEò Êb÷́ ÉÒVÉxÉ Eò®úÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ! {É®úxiÉÖ +ÉVÉ <ºÉ {É®ú¨{É®úÉ

EòÉ =±±ÉÆPÉxÉ ½Öþ+É! nù®ú´ÉÉVÉä JÉÖ±Éä ½ÖþB lÉä +Éè®ú +É{É xÉä Êb÷́ ÉÒVÉxÉ Eò®úÉªÉÉ! <ºÉEäò >ð{É®ú ¨Éé +É{ÉEòÒ ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ SÉÉ½ÚÆþMÉÉ ÊEò CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ EòÉxÉÚxÉÒ ½èþ?

Mr. Speaker: I know that it is wrong. So, we are correcting it.

The point has been raised whether the button was not pressed by Shri Hanumanthaiya. If he wanted to obstain, he
should have pressed that button and the other button also which has to be pressed along with it. If he did not want to
do so, or if he wanted to go out, nobody can force him.

The result of the division is: Ayes 54; Noes 91. The ‘Noes’ have it; the ‘Noes’ have it. The motion is lost.

b÷ÉÆ ®úÉ¨É ¨ÉxÉÉä½þ®ú ±ÉÉäÊ½þªÉÉ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, VÉ®úÉ ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä <ºÉ ¨É¶ÉÒxÉ Eäò Ê®úWÉ±]õ EòÉä näùÊJÉªÉä, =ºÉEòÉ ]õÉä]õ±É MÉ±ÉiÉ ½èþ!

Mr. Speaker: The total is wrong by one in the machine; we will get it corrected….

Shri Balraj Madhok: The whole House admires the moral courage of Shri Hanumanthaiya.

Mr. Speaker: Half hour discussion.

�����������

24 July 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*1332. Shri Shri Chand Goel:
Shri Yajna Datt Sharma:
Shri Onkar Lal Berwa:
Shri K.K. Nayar:
Shri N.S. Sharma:
Shri Ram Kishan Gupta:
Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee:
Shri M.L. Sondhi:
Shri Shiva Chandra Jha:
Shri Virendrakumar Shah: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether sixty-three Tibetans entered the Indian territory recently as refugees from Lipulek pass seeking asylum;
(b) whether the local authorities have stopped them and not accepted them as refugees so far;
(c) whether on account of the difficult life conditions created by the Chinese in Tibet, more of such groups are

expected to trek into India in the near future; and
(d) if so, the reaction of Government in this regard?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) 63 Tibetan refugees have entered U.P. via Mongsha Pass, not Lipulek Pass, on 25th June, 1967.
(b) These Tibetans are being interrogated with a view to ascertaining that they are genuine refugees.
(c) and (d). Tibetans fleeing from repression or religious persecution have been coming to India year after year for

some time now. More of them may come. It is Government’s policy to give refuge in genuine cases on humanitarian
grounds.

�����������
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24 July 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*1348. Shri P.N. Solanki:
Shri B.K. Amin: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Tibetan refugees entering into the Indian borders are posing a threat to the Indian defence security;
(b) whether many Chinese spies have entered our borders disguised as Tibetan refugees;
(c) if so, how many such spies have been arrested so far; and
(d) the security measures which are being taken to stop the infiltration of the Chinese spies?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) A few of the Tibetans are suspecting to be agents.
(c) 34 such suspects are under detention.
(d) All Tibetan refugees entering India are interrogated and screened to detect and prevent the infiltration of Chinese

agents.

�����������

31 July 1967 Written Answers to Questions

INFLUX OF TIBETAN REFUGEES

*1491. Shri Molahu Prasad:
Shri Rabi Ray:
Shri Madhu Limaye:
Shri Yajna Datt Sharma:
Shri Raghuvir Singh Shastri:
Shri N.R. Laskar: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that a large scale influx of refugees is going on in the border District of Chamoli of Uttar
Pradesh from Tibet via Mana Pass and Barahoti;

(b) if so, the causes thereof;
(c) whether some Chinese spies are also coming with them; and
(d) the steps that Government propose to take to rehabilitate the genuine refugees?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri M.C. Chagla):
(a) So far 51 Tibetans have come via Mana Pass and 82 via Barahoti.
(b) and (c). It has not been possible so far to establish precisely the causes behind this exodus. Tibetan refugees have

been coming to India over the years to escape repression, religious persecution and economic distress in Tibet. It
is possible that the Chinese authorities in Tibet would try to send their espionage agents or other undesirable
persons with the incoming genuine refugees. Government are taking necessary precautions in this matter.

(d) Genuine refugees will be resettled under the Schemes being implemented for rehabilitation of other Tibetan
refugees already in India.

�����������

2 August 1967 Written Answers to Questions

ENTRY OF TIBETANS IN U.P.

*1531. Shri Bibhuti Mishra:
Shri K.N. Tiwari:
Shri Ram Kishan: Will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether attention of Government has been drawn to a news published in Patriot dated the 13th July, 1967 under
the heading ‘entry of Tibetans confirmed by the Chief Minister of Uttar Pradesh in the U.P. Assembly’—that
Tibetans have entered into Indian territory through Mana Pass and they were seen near-about Chamouli; and

(b) if so, the reaction of Government in the matter?
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The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri Y.B. Chavan):
(a) Government have seen the news item published in ‘Patriot’ dated 13th July, 1967.
(b) The Government are vigilant about the implications of this development and all necessary steps taken to safeguard

the security of the country.

�����������

2 August 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN SCHOOLS SOCIETY

7654.  Shri Shiva Chandra Jha: Will the Minister of Education be pleased to state:
(a) since when the Tibetan Schools Society has been functioning in India;
(b) its specific roles and the amount of money spent on running it per annum;
(c) whether Government gave any help to this Society; and
(d) whether the Dalai Lama has been invited to speak under its auspices and if so, how many times and what was the

tenor of his speeches?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Education (Shri Sher Singh):
(a) 1-9-1961.
(b) and (c). The Society was established for the management of schools for Tibetan refugee children in India. It is

financed wholly by the Government of India,  which has paid to it  the following grants since its inception:

        Year                     Amount of grant (Rupees in Lakh)

1961 – 62                                     4.03
1962 – 63                                     9.86
1963 – 64                                    19.00
1964 – 65                                    32.50
1965 – 66                                    43.31
1966 – 67                                    43.00

(d) The Dalai Lama was invited in April, 1966 1967 for the inspection of Tibetan Refugees Schools at Simla and
Dalhousie respectively. He was also invited on the inauguration of the Educational-cum-Vocational Institute, at
Pachmair in May, 1966. The Dalai Lama appreciated the excellent progress made by the institutions and exhorted
the pupils to derive the maximum benefit from the educational facilities provided to them by the Government of
India.

�����������

10 August 1967 Answers to Questions

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE:
Reported Escape of Naxalbari Rebel Leaders to Tibet

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä (¨ÉÖÆMÉä®ú): ¨Éé +Ê´É±É¨¤ÉxÉÒªÉ ±ÉÉäEò ¨É½þi´É Eäò ÊxÉ¨ÉÎx±ÉÊJÉiÉ Ê´É¹ÉªÉ EòÒ +Éè®ú MÉÞ½þ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ Ênù±ÉÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ +Éè®ú |ÉÉlÉxÉÉ Eò®úiÉÉ

½ÚÆþ ÊEò ´É½þ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå BEò ´ÉHò´ªÉ nåù!

''xÉCºÉ±´ÉÉb÷Ò Eäò EÖòUô Ê´ÉpùÉä½þÒ xÉäiÉÉ+Éå Eäò xÉè{ÉÉ±É Eäò ®úÉºiÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¦ÉÉMÉ VÉÉxÉä Eäò ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú''

The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri Y.B. Chavan): Sir, Government have seen press reports to the effect that some
important extremist leaders of the Naxalbari area have crossed over to Tibet from Nepal. We have no firm information
to confirm these reports. We have been informed by the State Government that suitable steps have been taken to guard
the borders with Nepal and East Pakistan and number of a patrol posts have been set up.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, {É½þ±Éä ¨Éé BEò JÉÖ±ÉÉºÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ---------

‘a number of patrol posts have been set up’
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+É{ÉEäò uùÉ®úÉ ªÉÉ {ÉÎ¶SÉ¨ÉÒ ¤ÉÆMÉÉ±É Eäò uùÉ®úÉ? ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ EòÒ ®úIÉÉ EòÒ ÊVÉ¨¨ÉänùÉ®úÒ ÊEòºÉEòÒ ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É´ÉxiÉ®úÉ´É SÉ´½þÉhÉ: ¤ÉÉäbÇ÷®ú {É®ú iÉÉä ºÉå]Åõ±É MÉ´Éx¨Éç]õ EòÒ ¦ÉÒ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: |ÉÉlÉÊ¨ÉEò ÊWÉ¨¨ÉänùÉ®úÒ ÊEòºÉEòÒ ½èþ--------<xÉ ºÉÉ´ÉÇ¦ÉÉä̈ É näù¶ÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ EòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå?

¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É´ÉxiÉ®úÉ´É SÉ´½þÉhÉ: ÊVÉ¨¨ÉänùÉ®úÒ iÉÉä ¤ÉÉbÇ÷®ú ÊºÉCªÉÉäÊ®úÊ]õ ¡òÉäºÉÇ EòÒ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ!

......................´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ......................

¸ÉÒ ¤É±É®úÉVÉ ¨ÉvÉÉäEò (nùÊIÉhÉ Ênù±±ÉÒ): ºÉäx]Åõ±É MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ Éå]õ EòÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ º]äõ]õ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ Éå]õ EòÒ ½èþ?
Let him give a positive reply.

Shri Y.B. Chavan: If he just wants a simple answer, it simply is not possible. These responsibilities have certainly to be
co-ordinated responsibilities. If he wants a legal answer, certainly as far as the borders of the country are concerned, the
Central Government is responsible. But this does not help him or me.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉvÉÖ Ê±É¨ÉªÉä: ¨Éé <iÉxÉÉ ½þÒ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ---+É{ÉEäò <ºÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ºÉä EÖòUô ºÉxnäù½þ =i{ÉzÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ! ¨Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉ

vªÉÉxÉ <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú EòÒ +Éè®ú MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò Eò¨ªÉÚÊxÉº]õ {ÉÉ]õÔ (¨ÉÉCºÉÇº]õ) Eäò EÖòUô ¨É½þi´É{ÉÚhÉÇ EòÉªÉÇEòiÉÉÇ, xÉCºÉ±É´ÉÉb÷Ò --{ÉÎ¶SÉ¨ÉÒ ¤ÉÆMÉÉ±É, Eäò®ú±É +Éè®ú

¨É½þÉ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉäò ÊxÉEòÉ±Éä MÉªÉä EòÉªÉÇEòiÉÉÇ BEò xÉ<Ç Eò¨ªÉÚÊxÉº]õ {ÉÉ]õÔ Eäò MÉ`öxÉ EòÒ iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ, <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ÊEò ®úÉ¨É¨ÉÚÌiÉ, MÉÉä{ÉÉ±ÉxÉ, VªÉÉäÊiÉ ¤ÉºÉÖ +Éè®ú

xÉ¨¤ÉÖpùÒ{ÉÉnù EòÒ {ÉÉ]õÔ +¤É ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ´ÉÉnùÒ +Éè®ú GòÉÆÊiÉ Ê´É®úÉävÉÒ ¤ÉxÉ MÉ<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú +¤É VÉÉä xÉ<Ç {ÉÉ]õÔ ¤ÉxÉäMÉÒ--ªÉ½þ +JÉ¤ÉÉ®úÉå ¨Éå +É SÉÖEòÒ ½èþ---ªÉ½þ +ÊiÉ¶ÉÖvnù,

GòÉÆÊiÉEòÉ®úÒ iÉlÉÉ ¨ÉÉ+ÉäiºÉäiÉÖÆMÉ Eäò VÉÉä ÊºÉvnùÉÆiÉÉä +Éè®ú +Énù¶ÉÇ ½èþ, =xÉEòÉ ºÉ½þÒ ¨ÉÉªÉxÉÉå ¨Éå {ÉÉ±ÉxÉ Eò®úxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ {ÉÉ]õÔ ½þÉäMÉÒ! SÉÖÆÊEò <ºÉ SÉÒWÉ EòÒ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ

+É{ÉEòÉä ®ú½þxÉÒ SÉÉÊ½þB, <ºÉÊ±ÉB ºÉnùxÉ EòÉä +É{É +´ÉMÉiÉ Eò®úÉ<ªÉä ÊEò <ºÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå +É{ÉEòÉä CªÉÉ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½èþ iÉlÉÉ CªÉÉ =ºÉä +É{É ºÉnùxÉ Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä

®úJÉåMÉä?

Y.B. Chavan: As the hon. Members has heard, I have also heard and read out it that there is a spilt. I do not know how
far it is true. Hon. Members of that party possibly can enlighten us. But there is some sort of a split and some of them
are trying to organize themselves into a separate group whether they become a party or not it is for them. But these are
certainly very important political developments which we have to watch with care.

Shri Hem Barua (Mangaldai): Now that the Naxalbari revolt has fizzled out, are the government aware that the
arms and ammunitions collected by the Naxalbari extremists are now being distributed to other pockets of potential
danger in the country and if so what steps have the government taken to prevent it and

(b) it is a well-known fact that China has been encouraging the extremists in Naxalbari and that the Kathmandu
road built by the Chinese provides an easy access and passage to China and also between Nepal and India in the border,
people can easily go and come and there are pockets in Nepal from where Naxalbari movement was controlled and
guided—the place was called Chaba. Whatever that might be why is it that the government had not taken steps to seal
the Indo-Nepal border in time so as to prevent collusion between the Chinese and Indian extremists in Naxalbari.

Shri Y.B. Chavan: The Hon. Member has asked two questions. First, as to whether any steps have been taken to see
that arms which were in the hands of the extremists leaders did not go to other hands of the extremists leaders did not
go to other hands. We are taking some care about this matter.

Shri Hem Barua: What care? It is too vague.

Shri Y.B. Chavan: I cannot explain all the details; you do not except me to.

Shri A.B. Vajpayee (Bairampur): Not a single gun has been recovered so far.

Shri Y.B. Chavan: That is true but the operation is in the hands of West Bengal police. It is not a comment; I am only
giving information. As regards the other point, petrol posts had been established. On the proposal of sealing the border,
we have to take into consideration our special relationship with Nepal.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Kendrapara): Whatever be the relationship, when it is affecting your security, would
you not do it? I had gone there and seen it. A man can come and go. I do not think your security forces are in a position
to prevent them from going and coming.



INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES 285

Shri Y.B. Chavan: Besides, Sir, the sealing of the border is easily said but it is rather difficult to do it. At the same time,
we are taking care to see that this type of people do not cross over to that side and it is for that patrol posts are
created.

Shri Hem Barua: When the Minister says that sealing of the border is difficult, does he admit his impotency to do
that?

¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉÆnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ (=VVÉäxÉ): ¨Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò xÉCºÉ±É´ÉÉb÷Ò Eäò =OÉ{ÉÆÊlÉªÉÉå xÉä VÉÉä ¤ÉxnÚùEåò ÊEòºÉÉxÉÉå ºÉä UôÒxÉÒ lÉÒ,

´É½þ {ÉÖÊ±ÉºÉ uùÉ®úÉ BEò ¦ÉÒ ¤É®úÉ¨Énù xÉ½þÓ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ? ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä ªÉä ¤ÉxnÚùEåò Eò½þÉÆ MÉ<Ç?

CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ºÉiªÉ ½èþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ =OÉ{ÉxlÉÒ xÉä{ÉÉ±É EòÒ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú ½þÊlÉªÉÉ®ú <Eò]Âõ̀ äö Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ! +MÉ®ú <ºÉ EòÒ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä xÉ½þÓ ½èþ iÉÉä CªÉÉ

´É½þ <ºÉ EòÒ JÉÉäVÉ Eò®äúMÉÒ?

Shri Y.B. Chavan: I think the first part of the question, I have already answered: that it is felt that not a single gun has
been so far recovered. About the import of arms from across the other border, I have said that I have reason to believe
that in the early stages of this trouble, there was such import of arms.

Mr. Speaker: Shri Jaganath Rao Joshi—not present.

¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É´ÉxiÉ®úÉ´É SÉ´½þÉhÉ: ̈ Éä®äú {ÉÉºÉ VÉÉä VÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½èþ ́ É½þ º]äõ]õ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ Éå]õ ºÉä +É<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú ́ É½þ ̈ Éè +É{É Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ®úJÉ ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ! ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉiªÉ ½èþ ÊEò BEò

¦ÉÒ ¤ÉxnÚùEò Ê®úEò´É®ú xÉ½þÓ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ!

�����������

14 November 1967 Written Answers to Questions

ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ ¨É¨É±ÉÉ

*12. ¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É´ÉxiÉ ËºÉ½þ EÖò¶É´ÉÉ½þ:

¸ÉÒ |ÉEòÉ¶É´ÉÒ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ:

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨ÉÉ´ÉiÉÉ®ú ¶É¨ÉÉÇ:

¸ÉÒ <ºÉ½þÉEò ºÉÉ¨É¦É±ÉÒ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä º´ÉiÉÆjÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ½þÉ±É ¨Éå EÖòUô EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÒ VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ ªÉÉjÉÉ Eäò ºÉ¨ÉªÉ <ºÉ Ê´É¹ÉªÉ {É®ú ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ ½Öþ<Ç lÉÒ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ EòÉä xÉ¹]õ ½þÉäxÉä ºÉä ¤ÉSÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB CªÉÉ EòÉªÉÇ¤ÉÉ½þÒ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ={É-¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxnù{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ)

(Eò) VÉÒ xÉ½þÓ!

(JÉ) ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò ÊEòºÉÒ |ÉÊiÉÊxÉÊvÉ xÉä +lÉ´ÉÉ =xÉ EòÒ +Éä®ú ºÉä ÊEòºÉÒ +xªÉ ´ªÉÊHò xÉä <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ EòÒ EòÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ-SÉÒiÉ xÉ½þÓ EòÒ ! {É®ú¨É {ÉÉ´ÉxÉ

nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ {ÉÚ®úÒ iÉ®ú½þ ÊxÉVÉÒ ½èþÊºÉªÉiÉ ¨Éå ºÉÉÆºEßòÊiÉEò =qäù¶ªÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ EòÒ ªÉÉzÉÉ {É®ú MÉB lÉä!

(MÉ) ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ º´ÉÉªÉkÉÉ EòÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉEäò ´ÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå EòÒ vÉÉÌ¨ÉEò iÉlÉÉ ºÉÉºEÞòÊiÉEò º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ! <ºÉ =qäù¶ªÉ EòÉä

vªÉÉxÉ ¨Éå ®úJÉEò®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ xÉä ÊnùºÉ¨¤É®ú 1965 ¨Éå ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨É½þÉºÉ¦ÉÉ ¨Éå BEò |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ÊVÉºÉ¨Éå ''ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ±ÉÉäMÉÉå Eäò

¨ÉÚ±É¦ÉÚiÉ +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå +Éè®ú º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ+Éå Eäò ÊxÉ®ÆúiÉ®ú =±±ÉÆPÉxÉ +Éè®ú ''<ºÉEäò ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÉä Ê´ÉÊ¶É¹]õ ºÉÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ iÉlÉÉ vÉÉÌ¨ÉEò VÉÒ´ÉxÉ Eäò nù̈ ÉxÉ'' EòÒ

ËxÉnùÉ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ! <ºÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É ¨Éå <ºÉ ¨ÉÉÆMÉ EòÉä Ê¡ò®ú nùÉä½þ®úÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò BàºÉä ºÉ¦ÉÒ +ÉSÉÉ®ú-´ªÉ´É½þÉ®ú JÉi¨É ½þÉäxÉä SÉÉÊ½þB ÊVÉxÉEòÒ ´ÉVÉ½þ ºÉä

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ±ÉÉäMÉ ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÉÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå +Éè®ú ¨ÉÚ±É¦ÉÚiÉ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ+Éå ºÉä ´ÉÆÊSÉiÉ ®ú½þ VÉÉiÉä ½èþ VÉÉä ÊEò =x½äþ ½þ̈ Éä¶ÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ lÉÒ!

�����������
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14 November 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TALKS WITH CHINA ABOUT INDIAN PROPERTY IN TIBET

47. Shri D.C. Sharma:
Shri Nihal Singh:
Shri S.C. Samanta:
Shri P.N. Solanki:
Shri Shrichand Goel: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether China has asked India for talks to settle terms for the take-over of the Indian peoperty in Lhasa, Gartok
and Yatung in Tibet by the Chinese Government;

(b) if so, the reaction of the Government thereto; and
(c) the steps taken or proposed to be taken in the matter?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) to (c). After taking over the leased land and properties of the erstwhile Indian Consulate-general in Lhasa and the

India Trade Agency in Yatung and Gartok, the Chinese Government have offered to discuss the prices of the same.
The Government of India have protested to the Chinese Government against the latter’s unilateral and arbitrary
action in taking over these properties and stated that they reserve their right to take further appropriate action.

�����������

14 November 1967 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA

90.    Shri J.N. Hazarika: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) the countries which have been visited by Dalai Lama recently;
(b) whether he was provided with adequate foreign exchange facilities in order to enable him to maintain his dignity

and position abroad;
(c) whether he has submitted any reports to Government about his visits; and
(d) if so, the broad details thereof?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) Japan.
(b) His Holiness the Dalai Lama was a guest of the Buddhist Missionary Association who provided full hospitality. For

the personal needs of His Holiness, adequate foreign exchange and other facilities were provided.
(c) As His Holiness is not a public servant, the question of his submitting reports to Government does not arise.
(d) Does not arise.

�����������

21 November 1967 Written Answers to Questions

BREACH OF TRUST BY INDIA IN REGARD TO TIBET

69.    Shri A.D. Mani: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Deputy Prime Minister, Shri Morarji Desai, accused India of breach of trust in regard to Tibet when

he visited Tokyo on August 21; and
(b) whether the conversations which he had with Japanese Government any suggestion was made by the latter

regarding the restoration of the autonomy of Tibet?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shri Indira Gandhi):
(a) No, Madam. During his visit to Japan, the Deputy Prime Minister, addressed a luncheon meeting of the Foreign

Correspondents Club of Japan in Tokyo on August 21, 1967. In reply to a question the Deputy Prime Minister said
as follows:

“Our position on Tibet has been very clear. We have wanted and still want that Tibet’s autonomy should be
restored and, as a matter of fact, it was on that condition that we had agreed to in 1950 about China’s relations
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with Tibet. We did not then realize that China had a different designs while making the agreement.”

(b) No, Madam.

�����������

27 November 1967 Written Answers to Questions

CLASHES ON TIBET-SIKKIM BORDER

*293. Shri R. Barua:
Shri N.S. Sharma: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state:

(a) the total number of armed personnel who have become permanently invalid during the clashes between the
Indian and Chinese forces on the Tibet-Sikkim border which took place in September and October last year ; and

(b) the details of the compensation paid to the families of the dead and to the invalid personnel?

The Minister of Defence (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) None of the wounded personnel has so far been invalided out of service.
(b) A statement showing the pensionary benefits admissible to the families of those killed and those who may be

invalided as a result for the clashes is laid on the Table of the House. [Placed in Library. See No. LT-1745/67].
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27 November 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

1983. Shri Yashpal Singh: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that about 3000 Tibetan Refugees crossed into Chamoli district through Mena and Niti passes

in August, 1967; and
(b) if so, whether they have been resettled and if so, where?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) Does not arise.

�����������

27 November 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

2039.  Shri Virendra Kumar Shah: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether a number of Tibetan refugees crossed into India as a result of Red Guards violence in recent months;
(b) if so, the number of persons who entered into India since the beginning of this year and whether they have been

rehabilitated;
(c) whether it is a fact that many of them dies in the relief camps owing to climatic conditions and other adverse

factors;
(d) if so, the number of persons who died in the camps; and
(e) the steps taken by Government to minimize the miseries and to provide proper treatment for the suffering

displaced persons?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gnadhi):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) 745 Tibetans entered India till 31st October 1967 through Ladakh, State of Uttar Pradesh, NEFA and Himachal

Pradesh. They are being moved to sites of resettlement as and when they are declared to be genuine refugees.
(c) And (d). No, sir, not many. Some 46 have died on account of diseases caused by malnutrition and exposure.
(e) Medical cover has been provided. Multi-vitamin tablets and medicines have already been sent by the Central Relief
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Committees (India). Some cotton clothing has also been sent. As soon as the refugees are cleared on grounds of
security they are shifted to resettlement.
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29 November 1967 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ UôÉjÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ºEÚò±É:

2318: ¸ÉÒ ®úPÉÖ́ ÉÒ®ú ËºÉ½þ ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ: CªÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ EäòxpùÒªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ UôÉjÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉB EÖòUô ºEÚò±É SÉ±ÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä =xÉEäò |É¤ÉxvÉ Ê´É¶Éä¹ÉEò®ú Ênù±±ÉÒ iÉlÉÉ nùÉÌVÉË±ÉMÉ Eäò ºEÚò±ÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç Ê¶ÉEòÉªÉiÉå |ÉÉ{iÉ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ;+Éè®ú

(MÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä =xÉ {É®ú CªÉÉ EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ EòÒ ½èþ?

Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ¦ÉÉMÉ´ÉiÉ ZÉÉ +ÉWÉÉnù) :

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ, EÖòUô BàºÉä ºEÚò±É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ºEÚò±É ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]õÒ uùÉ®úÉ SÉ±ÉÉB VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½éþ! ªÉ½þ ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]õÒ BEò º´ÉªÉkÉ¶ÉÉºÉÒ ºÉÆºÉlÉÉÇ ½èþ +Éè®ú ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]õÒ

®úÊVÉº]Åäõ¶ÉxÉ +ÊvÉÊxÉªÉ¨É, 1860 Eäò +xiÉMÉÇiÉ ®úÊVÉº]õbÇ÷ ½èþ!

(JÉ) xÉ iÉÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ ½þÒ +Éè®ú xÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ºEÚò±É ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]õÒ EòÉä EòÉä<Ç Ê¶ÉEòÉªÉiÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ Ê´ÉºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉB Ênù±±ÉÒ ¨Éå

EòÉä<Ç ºEÚò±É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

(MÉ) |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÓ =`öiÉÉ!
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4 December 1967 Written Answers to Questions

ENTRY OF TIBETAN REFUGEES

*448.  Shrimati Jyotsna Chanda: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that three groups of Tibetan refugees have recently crossed into India;
(b) if so, the steps taken by Government to rehabilitate them; and
(c) the reasons for their migration?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) to (c). Several groups of refugees from Tibet have entered India in recent months. Genuine refugees will be

resettled under schemes being implemented for their rehabilitation. The main reason of the influx is the increase
in anti-religious activities indulged in by Chinese and Tibetan Red Guards who, since the beginning of this year,
have destroyed a number of Gompas, disgraced the Lamas and forced the people to adopt new ways.
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4 December 1967 Written Answers to Questions

PEKING CHARGE AGAINST INDIA TO ANNEX TIBET

2854.  Shri D.C. Sharma: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether her attention has been drawn to the charges made by Peking of an attempt by the Government of India

to annex Tibet through the Dalai Lama.
(b) Whether they have also alleged that the Dalai Lama’s trip to Japan was aimed at carrying out more anti-China

activities at the instigation of U.S. imperialism and the Indian reactionaries; and
(c) If so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) to (c). The Government of India has noticed that various organs of the Chinese publicity media have been making

fantastic and totally baseless charges about the intentions of the Government of India vis-à-vis Tibet. However, no
communication has been received from the Chinese Government in the matter recently. Such allegations carry
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little convictions with anyone. It is therefore, hardly necessary for the Government of India to refute or protest
on each and every occasion when such patently baseless charges are made by Chinese publicity media.
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4 December 1967 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA

2902. Shri Hardayal Devgun: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Dalai Lama visited Thailand recently;
(b) if so, the type of facilities which were provided to him by Government; and
(c) whether the visit was of a private nature or official one?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) and (c). His Holiness the Dalai Lama visited Thailand in his personnel capacity as a guest of the Buddhist Association

of Thailand. He was provided with the necessary travel documents by the Government of India. He was also given
facilities for foreign exchange in keeping with his requirements.

�����������

5 December 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

Shri M.C. Shah: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state the total number of Tibetan refugees who have come
over to India, since Chinese occupation of Tibet?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Indira Gandhi): The total number of Tibetan
refugees who have come over to India since March, 1959 is about 51,000.

�����������

5 December 1967 Written Answers to Questions

REFUGEES FROM TIBET

Shri Bhupinder Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether there has been a marked increase in the flow of refugees from Tibet to India during the last six months;
(b) the number of Tibetan refugees who have come to India since January, 1967 and how does this number compare

with that in 1966;
(c) the policy of the Government in dealing with the refugees; and
(d) whether it is proposed to settle them in India on a permanent basis?

The Prime Minister and Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) 867 Tibetan refugees enterd India till 19th November 1967, while 240 Tibetan refugees crossed over to India

during the year 1966.
(c) On entering India the refugees are screened and those cleared of suspicion are either moved to sites of resettlement

or sent to work camps. Those suspected are detained for further interrogations.
(d) Yes, Sir. As long as they wish to stay.

�����������

11 December 1967 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA

Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is fact that Dalai Lama has been pressurized into not raising the question of violation of human rights
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in U.N. General Assembly this year; and
(c) if so, the reasons therefore?

The Minister of State in The Ministry of External Affairs (Shri B.R. Bhagat):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) Does not arise.

�����������

11 December 1967 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA’S VISIT ABROAD

3739. Shri Baburao Patel: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) the type and nature of passport on which the Dalai Lama has been permitted to travel overseas and the countries

he has visited so far with the period of his stay in each country;
(b) the amount of foreign exchange allowed to him for his purpose and the number of persons accompanying him;
(c) the number and names of Government officials or advisers accompanying the Dalai Lama and the amount of

expenditure incurred on them; and
(d) the purpose for which the Dalai Lama has been allowed to go on this foreign tour?

3The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) His Holiness the Dalai Lama visited Japan and Thailand in his private capacity. He was issued a Certificate of

Identity as a Tibetan national. He stayed in Japan for 17 and in Thailand for 7 days.
(b) and (c). For the personal needs of His Holiness, adequate foreign exchange was provided. Government do not

consider it to be in good taste to reveal precise figures relating to His Holiness, who in his capacity of a great and
revered religious leader, has been received as a guest by the Government and people of this country.

His entourage comprised of 6 persons on the visit to Japan and 8 to Thailand. All expenses, including those on
passages, of the visits of His Holiness and of his entourage, were met by the respective hosts and the Government
of India did not incur any expenditure on these visits.

(d) As the honored guest of the country, His Holiness is free to come and go as he  pleases. There is no question of
“allowing” him or not ‘allowing’ him.

(i) He was invited to Japan by the Japanese Buddhist Missionary Association on a cultural visit and to inaugurate an
exhibition of Tibetan arts and handicrafts.

(ii) He was invited to Thailand on a religion visit by the Buddhist Association of that country.

�����������

18 December 1967 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*723. Shri M.R. Masani: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether the attention of Government has been drawn to a report in the Times, London of the 2nd September,

1967 carrying an interview with Mr. Keith Satterthwaite, voluntary worker with Tibetan refugees in India. He
claimed that he had been forced out from the Tibetan craft community with which he was working by the Indian
officials as part of a general policy of hindering and stopping voluntary work by foreign nationals among Tibetan
refugees;

(b) whether the above facts are correct; and
(c) whether it is a fact that Government have initiated a general policy of stopping work by foreign nationals among

Tibetan refugees in this country and, if so, the reasons therefore?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri B.R. Bhagat):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) and (c). Mr. Keith Satterthwaite, a farm worker from England, was reported to be guiding the Tibetan craft
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community in Dalhousie in farm production. The cultivable area available with this community being small, his
services were not considered necessary, and he was informally advised to stop working with them. As the area is
neither “restricted” nor closed to foreigners, he could have stayed on if he had wished to do so. We approve only
of Specialists and Technicians working with Tibetan refugees and 27 such foreign nationals are currently assisting
them in rehabilitation.

Shri M.R. Masani: Mr. Speaker, Sir, if it was only a matter of informal advice and the liberty to stay on, there would have
been no occasion for this gentleman to tell his sad story to the British public. But I may quote from what he has said in
the Times that it went well beyond that.

“In May, the local district Commissioner summoned, Lama Khamtral Rinpoche, the community’s head, to ask why he
had volunteers there. He had to tell us that we were supposed to go. When they learnt that we were not going to leave,
they applied pressure on the Tibetan group by not issuing ration cards for cheap rice and wheat flour…

Shri Piloo Mody: Shame, shame!

Shri M.R. Masani: He further says:

“But then an official came to Dalhousie and asked Lama Rinpoche why we still had not gone. We realized that if we
did not go, they would put on more pressure. We moved to a private cottage…”

Therefore, they left. Does the hon. Minister think that this kind of thing should happen in this free and democratic
country and this sort of bullying be permitted?

Shri B.R. Bhagat: It is true that he has said like this. But about the pressure and more so about the ration cards, that
is not true. All those who wanted ration cards had been given ration cards because they depended upon ration supplied
through some contributions, through voluntary societies, due to drought and other situation in the country, were given
ration cards. His point that the pressure was applied through denial of ration cards to these peoples is not correct.

Shri M.R. Masani: Is the hon. Minister aware of what Mr. Keith Satterthwaite has alleged when he was asked why this
happened?

He says:  “The Indian Government’s attitude is that the refugees are not working enough. They did not want
volunteer workers because the Tibetans would not become self-supporting…”

Is this Government’s policy?

Shri B.R. Bhagat: No, Sir.

Shri D.N. Patodia: May I know it is a fact that the Indian Government wanted only specialized type of volunteers and
not of ordinary type? If that be the case, may I know whether the statements of this gentleman is correct when he says:

“I know of several cases personally”—he told in Dharamsala where the Dalai Lama has got actually in residence—
”a Swiss doctor with mobile dispensary was told to stop work among the Tibetans although he could work for the
Indians.”

Shri M.R. Masani: Shame!

Shri D.N. Patodia: What is the reason for this discrimination and why was a specialized person like a doctor, prevented
from doing his job?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi): We will look into it.

Shri B.R. Bhagat: I do not know about this. We have the list of specialists who are working in which there are doctors,
nurses, teachers and others. But I have just got the information that this doctor is still there.

Shri D.N. Patodia: The Minister says, he does not know it. He must have read the report.

Mr. Speaker: His latest report is that he is still there.
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Shri M.R. Masani: I am glad the Prime Minister has said that she will look into it. This is the whole purpose of this
question to see that these things do not happen.

¸ÉÒ +Éäo |Éo iªÉÉMÉÒ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨Éé ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ +É<Ç ½èþ ÊEò VÉÉä ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú Eäò ±ÉÉäMÉ ´É½þÉÆ EòÉ¨É

Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ ́ É½þ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò ¤É½ÖþiÉ ºÉä ¤ÉSSÉÉå EòÉä Ê´Énäù¶ÉÉå ̈ Éå ±Éä MÉB ½èþ +Éè®ú ́ É½þÉÆ =xÉEòÉ vÉ¨ÉÇ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ ¦ÉÒ =x½þÉåxÉä ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ? CªÉÉ BàºÉÒ ¦ÉÒ Ê®ú{ÉÉä]Çõ

ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò {ÉÉºÉ ½èþ ÊEò VÉÉä Ê´Énäù¶ÉÒ ´É½þÉÆ EòÉªÉÇ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ =x½þÉåxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå EòÉ vÉ¨ÉÇ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉ Eäò <ÆÎº]õ]õ¬Ú¶ÉxÉ ¨Éå +ÊxÉ´ÉÉªÉÇ °ü{É ºÉä

<ÇºÉÉ<ªÉiÉ EòÒ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ nùÒ VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ ¤Éo ®úÉo ¦ÉMÉiÉ: EÖòUô ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉ½þÒ ½èþ ÊEò EÖòUô näù¶ÉÉå ¨Éå VÉèºÉä Îº´É]õWÉ®ú±Éåb÷ xÉä EÖòUô ¤ÉSSÉÉå EòÉä Ê¶ÉIÉÉ näùxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB |É¤ÉxvÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ! +¤É ªÉ½þ vÉ¨ÉÇ

{ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ iÉÉä ¨ÉÖZÉä {ÉiÉÉ xÉ½þÓ!

Shri Jyotirmoy Basu: Is the Government aware of the fact that Dalai Lam, in the name of resettlement of Tibetan
refugees, is trying to make extensive purchases of tea estates and things like that in the border areas, specially in the
Kangra valley and whether it is a fact that funds for this purpose are coming from western capitalist countries, and if so,
what steps Government propose to take to prevent such things from happening? (Interruptions).

Shri Virendrakumar Shah: If so, how to get from eastern capitalist countries also?

Mr. Speaker: Is that a rider to it!

Shri B.R. Bhagat: I want notice to answer this question.

¸ÉÒ VÉÉVÉÇ ¡òxÉæxb÷ÒWÉ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ªÉ½þ VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ¨Éå ½èþ CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ BàºÉÒ EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊVÉºÉ ºÉä ÊEòºÉÒ ÊnùxÉ

<xÉ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä +{ÉxÉä näù¶É ́ ÉÉ{ÉºÉ VÉÉxÉä ̈ Éå ̈ Énùnù ½þÉä VÉÉªÉ +Éè®ú =ºÉ oùÎ¹]õ ºÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ BàºÉÒ xÉÒÊiÉ +{ÉxÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ EòÉªÉÇGò¨É +{ÉxÉä

½þÉlÉ ¨Éå ±Éä ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉ ºÉä ÊEò ªÉ½þ SÉÒWÉ ¤É½ÖþiÉ ½þÒ VÉ±nùÒ EòÉ¨ÉªÉÉ¤É ½þÉä VÉÉªÉ?

¸ÉÒ ¤Éo ®úÉo ¦ÉMÉiÉ: ªÉ½þ iÉÉä +{ÉxÉÒ ¨ÉVÉÔ ºÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ +ÉªÉä ½éþ! ½þ̈ É EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ =xÉEòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä EòÒ .....(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)..... +É{É ºÉÖÊxÉB iÉÉä! +¤É ªÉ½þ

´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ VÉÉªÉå ªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ, ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ =xÉEòÒ ¨ÉVÉÔ ½èþ! ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ EòÉä<Ç xÉÒÊiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò =xÉ EòÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ¦ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉªÉ!

¸ÉÒ VÉÉVÉÇ ¡òxÉæxb÷ÒWÉ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ´É½þ ¨Éä®úÉ |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÓ ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ºÉEäò ½èþ! ´É½þ +{ÉxÉÒ ¨ÉVÉÔ ºÉä xÉ½þÓ +ÉªÉä ½èþ! +xiÉ®úÉÇ¹]ÅõÒªÉ PÉ]õxÉÉ+Éå xÉä VÉÉä =xÉ Eäò

>ð{É®ú ¨ÉÖºÉÒ¤ÉiÉ {ÉènùÉ EòÒ =ºÉ EòÒ ´ÉVÉ½þ ºÉä ´É½þ +ÉªÉä ½èþ! =ºÉ ¨Éå EÖòUô iÉÉä +É{É EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ ¦ÉÒ MÉ±ÉiÉÒ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ! +¤É 20 ´É¹ÉÉç Eäò ¤ÉÉnù +ºÉÊ±ÉªÉiÉ

EòÉä ÊUô{ÉÉxÉä ºÉä iÉÉä EòÉä<Ç ¡òÉªÉnùÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! ̈ Éä®äú |É¶xÉ EòÉ ̈ ÉiÉ±É¤É ºÉ¨ÉZÉ ±ÉÒÊVÉB! ®úÉVÉxÉèÊiÉEò {ÉÊ®úÎºlÉÊiÉªÉÉå Eäò EòÉ®úhÉ ́ É½þ ªÉ½þÉÆ +ÉªÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú +ÉVÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

EòÉ <ºiÉä̈ ÉÉ±É SÉÒxÉ xÉä ´É½þÉÆ +{ÉxÉÒ ¡òÉèVÉÒ iÉÉEòiÉ EòÉä ¤ÉføÉ Eò®ú Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ EòÉä JÉiÉ®äú ¨Éå b÷É±ÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ! iÉÉä CªÉÉ BàºÉÒ EòÉä<Ç xÉÒÊiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ

½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +{ÉxÉä PÉ®ú ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ VÉÉªÉå, +{ÉxÉä näù¶É EòÉä +{ÉxÉä EòÉ¤ÉÚ ¨Éå ±Éä +Éè®ú ÊVÉºÉ ºÉä Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ {É®ú VÉÉä +ÉVÉ SÉÒxÉ EòÉ JÉiÉ®úÉ ½èþ ´É½þ ¦ÉÒ nÚù®ú ½þÉä

+Éè®ú <xÉ EòÒ ¦ÉÒ ¨Énùnù ½þÉä?

¸ÉÒ ¤Éo ®úÉo ¦ÉMÉiÉ: ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ EòÉä +SUôÒ iÉ®ú½þ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½èþ ÊEò ºÉ´ÉÉ±ÉÉå Eäò ºÉ¨ÉªÉ xÉÒÊiÉ {É®ú ¤É½þºÉ xÉ½þÓ EòÒ VÉÉiÉÒ!

¸ÉÒ VÉÉVÉÇ ¡òxÉæxb÷ÒWÉ: ¤É½þºÉ ¨Éé xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ ! ¨Éé |É¶xÉ {ÉÚUô ®ú½þÉ ½ÚÆþ +Éè®ú xÉÒÊiÉ Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå ½þÒ iÉÉä |É¶xÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½éþ +Éè®ú EòÉ½äþ Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ¨Éå ½þÉäiÉä ½èþ?

Mr. Speaker: He may please resume his seat. We have got the Foreign Affairs debate also.

¸ÉÒ ¤Éo ®úÉo ¦ÉMÉiÉ: =x½þÉåxÉä xÉÒÊiÉ EòÉ VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ÊEòªÉÉ ¨Éè Ê¡ò®ú ¦ÉÒ nùÉä½þ®úÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò +MÉ®ú BàºÉÒ ÎºlÉÊiÉ ½Öþ<Ç ¦ÉÒ ÊEò VÉ¤É ´É½þ ´É½þÉÆ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ

VÉÉªÉåMÉä iÉÉä ªÉ½þ =xÉ EòÒ ¨ÉVÉÔ {É®ú ÊxÉ¦ÉÇ®ú ½þÉäMÉÉ.....

¸ÉÒ VÉÉVÉÇ ¡òxÉæxb÷ÒWÉ: +É{É ºÉä EÖòUô xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäMÉÉ! +vªÉIÉ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ, ªÉ½þ +{ÉxÉä +É{É SÉÒWÉå xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ! ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä EÖòUô Eò®úxÉÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ! ªÉ½þ ±ÉÉäMÉ CªÉÉ

Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ? ¤ÉºÉ =xÉ EòÉä ®úÉä]õÒ ÊJÉ±ÉÉxÉä EòÉ EòÉ¨É Eò®ú ®ú½äþ? +Éè®ú EÖòUô xÉ½þÓ......(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) EÖòUô iÉÉä xÉÒÊiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ´Éä =ºÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå!

¸ÉÒ |Éä̈ É SÉxnù ´É¨ÉÉÇ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò <ºÉ ´ÉHò iÉEò ÊEòiÉxÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ ¨Éå ½éþ! ÊVÉºÉ <±ÉÉEäò ºÉä ¨Éè +ÉiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ

VÉèºÉä vÉ¨ÉÇ¶ÉÉ±ÉÉ EòÉ ÊWÉGò ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ EòÉÆMÉbä÷ ¨Éä, ´É½þÉÆ {É®ú EòÉ¡òÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ½èþ! iÉÉä CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½èþ ÊEò =xÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò
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ºÉÉlÉ........................

Mr. Speaker: That does not arise out of this question. This is about some voluntary worker and all that.

¸ÉÒ |Éä̈ É SÉxnù ́ É¨ÉÉÇ: =xÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò ºÉÉlÉ Eò¨ªÉÚÊxÉº]õ {ÉÉ]õÔ Eäò ºÉ®úMÉ¨ÉÇ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ +Éè®ú ́ É½þ VÉÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ ́ É½þÉÆ ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ

¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ Eäò °ü{É ¨Éå +ÉªÉä ½èþ =xÉ¨Éå SÉÒxÉ Eäò EÖòUô BVÉå]õ ¦ÉÒ ½èþ VÉÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ ºÉä ºÉ¤É JÉ¤É®åú ´É½þÉÆ ¦ÉäVÉiÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú VÉÉä EÖòUô ¦ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå ´É½þÉÆ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ ´É½þ SÉÒxÉ Eäò

®äúÊb÷ªÉÉä ºÉä ¥ÉÉb÷EòÉº]õ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ, iÉÉä CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä <ºÉ ÊºÉ±ÉÊºÉ±Éä ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç VÉÉÆSÉ EòÒ ½èþ? +MÉ®ú EòÒ ½èþ iÉÉä =ºÉ EòÉ EÖòUô Ê´É´É®úhÉ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉåMÉä?

¸ÉÒ ¤Éo ®úÉo ¦ÉMÉiÉ: +¦ÉÒ iÉEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ªÉ½þÉÆ EÖò±É 51 ½þWÉÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ +ÉªÉä ½èþ ÊVÉxÉ ̈ Éå +ÊvÉEòÉÆ¶É iÉÉä ¶ÉÖ°ü ̈ Éå +ÉªÉä lÉä +Éè®ú EÖòUô +¦ÉÒ +ÉiÉä

½èþ! VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò =xÉ ¨Éå SÉÒxÉÒ BVÉå]õ ªÉÉ nÚùºÉ®úÒ {ÉÉ]õÔ ºÉä ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ®úJÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉå EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½èþ VÉ¤É ´É½þ +ÉiÉä ½èþ iÉÉä ½þ̈ É ªÉ½þ +SUôÒ iÉ®ú½þ UôÉxÉ¤ÉÒxÉ Eò®ú ±ÉäiÉä

½èþ ÊEò =xÉ ̈ Éå EòÉä<Ç SÉÒxÉÒ BVÉå]õ xÉ ½þÉä ªÉÉ =xÉ EòÉ ®úÉVÉxÉÒÊiÉEò nù±ÉÉå Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ºÉ®úÉäEòÉ®ú xÉ ½þÉä Ê¤É±EÖò±É! <ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉnù iÉ¤É =xÉ EòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ªÉÉ {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ

Eäò Ê±ÉB |É¤ÉxvÉ Eò®úiÉä ½èþ.....

¸ÉÒ |Éä̈ É SÉxnù ´É¨ÉÉÇ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, EÖòUô EäòºÉäVÉ {ÉEòbä÷ MÉB ½èþ.................

¸ÉÒ ¤Éo ®úÉo ¦ÉMÉiÉ: =xÉ EòÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ¦ÉäVÉ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ!

Shri Hem Barua: Because of the reception given by India to the Tibetan refugees, is it not a fact that China is at
present pushing in more Tibetans into India, of whom some are specially Chinese spies? If so, may I know whether
Government is trying to screen the news on rush of Tibetan refugees into India so that these spies may not percolate
into our country?

Shri B.R. Bhagat: That is true. We are very careful. When we see that the influx of refugees that is coming if their
number is more than just the trickle that is usually coming on account of hardship, we go into it and very carefully screen
them and it is a fact that about some of whom we had, doubts that they might be spies, we have been able to push them
back.

¤É±É®úÉVÉ ¨ÉvÉÉäEò: CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉiªÉ ½èþ ÊEò VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ Ê®ú}ªÉÚVÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå +ÉªÉä ½èþ =xÉ ¨Éå ºÉä ¤É½ÖþiÉÉå EòÉä =xÉ IÉäjÉÉå ¨Éå VÉ½þÉÆ EòÒ VÉ±É´ÉÉªÉÖ =xÉ Eäò +xÉÖEÚò±É

½èþ ´É½þÉÆ xÉ ¤ÉºÉÉ Eò®ú Eäò =xÉ EòÉä ½þ̈ É =xÉ ºlÉÉxÉÉå {É®ú ¦ÉäVÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ VÉ½þÉÆ ÊEò VÉ±É ´ÉÉªÉÖ =xÉ EòÉä ºÉÚ]õ xÉ½þÓ Eò®úiÉÒ +Éè®ú +Ê½þºiÉÉ =xÉ EòÉä ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®úiÉÒ VÉÉ

®ú½þÒ ½èþ! <ºÉEäò Ê´É{É®úÒiÉ ±ÉqùÉJÉ +Éè®ú ±É½þÉè±É º{ÉÒiÉÒ +ÉÊnù =kÉ®úÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò +xªÉ IÉäjÉÉå ¨Éå VÉ½þÉÆ ´É½þ ¤ÉºÉ ºÉEòiÉä lÉä +ÉºÉÉxÉÒ ºÉä +Éè®ú VÉ½þÉÆ =xÉ Eäò ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä

ºÉä ½þ̈ Éä ¦ÉÒ ±ÉÉ¦É ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉ iÉ®ú¡ò vªÉÉxÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ! ±ÉqùÉJÉ ¨Éå ¨ÉèxÉä näùJÉÉ ÊEò 2 ½þWÉÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +ÉªÉä ½èþ =xÉ EòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä EòÉ ¦ÉÒ EòÉä<Ç

|É¤ÉxvÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ! iÉÉä CªÉÉ <ºÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä {É®ú ¦ÉÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ®úÉä¶ÉxÉÒ b÷É±ÉäMÉÒ?

¸ÉÒ ¤Éo ®úÉo ¦ÉMÉiÉ: ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 14 ½þWÉÉ®ú +ÉnùÊ¨ÉªÉÉå EòÉä iÉÉä ½þ̈ É ¤ÉºÉÉ {ÉÉªÉä ½èþ +Éè®ú VÉÉä ¤ÉÉnù ¨Éå +ÉªÉä ½èþ SÉÚÆÊEò VÉMÉ½þ EòÒ Eò¨ÉÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú VÉMÉ½þ ºÉä ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É

ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò JÉäiÉÒ +ÉÊnù EòÒ ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ ½þÉä iÉÉä =ºÉEòÒ Eò¨ÉÒ ½èþ, <ºÉÊ±ÉB BEò ¤Éb÷É iÉ¤ÉEòÉ ½èþ nùºÉ ½þWÉÉ®ú Eäò Eò®úÒ¤É, =xÉEòÉä ½þ̈ É ¨ÉèºÉÚ®ú º]äõ]õ ¨Éå WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ iÉèªÉÉ®ú

Eò®úEäò ´É½þÉÆ ¤ÉºÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ! +¦ÉÒ iÉEò Eò®úÒ¤É 20 ½þWÉÉ®ú VÉÉä ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ½èþ ÊVÉxÉ EòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉÉ ¤ÉÉEòÒ ½èþ, =xÉEäò Ê±ÉB VÉMÉ½þ +Éè®ú <±ÉÉEòÉå ¨Éå JÉÉäVÉ Eò®úEäò +Éè®ú

WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ ¤ÉMÉè®ú½þ iÉèªÉÉ®ú Eò®úEäò ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ¤É±É®úÉVÉ ¨ÉvÉÉäEò: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨ÉèxÉä Eò½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò VÉ½þÉÆ ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ ´É½þ =xÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB ºÉÚ]äõ¤É±É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! iÉÉä =kÉ®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå

½þÒ =xÉ EòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò®åúMÉä?

¸ÉÒ ¤Éo ®úÉo ¦ÉMÉiÉ: ¨ÉèxÉä VÉèºÉÉ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÊEò <xÉ <±ÉÉEòÉå ̈ Éå VÉèºÉÒ WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ SÉÉÊ½þB +Éè®ú VÉÉä ®úÉVªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÉå ºÉä =ºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB, ́ É½þ xÉ½þÓ Ê¨É±É

®ú½þÒ ½èþ! <ºÉÊ±ÉB ¨ÉèºÉÚ®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ! ´É½þÉÆ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÉå ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®ú Eäò ºÉ¤É EÖòUô <ÆiÉWÉÉ¨É Eò®ú Eäò iÉ¤É =xÉ EòÉä Eò½þÓ ¤ÉºÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ <Îxnù®úÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ: VÉÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ ¨ÉèºÉÚ®ú ¨Éå ¤ÉºÉä ½èþ ´É½þ EÖòUô ºÉ¨ÉªÉ {É½þ±Éä ¨ÉÖZÉ ºÉä Ê¨É±ÉxÉä +ÉªÉä lÉä! =x½þÉåxÉä iÉÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ´É½þ JÉÖ¶ÉÒ ºÉä ´É½þÉÆ ¤ÉºÉä ½èþ!

�����������
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18 December 1967 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ xÉÉMÉÊ®úEòiÉÉ:

4743. ¸ÉÒ ¶ÉÊ¶É ¦ÉÚ¹ÉhÉ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä {ÉÚhÉÇiÉ: ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ xÉÉMÉÉÊ®úEòiÉÉ näù nùÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(JÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò BàºÉä ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ CªÉÉ ½èþ VÉÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù Ê¡ò®ú ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ SÉ±Éä MÉªÉä ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ <Îxnù®úÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ):

(Eò) +¦ÉÒ EòÉä<Ç ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eäò Ê±ÉB ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä xÉ½þÓ +ÉªÉÉ ½èþ!

(JÉ) `öÒEò `öÒEò ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ <xÉEòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¤É½ÖþiÉ Eò¨É ½èþ!

�����������

23 December 1967 Short Notice Question

PURCHASES MADE BY DALAI LAMA

S.N.Q. 18.  Shri Jyotirmoy Basu: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that efforts are being made on behalf of Dalai Lama to make  extensive purchases of properties

like Tea Estates in border areas, especially in Kangra and Himachal Pradesh areas;
(b) whether it is also a fact that funds for this are coming from U.S.A. and some other Western capitalist countries;

and
(c) if so, Government’s reaction thereto?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) to (c). As explained in the statement laid on the Table of the House, certain properties have been purchased in the

name of the Tibetan Industrial Rehabilitation Society. The Society receives assistance from the Central Relief
Committee which is a non-official organization in India. The Relief Committee has also received contributions
raised by a number of foreign voluntary organizations. The Government of India have no information that any
foreign Government has made any contribution to the funds of the Tibetan Industrial Rehabilitation Society.

Statement
Under the laws there is no bar on foreigners against the purchase of land and other properties in India.

2. The Tibetan Industrial Rehabilitation Society was registered, as a charitable Society under the Society Registration
Act XXI of 1860—Punjab Amendment Act, 1957, as extended to the Union Territory of Delhi. The Society is
reported to have purchased lands in the following places in Himachal Pradesh:

(i) At Bir two Tea Gardens covering a total area of 295 acres. In addition they have purchased 16 acres, in the same
locality, for establishing a woolen mill;

(ii) At Poanta (Himachal Pradesh)
(iii) Sataun (Himachal Pradesh)
(iv) Kumarao (Himachal Pradesh)

These lands have been purchased for rehabilitation of approximately 600 Tibetan refugee families.

3. The Central Relief Committee (India) (a non-official organization) is the only body which provides funds to the
Society. Voluntary contributions raised by the aid agencies in a foreign countries are not sent directly to any
rehabilitation unit but are channelised through the Central Relief Committee (India). The Government of India
have no knowledge that any foreign government, as such, has made any contribution towards the Tibetan Industrial
Rehabilitation Society.

4. Funds raised through the voluntary contributions by the people of foreign countries have been received through
the following agencies:

(a) European Campaign Committee 1966;
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(b) Norwegian Refugee Council;
(c) Swiss Aid to Tibetans;
(d) Catholic Relief Services.

5. In terms of the provisions of the law, under which the Society has been registered, the accounts of the Society
have been audited and the Report is available with the Central Relief Committee (India):

Shri Jyotirmoy Basu: This gentlemen, the Dalai Lama, came as a refugee seeking asylum which  was granted by
Government. Now he is involving himself in political activities as well as in investment effort and exploitations joining
hands with foreigners.

In Delhi alone His Holiness, the Dalai Lama has two bureaux which run departments like Press and Information
Department, for Tibetans who wish to travel within India and abroad, ration department, industries and investment
department and many other unseen departements. His Holines has bought extensive properties in the border areas of
Himachal Pradesh, a cotton mill here, some other complex in Bhopal, iron and steel works near Calcutta with the help
of Belgians, who are host to the NATO…..

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member is giving information. What is his question?

Shri Jyotimrmoy Basu: My question is this. As I have just said the Belgians are co-operating with the Dalai Lama who
is finding finance from the Yankees.

So far, what is the total amount that has come from abroad for the Dalai Lama and also in the name of the Tibetan
refugees including withdrawals from the PL-480 funds which are preserved in India?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: May I say, at the very outset that it is very wrong on the part of the hon. Member to say that
the Dalai Lama is carrying on political activities in this country? It is not a political activity. These are charitable institutions
which he has set up for the rehabilitation of the Tibetan refugees and for helping the Tibean refugees.

Shri Jyotirmoy Basu: What about the press and information department?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: As regards the total amount of aid received by this particular society, it comes to Rs. 54.68
lakhs from foreign agencies.

As regards the question whether any money has come from the PL-480 funds or from America, we have no
information whatsoever in our hand. Actually, as I have said in my statement already, as far as the Government of India
are concerned, we do not know at all if any money has come from any foreign government whatsoever. Whatever
money has come from various chartiable institutions abroad who are collecting money for the Tibetan refugees in
India…..

Shri Jyotirmoy Basu: His knowledge is very limited.

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: These are private organization where Government do not come into the picture.

Shri Jyotirmoy Basu: What is the total value of immovable assets that have been brought by the Dalai Lama into India
and how much of the same has been set out within the Government’s knowledge? May I also know the details of the
privilieges that are enjoyed by the Dalai Lama’s and the Tibetan Refugees various establishments in India, and the number
of foreigners working for them?

Shri Surendra Singh: I submit, I have not got the details of all the valuables and wealth brought into India by the Dalai
Lama. All I can say is that as far as this particular society is concenrned, he has contributed about Rs. 20,000 when he set
it up.

Shri Umanath: May I know whether the attention of the Government has been drawn to certain press reports
recently that these officers of the Dalai Lama have become centers of international intrigues and even CIA espionage
activities; if not, I would like to know whether there is any check as to how the foreign money that is being received by
the Dalai Lama is used within the country, i.e it is not used for purposes other than humanitarian purposes etc., for
which it is meant. I would like to know what arrangement is there by the Government to check it up.

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: There seems to be a misunderstanding in the minds of members that this particular society
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is run by the Dalai Lama’s representatives or by Tibetans alone. This society has a governing body consisting of about
seven persons, out of whom three are Indians, three are Tibetans and one is a foreigner and Dr. Gopal Singh, M.P., who
is a prominent person, who is known to everybody, is the Chairman of the society.

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee: He is a leftist.

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: All the funds which are collected by various foreign agencies and all over the country come
to the Central Relief Committee which is a non-official body and it is the duty of the CRC  to coordinate, to receive
these funds, and to distribute them properly. So, a thorough check is kept, the CRC  ia fully in the picture as to what is
going on, where the money is coming from etc., and all the activities of the society are fully above board.

Jh izse pan oekZ % v/;{k egksn;] eSa ekuuh; ea=kh egksn; ls tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd nykbZ ykek tks fd gekjs ftyk dkaxM+k esa jgrs

gSa vkSj ogha ij og tehu [kjhn jgs gSa vkSj ml tehu dks [kjhn jgsa gSa tks fd xjhc yksxksa dh tehu gS] ogka ds ykssxksa us ml ds

fy, izksVSLV fd;k fd nykbZ ykek dks ;gka ij tehu [kjhnus dh bt+ktr u nh tk; exj ljdkj us ml ij roTtg ugha fn;k]

nwljh rjQ nykbZ ykek us tEew ,saM dk'ehj esa tehu [kjhnus ds fy, btktr ekaxh rks ljdkj us tEew vkSj dk'ehj esa tks dk'ehj

ds igkM+h bykds gSa ogka ij mudks tehu [kjhnus dh btktr ugha nhA eSa iwNuk pkgrk gwa  ljdkj ls fd og fgekpy izns'k ds

xjhc bykds tgka og tehu [kjhn jgs gSa ogka mu ds clus ls tcfd lh- vkbZ- ,- ds vkneh tgka ,d rjQ mu ds lkFk gSa ogka

nwljh rjQ phu ds ,stsaV Hkh mu ds dSEiksa esa ekStwn gSa] rks D;k mu ds ogka tehu [kjhnus ls bl ckr dk 'kd ugha gS] fd ogka

ij fons'kh vM~Ms dk;e gks tk;saxs\

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % v/;{k egksn;] ;g lgh gS fd T;knkrj tehu tks mUgksaus yh gS og fgekpy izns'k esa gSA ysfdu eSa ;g ekuusa

ds fy, rS;kj ugha gwa fd fdlh fdLe dh tcnZLrh ogka dh tk jgh gS ;k tehu ,sDok;j dh tk jgh gS ckbZ QkslZA ;g rks [kq'kh

dk lkSnk gSA tks yksx viuh tehu csp jgs gSa mls og [kjhn jgs gSaA

Jh cyjkt e/kksd % D;k ;g lR; gS fd nykbZ ykek pkgrs gS vkSj mu ds Qkyksoj Hkh pkgrs gSa fd yn~nk[k esa tgka ds yksx muds

QkykolZ gSa vkSj tgka mUgh dk /keZ pyrk gS ogka og tehu [kjhnsa vkSj ogka og clsa exj tks tEew dk'ehj fj;klr ds dkuwu gSa

og mu dks bl ckr dh btktr ugha nsrs vkSj blfy, tks txg lc ls mi;qDr gS muds clus ds fy, vkSj ckdh n f"V;ksa ls Hkh]

ogka og tehu ugha [kjhn ldrs\

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % v/;{k egksn;] tEew vkSj dk'ehj ds ckjs esa rks eq>s ekywe ugha gS fd D;k muls dgk x;k gSA ysfdu tgka

rd fd bl dk loky gS fd og dgka jguk pkgrs gSa dgka ugha jguk pkgrs gSa ;g lc ckrsa mu ds lkFk fMLdl gksrh gS vkSj dgha

ml ds fy, ikcUnh ugha gS-

Jh cyjkt e/kksd % og tEew dk'ehj esa cluk pkgrs gSa

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % bl ds ckjs esa esjs ikl lwpuk ugha gSA

Shri Hem Barua: The hon. Minister has stated that money has come to the Dalai Lama from different charitable
purposes. In that context, may I know whether the buying of tea estates comes within the purview of the charitable
activities and whether the Government propose to give the Dalai Lama the legitimate rights to follow his pursuits in this
country without any hindrance?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: Aid from foreign agencies is not given to the Dalai Lama himself. They have given to this
particular society, a charitable society registered under the society Act. And, what was the second part of the question?

Shri Hem Barua: Whether the Dalai Lama would be allowed to pursue his legitimate activities in this country without
any restrictions.

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: As far as that is concerned, the hon. Member knows that we have placed no restrictions on
the Dalai Lama carrying on his activities and all his activities which concern the rehabilitation and resettlement of the
refugees, it is only the political activities which we have advised him not to indulge in.

An Hon. Member: But he is doing it. (Interruption).
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Shri D.C. Sharma: May I know from the hon. Minister whether he is sure of the fact that His Holiness the Dalai Lama
is performing only those duties which are necessitated on account of his flight from Tibet and on account of the Tibetans
from that country and is he also sure of the fact that the Dalai Lama is not being given that opportunity of political
propaganda which has given to the African League which is doing propaganda against the South African Apartheid policy?
After all, the Dalai Lama will also have the same opinion against Maoism and I think our Government has no good feeling
towards that.

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: Sir, the Dalai Lama is our honoured guest. We have not placed any restrictions on his
activities. He is carrying on whatever he is doing in regard to the welfare or the resettlement of his countrymen, he is
carrying on those activities with whatever help he is getting himself and with whatever helps is coming outside. We have
merely advised him that he should not indulge in any political activity which is likely to impair our relations with our
neighbouring countries, and to that he has agreed, and there is no demand from his side in respect of the other things
that the hon. Member mentioned.

Jh f¶ko pUnz >k% eSa ;g tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd bl le; nykbZ ykek dh viuh lEifÙk fdruh gSA mu dks fQfyikbu ds esxkls

ls ls iqjLdkj ds lkFk lk<+s lÙkj gtkj #i;k feyk gSA ,f¶k;k ifCyds¶kUt+ gkml ls mu dh thouh izdkf¶kr dh xbZ gS] ftl dh

jk;yVh mu dks feyrh gSA bl ds vfrfjDr mu dks fons¶kksa ls /ku feyk gSA eSa ;g tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd bl lkjh lEifÙk esa ls

fdruk va¶k og vius fopkj izpkj ds fy, fgUnqLrku esa [kpZ dj jgs gSa vkSj bl lEcU/k esa mu dk dkSu dkSu lk lkfgR; izdkf¶kr

gqvk gSA

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % mu dh lEifÙk ds ckjs esa vkadM+s esjs ikl ugha gS vkSj u gh esjs ikl ;g lwpuk gS fd mUgksaus ml dk fdruk

va¶k dgka [kpZ fd;k gSA eSa crk pqdk gw¡ fd bl lkslk;Vh ds] ftl ds ckjs esa ;g loky gS] fdrus Q+aM~t ckgj ls vk;s gSa vkSj os

fdl rjg ls [kpZ gks jgs gSaA

Jh ¶kf¶k Hkw¹É.k cktis;h % D;k nykbZ ykek dks ;g crk fn;k x;k gS fd pwafd fgUnqLrku esa tehankjh izFkk dks lekIr dj fn;k x;k

gS] bl fy, og tks tehu [kjhn jgsa gSa] dy mu dks og f¶kdfe;ksa dks u nsuh iM+s\ eSa ;g Hkh tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd D;k og ns¶k

esa dksbZ eB Hkh cukuk pkgrs gSa] ftl ds fy, mUgksaus vkKk ekaxh gSA

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % dqN tehusa rks os gSa] tks nykbZ ykek Lo;a vius fdlh dk;Z ds fy;s [kjhn jgs gSa] ysfdu ;g loky mu tehuksa

ds ckjs esa gS] tks bl lkslk;Vh us Vh,lVsV~l oxSjk esa [kjhnh gSa] tgka og QSDVjh oxSjg lsV&vi djuk pkgrs gSa] rkfd frCcr ls

vkus okys jsQ+;wtht+ dks dqN jkstxkj fn;k tk ldsA nykbZ ykek vius fy, D;k [kjhn jgs gSa] ml dh tkudkjh esjs ikl ugha gS

vkSj u gh ml dk bl loky ls dksbZ lEcU/k gSA

Jh izdk¶kohj ¶kkL=kh % izkjEHk esa nykbZ ykek ¶kj.kkxr ds :i esa Hkkjr vk, Fks] rks Hkkjr us viuh iqjkuh ijEijkvksa ds vuqlkj mu

dks bl ns¶k esa ¶kj.k nh FkhA ysfdu bl lkslk;Vh }kjk lo;a lh/ks :i esa Hkwfe vkfn [kjhnus ds ihNs D;k Hkkjr ljdkj vkSj nykbZ

ykek dk vfHkizk; ;g gS fd os nykbZ ykek ds frCcr ykSVus dh vk¶kk fcYdqy NksM+ cSBs gSa vkSj D;k Hkkjr ljdkj ;g le>rh gS

fd vc mudks bl ns¶k ds LFkk;h ukxfjd ds :i esa Hkwfe vkfn nh tk;s] ftl ls og vius vkSj vius lg;ksfx;ksa ds iquokZl dh

O;oLFkk dj ldsa] ;fn gka] rks phuh vkØe.k ds ckn Hkkjr ljdkj us bl laln esa frCcr ds lEcU/k esa tks ;g fu.kZ; fd;k Fkk fd

ge frCcr dks eqDr dj ds okil nykbZ ykek dks nsaxs] D;k og vius ml fu.kZ; dks Hkwy jgh gS\

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % ;g loky rks dsoy bl lkslk;Vh ds lEcU/k esa gSaA ekuuh; lnL; us rks uhfr dk ,d yEck&pkSM+k loky
mBk;k gS] ftl dk tokc nsus esa eSa vleFkZ gwaA

Jh gqde pUn dNok;% bl ljdkj esa frCcr okil ysus dh rkdr gh ugha gSA

Shri Nath Pai: The Dalai Lama represents in international law the legitimate Government of the Tibetan people. Just as
Queen Wilhelmina, when she had to take refuge from the Nazi aggressors in the United Kingdom, the fact that she was
alone did not detract from the essence of what she represented, namely the legitimate Government of the Netherlands.
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The Dalai Lama represents the only legitimate Government of the people of Tibet. As such he has been pleading, I think,
for due recognition from the Government of India and also asking for facilities to go to the UN to seek justice for his
people and his country at the hands of that body, which stands as the defender of the rights of nations. May I know what
is the Government of India’s reaction to these different place for help and recognition to His Holiness the Dalai Lama?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: This question is also on the same lines as that put by Shastriji. It is a very wide question
which involves policy matters. It has been explained on the floor of the House on a number of times that it is true that
Dalai Lama was the head of the local Government, but we have also recognized Chinese suzerainty over Tibet.

Shri Nath Pai: I also asked whether the Dalai Lama asked for facilities for travel to neighbouring Buddhist countreis in
connection with his religious duties. What is the Government’s reaction to that? I also asked whether he wanted to go
to UN (Interruptions). UN happens to be in America. (Interruption). What is the reaction of the Government of India to
his desire to go to the UN?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: The hon. Member is aware that the Dalai Lama recently paid a visit to Japan and other
places. Our permission was asked and we gave it gladly. In future if he comes forward with such requests, we will
certainly consider them. About the UN, such a request has not come to us from him yet.

Shri P. Venkatasubbaiah: I am glad the Government have repudiated certain allegations about the intentions and
motives of the Dalai Lama in this country. Since there is a large exodus of Tibetan refugees to our country because of
the Maoist activitis there, do the Government propose to give some more assistance to the Dalai Lama and the
charitable institutions he is running for the rehabilitating the Tibetan refugees in conformity with our traditions of giving
asylum to the peole who have been forced to leave their country?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: In addition to whatever is being done by the Dalai Lama and his organisations in this regard,
the Government of India have their own schemes for the rehabilitation of the Tibetan refugees. Both the schemes are
going on in a parallel way.

Jh ,l0 ,l0 tks¶kh % tc nykbZ ykek Hkkjr vk, Fks] rc phuh gqdwer ds lkFk gekjs fj¶rs&ukrs vkt tSls ugha FksA tc ls mUgksaus

gekjs ns¶k ij vkØe.k fd;k] rc ls os gekjs nq¶eu cus gq, gSa vkSj] tSlk fd iz/kku ea=kh th us dy dgk gS] og flyflyk yxkrkj

py jgk gSA ,slh gkyr es aD;k gqdwer bl ckr ij fopkj djsxh fd ge yksxksa us ml oDr nykbZ ykek ij tks ¶krZ yxkbZ Fkha] mudks

<hyk fd;k tk;s vkSj vius yksxksa ds fgr vkSj vPNkbZ ds fy, og tks lqfo/kk;sa pkgrs gSa] os mudks nh tk;sa\ tSlk fd ckrk;k x;k

gS] og yn~nk[k esa vius yksxksa dks clkus vkfn ds fy, dqN tehu pkgrs gSa] ysfdu mles dqN fnDdrsa vk jgh gSaA D;k ljdkj ogka

ij t+ehu ns dj mu yksxksa dks ogka clkus dh btktr nsaxh\

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % eSa igys gh crk pqdk gwa fd yn~nk[k vkSj d¶ehj ds ckjs esa esjs ikl dksbZ bfÙkyk ugha gSA ysfdu eSa blds
ckjs esa ekywe d:axkA eq>s ekywe ugha gS fd mUgksaus vius yksxksa dks yn~nk[k esa lsVy djus ds fy, btkt+r ekaxh gS vkSj og btktr
ugha feyh gSA ;g ikWfylh dk eSVj gS vkSj eSa us igys gh bl ckjs esa tokc nsus esa viuh etcwjh tkfgj dh gSA vxj ekuuh; lnL;
bl lkslk;Vh ds ckjs esa dqN buQesZ¶ku pkgrs gSa] rks og eSa ns ldrk gwaA

Shri Narendra Singh Mahida: Sir Dalai Lama enjoys a special status in our country. May I know whether his properties
are exempt from wealth tax or income tax?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: I have no information on that point. I require fresh notice to answer that question.

Shri Indrajit Gupta: May I know whether the activies of all the Tibetan refugee establishments or institutions which
are functioning at the moment in this country are all guided or looked after by the Central Relief Committee; if so, may
I know what is the number of American and British citizens who are working in this country now attached to these
various organistaitons and whether they are given any special privilege or immunity of any kind?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: According to information in my possession I can only say about this particular society which
has been registered recently. I have no information about the other institutions (Interruption).

Shri V. Krishnamoorthi: Mr. Speaker, Sir, you are always very kind to me.

Mr. Speaker: Be kind to Dalai Lama.
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Shri V. Krishnamoorthi: Sir, we always share the sympathy towards Dalai Lama. That is a different matter. As far as the
Dalai Lama is concerned, he is an enemy of a foreign country and we have given shelter for all his activities in India. As
far as India is concerned, India can take the matter to the United Nations and advocate Dalai Lama’s affair. But is it
proper for us to aid Dalai Lama and go to United Nations and canvass against a country which is very detrimental to our
interests? He must be a guest, but he should not bring India into difficulties. May I know from the hon. Minister what
steps the Government of India has taken to secure our interests before giving protection to Dalai Lama?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: Our country’s interests are always upper-most in our mind. We always take care of that. As
far as giving asylum to Dalai Lama is concerned, as the House has already been informed, we have done it on humanitarian
grounds. That we have always done what any civilized country would do that. Regarding the other question about raising
the matter in the United Nations, it has not been raised and therefore there is no question of raising it here now.

Jh gsejkt % eSa tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd pwafd cgqr lkjs frCcru fj¶;wtht us ;gka ij tehausa [kjhn yh gSa] rks D;k mudks bf.M;u

flfVtuf'ki ds gqdwd gkfly gks tk;saxs\ D;k ;g Hkh lp gS fd nykbZ ykek ;w0ih0 esa cluk pkgrs Fks] ysfdu /keZ'kkyk ds yksxksa

us xouZesaV ls fjizstsUV fd;k fd mudks /keZ'kkyk ls gVk;k u tk; vkSj /keZ'kkyk esa gh j[kk tk;\

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % v/;{k egksn;] eq> dks ugha ekywe fd nykbZ ykek ;w0ih0 esa cluk pkgrs Fks vkSj mudks ogka clus ugha fn;k

x;k] blfy;s og ogka pys x;sA tgka rd flfVt+uf'ki dk loky gS] frCcru yksx t+ehu ugha [kjhn jgs gSa] ysfdu frCcfr;ksa dks

clkusa ds fy;s lkslk;Vh t+ehu [kjhn jgh gS] ,slh lwjr esa vxj og lfVt+uf¶ki ysuk pkgrs gS rks gekjs dk;ns vkSj dkuwuksa ds

eqrkfcd ys ldrs gSaA

Jh jkeorkj ¶kkL=kh % ekuuh; ea=kh th us crk;k fd nykbZ ykek gekjs lEekfur vfrfFk gSa] cgqr o"kks± ls vfrfFk gSA eSa tkuuk pkgrk

gwa fd bu lEekfur vfrfFk dh lsok lRdkj esa Hkkjr ljdkj us tc ls og fgUnqLrku esa vk;s gSa] rc ls ysdj vc rd dqy fdruk

#i;k [kpZ fd;k gS rFkk bl #i;s ds [kpZ djus dk tfLVfQ+ds¶ku D;k gS\

Jh lqjsUnziky flag % ;g ,d cM+k olhg loky gSA tgka rd mudh enn djus dk rkYyqd gS] fQj Hkh tgka rd mUgsa t:jr iM+h]
ogka rd mudh enn dh xbZ&;g lSUVªy fjyhQ desVh frCcfr;ksa dh enn dj jgh gSA bl desVh ds lkykuk [kpsZ ds fy;s ge
dqN xzkUVl&bu&,M nsrs gS] ysfdu nykbZ ykek dh rjQ ls dksbZ ekax ugha dh xbZ gSA

Shri Kartik Oran: It is very nice of our government to extend traditional hospitality to the foreigners who come and
seek political asylum in our country. Today, Dalai Lama has come; tomorrow some Russian will come, the next day some
Chinese, the fourth day some Americans, then the English and others. Now, we are very particular in rehabilitating
foreigners. Here I would like to draw the attention of the government to the fact that wherever big projects are coming
up the Adibasis are being displaced and no attempt has been made to properly rehabilitate them. I would like to know
from the government whether it is not a fact that the foreigners occupy an advantaged position in India in the matter of
rehabilitation whereas the Indians are treated as second-rate citizens?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: I think the remarks of the hon. Member are not fair. It is true that foreigners have no
restrictions and they can buy property wherever they like and settle wherever they like and whenever they like. That is
done on humanitarian grounds. But to say that we do not treat our own people well is not correct. Every possible help
is given to our citizens.

Jh daoj yky xqIr % gekjh ljdkj us dqN 'krks± ij frCcr phu dks fn;k Fkk] ysfdu phu us mu ¶krks± dks ugha ekuk vkSj og iwjh

rjg ls ok;ksys'ku dj jgk gSA eSa tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd D;k ljdkj phu ds gksLVkby ,VhpwM dks ns[krs gq, rFkk ;g ns[krs gq, fd

phuh ogka ij frCcfr;ksa dks [kRe dj jgs gSa& D;k ljdkj nykbZ ykek dks frCcr dk b.MhisUMsUV&gSM Lohdkj djsxh vkSj mudh

iwjh rjg ls enn djsxh\

Jh lqjsUnz iky falag % ;g lgh gS fd frCcr esa vkus ds ckn pkbuk us os 'krs± iwjh ugha dh gSa tks mudks iwjh djuh pkfg;s Fkha rFkk

os ogka ij frCcrUt+ ds lkFk T;knfr;ka dj jgs gSaA tgka rd nwljs loky dk rkYyqd gS mlds ckjs esa igys Hkh ;gka ij dgk tk

pqdk gS] mlls T;knk eSa dqN ugha dguk pkgwaxkA
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Jh daoj yky xqIr % vki tokc nhft;s] D;k gtZ gSA

Mr. Speaker: The question began with the purchase of some tea estates. Then the whole of the Tibet question, China
question and America question came in. Because today there is no question hour and the hon. Minister also was kind
enough to answer, I permitted these supplementaries, though they are not strictly relevant. Now, on this question the
whole policy is being covered, not only Tibet but also America and even CIA.

Shri Inder J. Malhotra: May I know whether the Dalai Lama and any kind of his organizations before buying this
property took the permission of the Central Government or had any discussion with the Central Government?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: I can only reply in regard to the properties purchased by the particular society, which is a
society registered under the Societies Act. As I have stated in the statement itself, there is no bar on any society buying
any property anywhere. So, the question of taking any permission does not arise.

Shri Inder J. Malhotra: Before buying these properties, had any of these organizations taken permission or had any
discussion with the Central Government?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: They did not have to take our permission.

Jh jfo jk; % v/;{k egksn;] Hkkjr dk fgr blh esa gS fd vktkn frCcr ds izrhd nykbZ ykek dks fgUnqLrku esa iwjh vktknh ls
dke djus fn;k tk;] ysfdu ljdkj dk #[k mu dks vktknh ls dke ugha djus nsrk gS D;ksafd ljdkj bl fl)kar dks ugha ekurh

gS fd tgka jke gSa] ogh v;ks/;k gSA ¶kj.kkfFkZ;ksa dks tks t+ehu nh tkrh gS] ml esa QdZ djuk pkfg;sA lEifÙk cukus ds fy;s mu

ij ikcUnh gks] ysfdu frCcr ds ¶kj.kkfFkZ;ksa dks tehu ds fy;s mu ij ikcUnh u gks] os fgUnqLrku esa tgka cluk pkgsa] mu dks clk;k
tk;&eSa tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd bl ds ckjs esa ljdkj dk D;k #[k gS\

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % v/;{k egksn;] ;g ekeyk vly esa nykbZ ykek dk ;k muds tks vius ,sMokbtlZ gSa ;k muds og ukxfjd

gS tks fd muds lkFk vk;s gSa muds ckjs esa ge dksbZ n[kyvankth ugha dj ldrs vkSj ftl rjhds ls og cluk pkgrs gS ml ds

fy, og Ldhe cukrs gSa vkSj ;g lkslk;Vh Hkh ml dk vax gSA vc bl esa ge D;k dj ldrs gS\ og ;gka Hkstsa ;k ogka HkstsaA ckdh

tks dqN benkn og pkgrs gS og ge nsrs gSaA ml ds eqrkfcd Ldhe cukrs gSa rks vc ml esa xouZesaV D;k dj ldrh gS\

,d ekuuh; lnL; % tehu ¶kj.kkfFkZ;ksa dks nsuh pkfg, ysfdu ;g nykbZ ykek tks txg txg izkijVh [kjhn jgs gSa og rks Bhd

ugha gSaA

Jh lqjsUnz iky flag % nykbZ ykek tks Hkh izkijVht [kjhn jgs gSa og yksdy tks ykt+ gSa muds eqrkfcd gh [kjhn jgs gSa vkSj tSls
vkSj yksx [kjhnrs gSa tk;nkn] tehu oxSjg oSls gh og Hkh [kjhn jgs gS rks ml esa ge D;k djsa\

Shri R.K. Sinha: Sir, while I protest againt the equation of Ram with Dalai Lama, because I belong to Ayodhya, I want to
put a question that political or economic rehabilitation of Dalai Lama is one thing but taking the chestnuts out of the fire
for foreign powers is another thing. Some negotiations are being carried on by America and China in Warsaw. The
American supported countries in the world are very lukewarm about Tibet. It appears that Tibetan lobby is much more
enthusiastic about Dalai Lama here. Shall we bother about the interests of our country or the interests of foreign
powers? We should look at the problems in the context of our national interets.

Mr. Speaker: I don’t think any reply is necessary.

Jh blgkd lkEHkyh % v/;{k egksn;] vHkh ekuuh; ea=kh us cryk;k gS fd bl lkslkbVh dks nwljs eqYdks dh benkn fey jgh gS
exj mUgksaus ml dh iwjh rQ+lhy ugha crykbZA eSa vki ds tfj, ls nj[okLr d:axk fd og esgjckuh djds ;g irk pyk;saxs fd
fdu&fdu eqYdksa ls mu dks fdruh&fdruh benkn feyh gS vkSj D;k vk;Unk og bl rQlhy dks ikfyZ;kesaV ds lkeus j[ksaxsA

tSls fd ea=kh us vius tokc esa Qjek;k gS fd bl lkslkbVh dks QkSju ,M feyrh gS vkSj bl esa Qkjuj 'kkfey gSa rks D;k
ljdkj bl lklkbVh dks [kkl rkSj ij bUVjus'kuy cksMZj okyh LVsV~l tSls fd d'ehj] mÙkj çns'k] fgekpy çns'k] vle vkSj

nwljh cksMZj LVsV~l esa tehusa [kjhnus dh uqekfu;r djsxh tkfd os fj;klrsa bUVjus'kuy lkft'k dk vM~Mk u cu ik;sa\
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¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù {ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ,VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ªÉ½þ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½èþ ÊEò ªÉ½þ BÆb÷ Eò½þÉÆ ºÉä +ÉiÉÒ ½èþ iÉÉä ´É½þ iÉÉä ¨ÉäxÉä º]äõ]õ¨Éå]õ ¨Éå näù ®úJÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ

ºÉnùºªÉ ªÉÊnù ¨Éä®äú º]äõ]õ¨Éå]õ EòÉä {ÉfåøMÉä iÉÉä ´É½þ ºÉ¤É =xÉ EòÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½þÉä VÉÉªÉMÉÉ! +¤É ªÉ½þ ÊEò ÊEòiÉxÉÉ =xÉ EòÉä Eò½þÉÆ ºÉä °ü{ÉªÉÉ +ÉªÉÉ ½èþ <¨ÉnùÉnù Eäò iÉÉè®ú {É®ú

´É½þ ¨Éé {É½þ±Éä BEò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É Eäò VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ¨Éå ¤ÉiÉ±ÉÉ SÉÖEòÉ ½ÚÆþ!

+¤É ®ú½þÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ÊEò ªÉ½þ <VÉÉWÉiÉ ¤ÉÉä®úb÷®ú º]äõ]ÂõºÉ ̈ Éå nùÒ VÉÉªÉ ªÉ xÉ nùÒ VÉÉªÉ WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ +ÉÊnù JÉ®úÒnùxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä iÉÉä ±ÉÉäEò±É º]äõ]ÂõºÉ Eäò ±ÉÉWÉ Bà{±ÉÉ<Ç

Eò®úiÉä ½éþ SÉÉ½äþ ´É½þ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ ½þÉä ªÉÉ EòÉä<Ç +Éè®ú ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ ½þÉä +Éè®ú ´É½þ <ÆÊb÷ªÉÉ Eäò +xnù®ú VÉÉªÉnùÉnù, WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ +ÉÊnù JÉ®úÒnù ºÉEòiÉÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú =ºÉ {É®ú EòÉä<Ç ¤ÉèxÉ

xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! ªÉ½þ ±ÉÉäEò±É ±ÉÉÆWÉ Eäò >ð{É®ú Êb÷{Éåb÷ Eò®úiÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ́ É½þÉÆ EòÒ º]äõ]ÂõºÉ VÉ¤É =x½åþ VÉ¨ÉÒxÉ JÉ®úÒnùxÉä ºÉä ̈ ÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ Eò®úiÉÒ ½éþ iÉÉä Ê¡ò®ú ½þ̈ É CªÉÉ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä

½éþ?

¸ÉÒ <ºÉ½þÉEò ºÉÉ¨¦É±ÉÒ: SÉäªÉ®ú¨ÉäxÉ ºÉÉ½þ¤É, ½þ̈ É xÉÉMÉÉ±Éåb÷ +Éè®ú nÚùºÉ®úÒ VÉMÉ½þÉå {É®ú <Æ]õ®úxÉä¶ÉxÉ±É ºÉÉÊWÉ¶ÉÉå Eäò Ê¶ÉEòÉ®ú ½þÉä SÉÖEäò ½èþ iÉÉä <ºÉ SÉÒWÉ EòÉä ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä ®úJÉiÉä

½ÖþB CªÉÉ ½þ̈ É ¨ÉÖ̈ ÉÉÊxÉªÉiÉ Eò®úxÉä {É®ú ºÉÉäSÉåMÉä?

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®åúnù®ú {ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: =ºÉ ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç ºÉÉÊWÉ¶É xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ Ê¶É´É xÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ : +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ´É¹ÉÇ EòÒ +{ÉxÉÒ ºÉ¦ªÉiÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ! ¨Éä®äú Ê¨ÉjÉ xÉä ®úÉ¨É EòÉ xÉÉ¨É Ê±ÉªÉÉ! ¨Éé +ªÉÉävªÉÉ Eäò {Éb÷ÉäºÉ ¨Éå ¤ÉºÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ

½ÚÆþ! ®úÉVÉÉ ®úÉ¨ÉSÉxpù VÉÒ xÉä Ê´É¦ÉÒ¹ÉhÉ EòÉä ¶É®úhÉ nùÒ ½þ̈ É xÉä ¦ÉÒ +{ÉxÉä näù¶É ¨Éå nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉä ¶É®úhÉ nùÒ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ iÉÉä Ê¡ò®ú <xÉ Ê´É®úÉävÉÒ nù±É ´ÉÉ±ÉÉå EòÉä =xÉEäò

uùÉ®úÉ ªÉ½þÉ {É®ú ºlÉÉxÉ WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ JÉ®úÒnùxÉä +Éè®ú ́ É½þÉÆ {É®ú ®ú½þxÉä ̈ Éå CªÉÉå +É{ÉÊkÉ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ? nÚùºÉ®äú ̈ Éé +{ÉxÉÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò =xÉEòÉä +É{É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

Eäò EäòºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB ªÉÖ0 BxÉ0 +Éä0 ¨Éå +{ÉÒ±É Eò®úxÉä ¨Éå ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ CªÉÉå xÉ½þÓ Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ¨É½þÉ®ÉVÉÉ ËºÉ½þ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒ : VÉÉä ºÉ´ÉÉ±É xÉ½þÓ lÉä =xÉ ºÉ¤É EòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É iÉÉä +É MÉªÉÉ! +¤É ¨Éé +É{É Eäò uùÉ®úÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ ºÉä |ÉÉlÉxÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ

ÊEò VÉÉä nù®ú+ºÉ±É ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½èþ =ºÉEòÉ ¦ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É +É VÉÉªÉä!  ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ªÉ½þ ½èþ:

''CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ IÉäjÉÉå ¨Éå, Ê´É¶Éä¹ÉEò®ú EòÉÆMÉb÷É ¨Éå +Éè®ú Ê½þ̈ ÉÉSÉ±É |Énäù¶É Eäò +xªÉ IÉäjÉÉå ¨Éå SÉÉªÉ ¤ÉMÉÉxÉÉå VÉèºÉÒ ºÉ¨{ÉÊkÉªÉÉÆ ¤Ébä÷ {Éè̈ ÉÉxÉä {É®ú

nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò xÉÉ¨É ¨Éå JÉ®úÒnùxÉä Eäò |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÊEòªÉä VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ''

nÚùºÉ®äú ºÉÉäºÉÉ<ÇÊ]õ Eäò xÉÉ¨É ̈ Éå ¦ÉÒ EòÉä<Ç ºÉ¨{ÉÊkÉ ±ÉÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ ªÉÉ =xÉEòÒ ̈ Énùnù EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ <xÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±ÉÉå

Eäò VÉ´ÉÉ¤É +ÉªÉä ½þÒ xÉ½þÓ ! ºÉ´ÉÉ±É iÉÉä ºÉÒvÉÉ ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ VÉÉä ºÉÉvÉÚ ½èþ, ºÉxªÉÉºÉÒ ½èþ, +Éè±ÉÉnù xÉ½þÓ ¤ÉSSÉÉ xÉ½þÓ vÉÉÌ¨ÉEò MÉÖ°ü ½èþ iÉÉä CªÉÉ =x½þÉåxÉä

+{ÉxÉä xÉÉ¨É ̈ Éå ºÉ¨{ÉÊkÉ JÉ®úÒnùÒ ½èþ? ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ EòÉ =kÉ®ú ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò BEò ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ ¤ÉxÉÒ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉB =x½ÉäxÉä ±ÉÉäEò±É ±ÉÉWÉ Eäò ̈ ÉÖiÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ ºÉ¨{ÉÊkÉªÉÉÆ

JÉ®úÒnùÒ ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ VÉÉä ºÉ´ÉÉ±É {ÉÚUôÉ MÉªÉÉ =ºÉEòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É +¦ÉÒ iÉEò xÉ½þÓ ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉ {É®ú 35 Ê¨ÉxÉ]õ ½þÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ iÉÉä +¤É iÉÉä ¨Éä½þ®ú¤ÉÉxÉÒ Eò®úEäò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ

VÉÒ ºÉÒvÉÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näù nåù!

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù {ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ÊEò CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä ¦ÉÒ +{ÉxÉä xÉÉ¨É ºÉä ªÉ½þÉÆ EòÉä<Ç VÉÉªÉnùÉnåù JÉ®úÒnùÒ

½èþ iÉÉä ¨Éé xÉä Eò½þ ÊnùªÉÉ ÊEò =ºÉ Eäò +ÉÆEòbä÷ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú {ÉÉºÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! +±É¤ÉkÉÉ VÉÉä WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ =ºÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ xÉä JÉ®úÒnùÒ ½èþ =xÉEòÉ ¤ªÉÉè®úÉ ¨Éé xÉä +{ÉxÉä º]äõ]õ¨Éå]õ ¨Éå

näù ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ =xÉ WÉ¨ÉÒxÉÉå Eäò +xnù®ú nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉä ½þEò xÉ½þÓ {É½ÖÆþSÉÉiÉÉ CªÉÉåÊEò ´É½þ iÉÉä ÊºÉ¡Çò =xÉ ®èú}ªÉÚVÉÒWÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç ½èþ VÉÉä ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ

ºÉä +ÉªÉä ½ÖþB ½èþ +Éè®ú <¨ÉnùÉnù näùxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ½èþ! ªÉ½þ iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É WÉ¨ÉÒxÉå ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ xÉä JÉ®úÒnùÒ ½èþ! ¤ÉÉEòÒ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä CªÉÉ VÉÉªÉnùÉnù ´É½þÉÆ {É®ú JÉ®úÒnùÒ ½èþ ´É½þ

BÊkÉ±ÉÉ ¨Éä®äú {ÉÉºÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

Shri Tenneti Viswanatham: The Minister was pleased to say that real estates were purchased but he does not know
the extent. Does he atleast know the quality of tea grown and if we drink that tea does not think that our relations with
China will become worse than what they are?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: I do not see any reason why any property purchased by the society should have any adverse
effect on our relations with China. It is purely for charitable and humanitarian purposes and politics is not involved in it
there at all. I do not agree with hon. Member’s view that it will affect our relations with China.

Shri G.S. Reddi: Is it not in consonance with our secular policy to allow Dalai Lama to preach, propagate and practise
Buddhist religion in our country?
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Shri Surendra Pal Singh: The Dalai Lama is at perfect liberty.

Mr. Speaker: The more I wait more new people on the back benches who were talking among themselves have come
to the front benches and are anxious to ask supplementaries.

Shri G.S. Reddi: Is it not in consonance with our secular policy to allow Dalai Lama from time to time directly or
indirectly and see that those lands are dispersed and are not in strategic areas so that a Tibetan enclave is not created?
Some Members may laugh at it but after two, three or five years you may have a new problem that a Tibetan enclave may
come up and some political insurrection or something may come from there. In view of past experience, would the
Ministry take note of it and carefully watch how the Dalai Lama acquires more and more lands? He is a guest and we
welcome him but not at the cost of national security. It is going to happen after ten years. I shall show it if I am here in
the house then.

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: The Government of India does not interfere with the functioning of private organizations.
As regards the lands purchased by this society and how they are utilized, I may assure the hon. Members that the Central
Relief Committee, through which all the funds from foreign countries as well as from India are channelised for this
particular society, does keep itself fully informed of how they are utilized and the activities of the society are absolutely
above board. There is no reason whatsoever why the hon. Member should doubt its bona fides.

¸ÉÒ ºÉiªÉ xÉÉ®úÉªÉhÉ ËºÉ½þ: ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÖxÉxÉä ¨Éå +É<Ç ½èþ ÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ UôÉäb÷ Eò®ú ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =xÉ EòÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ

EòÒ <VÉÉWÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ näù ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò =ºÉ ¨Éå Eò½þÉÆ iÉEò ºÉSSÉÉ<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú +MÉ®ú ´É½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ iÉÉä =ºÉ Eäò {ÉÒUäô ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ CªÉÉ <®úÉnùÉ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù {ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: ̈ Éé {É½þ±Éä ¦ÉÒ Eò½þ SÉÖEòÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò VÉ¤É nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ ́ ÉMÉè®ú½þ VÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä <VÉÉWÉiÉ ̈ ÉÉÆMÉÒ lÉÒ iÉÉä =x½åþ ́ É½þÉÆ VÉÉxÉä EòÒ <VÉÉWÉiÉ

näù nùÒ MÉ<Ç lÉÒ +¦ÉÒ =x½þÉåxÉä Eò½þÓ ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú VÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ½þ̈ É ºÉä <VÉÉWÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ SÉÉ½þÒ ½èþ ! VÉ¤É ¨ÉÉÆMÉäMÉä, iÉÉä ½þ̈ É =ºÉ ´ÉHò näùJÉ ±ÉåMÉä!

Shri Tulsidas Jadhav: May I know whether Dalai Lama has accepted the nationality of India and if not, how has he got
the authority to purchase land and property here?

Mr. Speaker: This question has been asked at least half a dozen times. The unfortunate thing is that many of them who
put the questions either were not present or they were somewhere else. Now the same question is being repeated.
Exactly the same question was asked when they were in the Lobby or somewhere else. I have already allowed 40
minutes for this.

If the hon. Minister wants to reply, he can.

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: If the hon. Member takes the trouble of going through that statement, he will find that there
is no bar on foreingners against the purchase of land and other properties in India.

¸ÉÒSÉxnù MÉÉäªÉ±É: VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉä ½èþ =xÉEòÒ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ EòÉ CªÉÉ |É¤ÉxvÉ ½èþ! =xÉEòÉä Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ +vªÉÉ{ÉEòÉå uùÉ®úÉ nùÒ VÉÉiÉÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +vªÉÉ{ÉEòÉå

uùÉ®úÉ? =xÉEäò +xnù®ú CªÉÉ <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÒ ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ EòÉªÉ¨É ®úJÉxÉä EòÒ ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò =x½äþ BEò ÊnùxÉ +{ÉxÉä näù¶É Eäò Ê±ÉB º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ Eò®úxÉÒ ½èþ?

¨Éé ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò ªÉÊnù nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨É +{ÉxÉä näù¶É EòÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ Eäò |É¶xÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ±Éä VÉÉªÉå iÉÉä CªÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =xÉEòÒ

ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ Eò®äúMÉÒ?

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù {ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: ªÉ½þ |É¶xÉ <ºÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ºÉä xÉ½þÓ =`öiÉÉ ½èþ! ¨Éè CªÉÉ <ºÉEòÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nÚÆù!

Shri Rajesekharan: May I know whether the Government of India is aware that there is a proposal by the Tibetan
Resettlement Association in Mysore to have the Tibetan refugees and also the landless people settled in Mysore state.
If that is true, is the Government of India going to allow the scheme?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh: I have no information about it.

¸ÉÒ ̈ ÉÖ½þ̈ ¨Énù <º¨ÉÉ<±É: ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ xÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò BEò ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ Eäò WÉÊ®úªÉä ºÉä iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É EòÉ¨É ½þÉä ®ú½þÉ ½èþ, WÉ¨ÉÒxÉå JÉ®úÒnùÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ! ̈ Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ

½ÚÆþ ÊEò ´Éèº]õxÉÇ EÆò]ÅõÒWÉ ºÉä +Éè®ú JÉÉºÉ iÉÉè®ú ºÉä ªÉÚ.BºÉ B. ºÉä CªÉÉ <ºÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ EòÉä °ü{ÉªÉÉ {ÉèºÉÉ Ê¨É±É ®ú½þÉ ½èþ? ½þ̈ É ±ÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä +xÉ±ÉÉ¡Öò±É BÎC]õÊ´É]õÒ Ê¤É±É

{ÉÉºÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉ Eäò +vÉÒxÉ ªÉä iÉ¨ÉÉ¨É SÉÒWÉå +É VÉÉiÉÒ ½éþ! <ºÉ ´ÉÉºiÉä Eò¨É ºÉä Eò¨É ªÉ½þ iÉÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉ ÊEò ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú Eäò ¨ÉÖ±EòÉå ºÉä +Éè®ú JÉÉºÉ iÉÉè®ú ºÉä
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+¨É®úÒEòÉ ºÉä °ü{ÉªÉÉ <ºÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ EòÉä Ê¨É±ÉiÉÉ ½èþ ªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ? CªÉÉ <ºÉEòÒ JÉ¤É®ú +É{ÉEòÉä ½èþ ªÉÉ xÉ½þÒ ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: ªÉ½þ iÉÉä º]äõ]õ¨Éå]õ ¨Éå Ê±ÉJÉÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ ÊEò <ºÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ EòÉä <¨ÉnùÉnù Ê¨É±ÉiÉÒ ½èþ! ¡òÉ®äúxÉ BVÉÆºÉÒWÉ EòÉ xÉÉ¨É ¦ÉÒ Ê±ÉJÉÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ! ªÉ½þ

`öÒEò ½èþ ÊEò VÉÉä ¡òÉ®äúxÉ BVÉÆºÉÒWÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ́ Éä °ü{ÉªÉÉ BEò Ầö]õÉ Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú <Eò Ầö]õÉ Eò®úEäò ¦ÉäVÉiÉÒ ½èþ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ =xÉ ̈ ÉÖ±EòÉå EòÒ MÉ´ÉxÉÇ̈ Éå]ÂõºÉ =ºÉ ̈ Éå ¶ÉÉÊ¨É±É

xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ! ´Éä °ü{ÉªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ näù ®ú½þÒ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ®úhÉvÉÒ®ú ËºÉ½þ: ÊºÉªÉÉºiÉ ̈ Éå BEò {ÉÉÊ±ÉºÉÒ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ, ̈ ÉÉº]õ®ú±ÉÒ BxÉBÎC]õÊ´É]õÒ! CªÉÉ <ºÉ {ÉÉÊ±ÉºÉÒ EòÉ xÉÉ¨É +É{ÉxÉä ºÉÖxÉÉ ½èþ? ªÉ½þ {ÉÉÊ±ÉºÉÒ ±ÉÉbÇ÷ Ê±É]õxÉ

+Éè®ú ±ÉÉbÇ÷ Ê®ú{ÉxÉ xÉä ¤ÉÉäbÇ÷®ú BÊ®úªÉÉWÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB iÉªÉ EòÒ lÉÒ! <ºÉEòÉ ¨ÉiÉ±É¤É ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò £òÉÆÊ]õªÉ®ú {É®ú £ÆòÊ]õªÉ®ú Eäò ½þÒ +Énù̈ ÉÒªÉÉå Eäò EòÉ¨É Ê±ÉªÉÉ VÉÉB +Éè®ú

nÖù¶¨ÉxÉ ºÉä ±Éb÷ÉªÉÉ VÉÉB! <ºÉ {ÉÉÊ±ÉºÉÒ Eäò ¨ÉÉxÉäJÉäWÉ +Éè®ú ¤Ébä÷ EòÉ¨ÉªÉÉ¤É xÉiÉÒVÉä ÊxÉEò±Éå ½èþ! Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ £ÆòÊ]õªÉWÉÇ {É®ú +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉªÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ®ú½þnù {É®ú ¨Éé

VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ <ºÉ {ÉÉÊ±ÉºÉÒ Eäò iÉ½þiÉ EòÉ¨É +É{É Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ! xÉÉlÉÖ ±ÉÉ, SÉÉä ±ÉÉ, ½þÉ]õ Ïº|ÉMÉ +ÉÊnù VÉÉä <±ÉÉEäò ½éþ, Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

EòÒ VÉÉä ºÉ®ú½þnù ½èþ ́ É½Æþ {É®ú CªÉÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +ÉªÉå ½éþ ªÉÉ +{ÉxÉä +É{É +ÉBÆ ½èþ =xÉEòÉä Êb÷{±ÉªÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉBMÉÉ, <xÉ £ÆòÊ]õªÉWÉÇ {É®ú =xÉEòÉä

+É¤ÉÉnù ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉBMÉÉ? Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä ¤É¡ò®ú º]äõ]õ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB CªÉÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò +ÉnùÊ¨ÉªÉÉå ºÉä EòÉ¨É Ê±ÉªÉÉ VÉÉBMÉÉ

+Éè®ú =ºÉEäò Ê±ÉB, WÉ°ü®úiÉ {Ébä÷ iÉÉä ´É½þÉÆ =xÉEäò Ê±ÉB VÉÉªÉnùÉnù ¦ÉÒ CªÉÉ JÉ®úÒnùÒ VÉÉBMÉÒ? ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉä <ºÉ {É®ú MÉÉè®ú ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ?

Mr. Speaker: Now, the whole debate will be concluded by Mr. Kachwai. Mr. Kachwai.

¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ: ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ xÉä +{ÉxÉä ´ÉHò´ªÉ ¨Éå ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊEòºÉÒ ¦ÉÒ näù¶É EòÉ EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ +Énù̈ ÉÒ ªÉ½þÉÆ WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ JÉ®úÒnù ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ, =ºÉ {É®ú

EòÉä<Ç ®úÉäEò xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! ¨Éé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ xÉä <ºÉ{É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò {É½þ±Éä ´É½þ +{ÉxÉÉ ®úÊVÉº]Åäõ¶ÉxÉ Eò®ú´ÉÉªÉä +Éè®ú Ê¡ò®ú WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ

JÉ®úÒnåù iÉÉÊEò ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÒ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ®ú½äþ ÊEò ¡ò±ÉÉÆ-¡ò±ÉÉÆ +Énù̈ ÉÒ ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú EòÉ ªÉ½þÉÆ WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ JÉ®úÒnù ®ú½þÉ ½èþ? CªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉä EòÉä<Ç +Énäù¶É ÊxÉEòÉ±Éä

½èþ ÊEò Ê¤ÉxÉÉ ®úÊVÉº]õ®ú Eò®ú´ÉÉªÉä ½ÖþB EòÉä<Ç Ê´Énäù¶ÉÒ ªÉ½þÉÆ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ̈ Éå WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ xÉ½þÓ JÉ®úÒnù ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ? ̈ Éé ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò VÉÉä ºÉÉlÉÒ

½èþ ªÉÉ ½þÉä =xÉEäò ºÉÉlÉ ±ÉÉäMÉ +ÉB ½èþ CªÉÉ =x½åþ MÉÖÊ®ú±±ÉÉ ªÉÖvnù EòÒ ]ÅäõËxÉMÉ nùÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ ¡òÉäVÉÒ ]ÅäõËxÉMÉ nùÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÓ ½èþ iÉÉÊEò ´Éä ´ÉHò +ÉxÉä {É®ú SÉÒxÉ Eäò

ÊJÉ±ÉÉ¡ò `öÒEò gÆøMÉ ºÉä ºÉÆPÉ¹ÉÇ Eò®ú ºÉEåò?

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: VÉ½þÉÆ iÉEò ®úÊVÉº]Åäõ¶ÉxÉ EòÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½èþ ªÉ½þ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ ®úÊVÉº]õ®ú ½þÉä SÉÖEòÒ ½èþ, <ºÉÊ±ÉB EòÉä<Ç BiÉ®úÉWÉ xÉ½þÓ =`öxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB! VÉ½þÉÆ

iÉEò.......

¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ: ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ªÉ½þ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ! +É{ÉxÉä ªÉ½þ Eò½þÉ ½èþ ÊEò EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ Ê´Énäù¶ÉÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉªÉnùÉnù JÉ®úÒnù ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ! CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ JÉiÉ®úxÉÉEò

¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊEò EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ +ÉB +Éè®ú ªÉ½þÉÆ +É Eò®ú VÉÉªÉnùÉnù JÉ®úÒnù ±Éä?

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: <ºÉ ´ÉHò ªÉ½þÒ EòÉxÉÚxÉ ½èþ ÊEò EòÉä<Ç Ê´Énäù¶ÉÒ ªÉ½þÉÆ +ÉEò®ú JÉ®úÒnù ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ: <ºÉEòÉä `öÒEò Eò®úÉä!

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù{ÉÉ±É ÊºÉ½þ: ªÉ½þ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]õÒ ®äúÊVÉº]õ®ú ½þÉä SÉÖEòÒ ½èþ! <ºÉEäò B¨WÉ BÆb÷ +É¤ÉVÉèC]ÂõºÉ ºÉ¤É ½þ̈ Éå ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½èþ! <ºÉÊ±ÉB EòÉä<Ç BiÉ®úÉWÉ EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ: EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ Ê´Énäù¶ÉÒ ªÉ½þÉÆ WÉ¨ÉÒxÉ JÉ®úÒnù ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ VÉÉä ªÉ½þ EòÉxÉÚxÉ ½èþ ªÉ½þ MÉ±ÉiÉ EòÉxÉÚxÉ ½èþ! =ºÉä +É{É `öÒEò xÉ½þÓ Eò®ú ºÉEòiÉä?

ªÉ½þ ¤Éb÷É JÉiÉ®úxÉÉEò ½èþ ÊEò EòÉä<Ç ¦ÉÒ +É Eò®ú ±Éä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù{ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: EòÉxÉÚxÉ MÉ±ÉiÉ ½èþ ªÉÉ ºÉ½þÒ ½èþ, ½þÉ=ºÉ xÉä ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉEòÉä ¤Énù±ÉxÉÉ ¦ÉÒ ½þÉ=ºÉ Eäò ½þÉlÉ ¨Éå ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ: ÊxÉiÉÒ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉÒ |É¶xÉ EòÉ =kÉ®ú EòÉèxÉ näùMÉÉ?

+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ: ªÉ½þ {ÉÉÊ±ÉºÉÒ ¨Éä]õ®ú ½èþ! EèòÊ¤ÉxÉä]õ EòÉä <xÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå b÷ÒÊºÉ¶ÉxÉ ±ÉäxÉÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ! Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]õ®ú xÉ½þÓ ±Éä ºÉEòiÉÉ

�����������
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ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå uùÉ®úÉ xÉä{ÉÉ±É VÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÉÆMÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ

295 ¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨ÉVÉÒ ®úÉ¨É:

     ¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨ÉÉ´ÉiÉÉ®ú ¶É¨ÉÉÇ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò 400 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå Eäò BEò nù±É xÉä nùÉ®úSÉÖ±ÉÉ Eäò ®úÉºiÉä xÉä{ÉÉ±É VÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ ¨ÉÉÆMÉÒ lÉÒ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä =Hò +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ xÉ½þÓ nùÒ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <ºÉEäò CªÉÉ EòÉ®úhÉ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ <Îxnù®úÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ)

(Eò) ºÉä (MÉ): xÉä{ÉÉ±É Eäò ¨É½þÉ¨ÉÊ½þ̈ É EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 400 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉä ½þÉäEò®ú VÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä

+xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ ¨ÉÉÆMÉÒ lÉÒ CªÉÉåÊEò ªÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ ¨ÉÉèºÉ¨É Eäò EòÉ®úhÉ xÉä{ÉÉ±É Eäò BEò ¦ÉÉMÉ ºÉä nÚùºÉ®äú ¦ÉÉMÉ ¨Éå VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉä lÉä! SÉÚÆÊEò |ÉEÞòÊiÉEò ¨ÉÉMÉÇ Eäò EòÉ®úhÉ

{É½þÉb÷Ò <±ÉÉEäò ¨Éå <ºÉ iÉ®ú½þ +É´ÉÉMÉ¨ÉxÉ WÉ°ü®úÒ ½þÉä VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ <ºÉ Ê±ÉB +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ näù nùÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ!

�����������

February 14, 1968 Written Answers to Questions

POLITICAL SUPPORT FOR FREEDOM OF TIBET

*883. Shri Bedabrata Barua:
Shri Swell:
Shri K.P. Singh Deo: will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the Dalai Lama has recently appealed to Government for increased political support to
Tibetans’ struggle for regaining independence; and

(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) and (b). The Hon’ble Members are presumably referring to the reports which appeared in the press about the

statement made by the Dalai Lama recently. The broad framework of Government of India’s policy remains as
stated in reply to part (c) of Starred Question No. 12 answered in the Lok Sabha on the 13th November, 1967.

21 February 1968 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

1479. Shri Jugal Mondal: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Tibetan fugitives are still coming to India; and
(b) if so, what arrangements have been made to screen them?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) Yes Sir, the last batch of 126 Tibetan refugees entered India on 18/19-11-67.
(b) Tibetan refugees are thoroughly interrogated by a team of interrogators to detect and prevent infiltration of

subversive elements. In cases where their bonafides are suspected they are detained under the Preventive of
Detention Act.

This information was given in answer to Lok Sabha Starred Question no. 1348 on the 24th July, 1967 and in answer
to Lok Sabha Starred Question no. 772 of 18th December, 1967.

�����������
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21 February 1968 Written Answers to Questions

POLITICAL SUPPORT FOR THE FREEDOM OF TIBET

*883. Shri Bedabrata Barua:
Shri Swell:
Shri K. P. Singh Deo: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the Dalai Lama has recently appealed to Government for increased political support to
Tibetans struggle for regaining independence; and

(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) and (b). The Hon’ble Members are presumably referring to the reports which appeared in the press about the

statement made by the Dalai Lama recently. The broad framework of Government of India’s policy remains as
stated in reply to part (c) of Starred Question no. 12 answered in the Lok Sabha on the 13th November, 1967.

�����������

21 February 1968 Written Answers to Questions

Ê´Énäù¶ÉÒ <ÇºÉÉ<Ç vÉ¨ÉÇ-|ÉSÉÉ®úEòÉå uùÉ®úÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉ vÉ¨ÉÇ-{ÉÊ®ú́ ÉiÉÇxÉ

5407 ¸ÉÒ +Éä.|É. iªÉÉMÉÒ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ Ê´Énäù¶ÉÒ <ÇºÉÉ<Ç vÉ¨ÉÇ |ÉSÉÉ®úEòÉå uùÉ®úÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉ vÉ¨ÉÇ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉä VÉÉxÉä Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ¨Éå +ÉªÉä ½èþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò Ê´Énäù¶ÉÒ <ÇºÉÉ<Ç vÉ¨ÉÇ |ÉSÉÉ®úEòÉå xÉä <xÉ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉSSÉÉå EòÉä MÉÉänù ±Éä Ê±ÉªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉEòÉ vÉ¨ÉÇ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB

=x½åþ Ê´Énäù¶ÉÉå ¨Éå ¦ÉäVÉ ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä +¤É iÉEò ÊEòiÉxÉä ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉ vÉ¨ÉÇ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ iÉlÉÉ ÊEòiÉxÉä ¤ÉSSÉÉå

EòÉä Ê´Énäù¶ÉÉå ¨Éå ¦ÉäVÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ iÉlÉÉ =x½åþ ÊEòºÉ ÊEòºÉ näù¶É ¨Éå ¦ÉäVÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ <ÆÊnù®úÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ):

(Eò) +Éè®ú (JÉ) ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò vªÉÉxÉ ¨Éå <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÉ EòÉä<Ç ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ xÉ½þÓ +ÉªÉÉ ½èþ!

(MÉ) |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÓ =`öiÉÉ!

�����������

21 February 1968 Written Answers to Questions

INSTITUTES FOR TIBETAN STUDY

5623. Shri Baburao Patel: Will the Minister of Education be pleased to state:
(a) the names and places of Institutes established in India for Tibetan Study under the sponsorship of the Dalai Lama;
(b) the number of students, Indian or Tibetan, studying in these institutes;
(c) the amount of monetary grants given to each institute annually by Government; and
(d) whether Hindi is being taught in these institutes as a compulsory language and if not, the reasons therefore?

The Minister of State in The Ministry of Education (Shri Sher Singh):
(a) to (d). The information is being collected.

�����������
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28 February 1968 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ

2063. ¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÉä½þxÉ º´É°ü{É: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä +É ®ú½äþ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä {ÉÒ±ÉÒ¦ÉÒiÉ +Éè®ú Ê¤ÉVÉxÉÉè®ú ÊVÉ±ÉÉå ¨Éå Ê¶ÉÊ´É®ú JÉÉä±Éä MÉªÉä ½èþ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <xÉ Ê¶ÉÊ´É®úÉå ¨Éå +¤É iÉEò BàºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ¤ÉºÉÉªÉä VÉÉ SÉÖEäò ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) =x½åþ ºlÉÉªÉÒ °ü{É ºÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä CªÉÉ EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ EòÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ <ÆÎxnù®úÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ)

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ!

(JÉ) <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ {ÉÒ±ÉÒ¦ÉÒiÉ ¨Éå 243 ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ½èþ +Éè®ú Ê¤ÉVÉxÉÉè®ú ¨Éå 193!

(MÉ) UôÉxÉ¤ÉÒxÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ¨Éå VÉÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ´ÉÉEò<Ç ¨Éå ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ {ÉÉB VÉÉiÉä ½èþ, =x½åþ ÊEòºÉÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ Ê¶ÉÊ´É®ú ¨Éå {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä

¦ÉäVÉ ÊnùªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ! EÖòUô ºÉ¨ÉªÉ {É½þ±Éä <xÉ Ê¶ÉÊ´É®úÉå ºÉä 182 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¨ÉèºÉÚ®ú ®úÉVªÉ ¨Éå ¨ÉÖÆnùMÉÉänù ¦ÉäVÉ ÊnùªÉä MÉªÉä lÉä! 185 +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉå EòÉä

¦ÉäVÉxÉä EòÉ ¦ÉÒ +Énäù¶É VÉÉ®úÒ Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ!

�����������

3 April 1968 Written Answers to Questions

UPRISING IN TIBET

6225. Shri Shiva Chandra Jha:
Shri Hem Barua:
Shri Rabi Ray: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is fact that there has been an uprising in Tibet recently about which the Dalai Lama made a reference
in his speech from his Indian abode on the 10th March, 1968; and

(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) Government of India have seen reports of disturbances in Tibet as also in other parts of China.
(b) While the disturbances in Tibet arising from the Cultural Revolution are no concern of the Government of India,

the continued violation of the human rights of the Tibetan people and repression of their fundamental freedoms
evokes our sympathy.

�����������

3 April 1968 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETANS COMING TO INDIA

6282. Shri B. K. Daschowdhary: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that in view of the serious situation now prevailing in Tibet, many Tibetans are seeking shelter

in India and many are entering India through Indo-Nepal border; and
(b) if so, the attitude of Government towards such Tibetan refugees?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) (i)   In 1967, 945 Tibetan refugees entered India through different sectors as against 240 in 1966. The main reason

given by them, for entering India, was religious persecution by the Chinese. So far, this year, only one Tibetan is
reported to have entered India.
(ii)  Reports have been received of two batches of 68 and 43 Tibetans having entered India clandestinely from
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Nepal in January-February, 1968. Some members of these batches are reported to have stayed in Nepal for a few
years before entering Indian territory.

(b) (i)   Attempts are made to dissuade the migrants from Tibet from entering India. They are however, permitted
entry on humanitarian grounds. On entering India, the migrants are screened with a view to detecting Chinese
agents, if any. Refugees whose bonafides cannot be established are detained under the Preventive of  Detention
Act. Migrants found to be genuine refugees are given rehabilitation facilities in different parts of India. This information
was given in answer to Lok Sabha Starred Question no. 1348 on 24 July, 1967 and 18 December, 1967 respectively
and in answer to Lok Sabha Unstarred Question no. 1479 dated 21 February, 1968.
(ii)   We do not favour Tibetan refugees resident in Nepal entering India due to non-availability of sufficient land
even for those who are already here. In keeping with our policy, instructions have been issued to the State
authorities to deport them back to Nepal when detected.

�����������

17 April 1968 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

*7497. Shri Baburao Patel: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) the number of Tibetan refugees that entered India during the last year ending the 31st December 1967;
(b) the names of the types of tribes to which these Tibetan refugees belong and whether they are all hostile to the

present Chinese rule in Tibet;
(c) the names of Passes through which these Tibetan refugees came and the steps taken to screen them before

allowing them to enter India; and
(d) the steps taken to rehabilitate these Tibetan refugees and the parts of India where they have been settled and

their number?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) 945.
(b) The names of the tribes are not known to us. All these refugees belong to areas close to the Indo-Tibetan border.

They had to leave their homes and take shelter in India on account of religious persecution at the hands of
Chinese authorities.

(c) It would not be in the interests of the refugees and their families left behind in Tibet to furnish this information.
As for the arrangements about screening them, details have been furnished to this House on many occasions, the
more recent being in answer to Starred Question no. 722 dated 18th December, 1967, Unstarred Question no.
1479 dated 21st February, 1968 and no. 6282 dated 3rd April 1968.

(d) It is proposed to settle 113 Tibetan refugees in Ladakh, about 125 in Himachal Pradesh and the rest in Mysore.

�����������

1 May 1968 Written Answers to Questions

FOREIGN NATIONALS WORKING WITH TIBETAN REFUGEES

9145. Shri Baburao Patel: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) the number and names of foreign nationals working either as specialists or as technicians with Tibetan refugees in

India and the names of places where those foreign nationals are stationed;
(b) the expenditure incurred by Government on these foreign nationals by way of salary, accommodation and other

incidentals;
(c) whether it is a fact that one Mr. Keith Satterthwaite was asked to leave the country because of his anti-national

activities among the Tibetans; and
(d) if so, the steps taken by Government to see that the other foreign nationals do not indulge in similar anti-national

activities?
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The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) Information is given in the list laid on the Table of the House. [Placed in Library. See No. LT-1117/68].
(b) Nil.
(c) No, Sir. Mr. Keith Satterthwaite was advised to stop working with the Tibetan refugees, as his services as a farm

adviser were not considered necessary at Dalhousie. Attention is invited to reply given to the Lok Sabha Starred
Question No. 723 on 18th December, 1967.

(d) Does not arise.

�����������

1 May 1968 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉB EÞòÊ¹É ¤ÉÎºiÉªÉÉÆ
9162. ¸ÉÒ ªÉ¶É´ÉÆiÉ ËºÉ½þ EÖò¶É´ÉÉ½þ:

b÷É.ºÉÚªÉÇ |ÉEòÉ¶É {ÉÖ®úÒ:

¸ÉÒ Ê¶É´É EÖò¨ÉÉ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä +ÉB ½ÖþB ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¤ÉºÉÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB

Eò½þÉÆ Eò½þÉÆ {É®ú EÞòÊ¹É ¤ÉÎºiÉªÉÉÆ ®úÉVªÉ´ÉÉ®ú ºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉEäò uùÉ®úÉ EòÉèxÉ EòÉèxÉ ºÉä =vªÉÉäMÉ SÉ±ÉÉªÉä VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ, +Éè®ú ´Éä =vªÉÉäMÉ Eò½þÉÆ Eò½þÉÆ iÉlÉÉ

ÊEòxÉ ÊEòxÉ ®úÉVªÉÉå ¨Éå SÉ±ÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ, |É¨ÉÉhÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ, ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ́ ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ <Îxnù®úÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ): ºÉnùxÉ EòÒ ̈ ÉäVÉ {É®ú BEò ́ ÉHò´ªÉ ®úJÉ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ

½èþ ÊVÉºÉ¨Éå ªÉ½þ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ nùÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ! ({ÉÖºiÉEòÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úJÉ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ näùÊJÉªÉä ºÉÆJªÉÉ LT-1118/68)
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10 May 1968 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN SCHOOLS SOCIETY

10426. Shri Sradhakar Supakar: Will the Minister of Education be pleased to state:
(a) the names of members of the Tibetan Schools Society; and
(b) the grants given to the Society during the last five years?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Education (Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad):
(a) 1.Dr. Triguna Sen, Minister for Education, Govt of India Chairman (Ex-Office)

2.Shri G. K. Chandiramani, Education Secretary, to the Govt of India Member
3.Shri A. B. Bhad Kam Kar, Joint Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs, (Representative of Ministry of External
Affairs)..Member
4.Shri M. S. Sundara, Financial Adviser to the Ministry of Education Member
5.Shri N. T. Barshi ..............Member
6.Shri J. Taring ............Member
7.Shri T. Lawang (Representatives H.H the Dalai Lama)..............Member

(b)
                YEAR             AMOUNT OF GRANT (Rs. In Lakhs)

               1963-64                                     19.00

               1964-65                                     32.50

               1965-66                                     44.00

               1966-67                                     43.00

               1967-68                                     50.00
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24 July 1968 Written Answers to Questions

INDIA’S POLICY ON TIBET

658. Shri. M.L. Sondhi: will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
a. Whether Government are aware of the widespread international concern for the Tibetan people whose suffering

and hardships have increased following the eruption of hostilities between the different factions of the occupying
Chinese forces in Tibet;

b. Whether Government have reviewed their policy on the Tibet question at the United Nations in the context of
new developments; and

c. Whether Government propose to take any initiative to bring the Tibet question before the next session of the
U.N. General Assembly?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs (Shrimati. Indra
Gandhi):

a. Yes, Sir
b. and c. This question is receiving consideration

�����������

July 24, 1968 Written Answers to Questions

nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ

317. ¸ÉÒ ÊxÉ½þÉ±É ËºÉ½þ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ vÉ¨ÉÇ¶ÉÉ±ÉÉ EòÉÆMÉb÷É (Ê½þ̈ ÉÉÆSÉ±É |Énäù¶É) ¨Éå ®ú½þ ®ú½äþ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(JÉ) =xÉEòÒ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ +Éè®ú ÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉ +ÉÊnù {É®ú +¤É iÉEò EÖò±É ÊEòiÉxÉÉ JÉSÉÇ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ <Îxnù®úÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ):

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ!

(JÉ) ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú {É®ú¨É {ÉÉ´ÉxÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ {É®ú ½ÖþB JÉSÉÇ EòÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ EÖòUô +SUôÉ xÉ½þÓ ºÉ¨ÉZÉiÉÒ CªÉÉåÊEò

<ºÉ näù¶É Eäò ±ÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä +Éè®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä =x½åþ BEò ¨É½þÉxÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÚVÉxÉÒªÉ vÉÉÌ¨ÉEò xÉäiÉÉ EòÒ ½èþÊºÉªÉiÉ ºÉä OÉ½þhÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ!
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July 24, 1968 Written Answers to Questions

CHINA AS A NUCLEAR STATE

657. Shri M.L. Sondhi: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether China would be recognized as a Nuclear State under the terms of Non-proliferation Treaty and has by

implication a privileged status;
(b) whether any assurances have been to India that Nuclear Powers will take steps to decrease their stockpile or at

least not increase them; and
(c) if so, Government’s reaction thereto?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi):
(a) China is a “nuclear weapon State” with reference to the Treaty, as it had exploded a nuclear explosive device prior

to 1st January 1967.
(b) No, Sir.
(c) Does not arise
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7 August 1968 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETANS IN INDIA

3101. Shri. BabuRao Patel: will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
a. The total amount spent by Government on the education, resettlement and other relief measures of Tibetans so

far;
b. The number of Tibetans in India at present, camp-wise;
c. The reasons why these Tibetans have refused to accept Indian citizenship offered to them;
d. Whether it is a fact that a large number of these Tibetans have recently embraced Christianity and expressed a

desire to migrate to foreign countries; and
e. If so, how many and for what reasons?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati. Indra Gandhi):
a.     The total amount of money spent by Government till 31-3-67 on relief rehabilitation, resettlement and education

of Tibetan refugees in India, is Rs. 5.50 crores. Final figures of expenditure for the year ending 31-3-68 are not yet
available, but the expenditure is expected to be approximately Rs. 90 lakhs.

b.      The total number of Tibetan Refugees in India is approximately 51,000. Camp-wise statement is laid on the Table
of the House. (Placed in Library. See No. LT-1653/68).

c.      Under the existing laws, Indian citizenship is not offered to a foreigner or to a community. Those desiring to
become Indian citizens have to make individual applications in accordance with the Indian Citizenship Act, 1955.
The question of Tibetans having refused Indian Citizenship offered to them, therefore, does not arise.

d.      No such case has come to the notice of the Government of India.
e.      Does not arise.
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August 21, 1968 Oral Answers to Questions

DEPRIVATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN TIBET

*571. Shri Ranga:
Shri K.M. Koushik:
Shri Gadilingana Gowd:
Shri C.C. Desai:
Shri M.L. Sondhi:
Shri N.K. Somani: will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state whether, in view of the changed

circumstances in the Asian political situation and of the delegation of 1968 as the Human Rights Year by the United
Nations, the Government of India would sponsor or co-sponsor a Resolution in the next session of the U.N. General
Assembly against the continued deprivation of the Human Rights in Tibet and an appeal to humanity as a whole to the
conscience of China to release the Tibetans from her stranglehold?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri B.R. Bhagat): The government will support any
General Assembly Resolution calling for the cessation of practices which result in the deprivation of fundamental
Human rights in Tibet

Shri Ranga: Just now the House is so full of what is happening in Czechoslovakia and the destruction of her human
rights. Now the House should be in a position to appreciate even much more poignantly what has been happening for
the past twelve years, if not for a much longer period in Tibet. Why is it that the Government of India do not wish to take
any initiative even now, at such a late hour, in asking the UN to take necessary steps and measures to get this question
examined on the basis of human rights and enlighten the whole world as to what exactly to what extent and in what
horrible manner the civil and human rights of the people of Tibet are being destroyed?

Shri B.R. Bhagat:The two questions, Tibet and Czechoslovakia, cannot be compared because in one it is a question
between two independent countries…
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Shri M.L. Sondhi: So What?

Shri Balraj Madhok: Do not mislead the House. Tibet was never part of China.

Shri M.L. Sondhi: Tibet was free prior to Czechoslovakia

Shri B.R. Bhagat: Howsoever the hon. Member may shout, facts cannot be denied.

Shri Balraj Madhok: I shall challenge him. He is telling wrong facts. Tibet was never part of China.

Jh jfo jk;% frCcr dHkh phu dk fgLlk ugha FkkA budks okfil ysuk pkfg;s xyr c;kuh dj jgs gSaA

Mr. Speaker: Nobody can put a question just now. The Minister has not completed his answer. If he thinks that the
House does not want to listen to the answer, he is mistaken and it will be very wrong to go about in that manner. This
cannot be allowed.

Jh jfo jk;% xyr c;kuh dj jgs gSaA

Mr. Speaker: Galat does not mean that he should be interrupted like this. I will give him a chance later to ask a question.
But he does not allow the answer to be given at all. If he wants to put his words into the Minister’s mouth, naturally he
will not accept it. He must say what he wants to say

Shri B.R. Bhagat: As for educating the world about conditions in Tibet, the House knows that this matter has been
raised in the General Assembly and last time India supported a resolution the world known about the situation in Tibet,
how the rights of the people are being suppressed there.

Shri Ranga: My point is this. Why should not the Government of India themselves sponsor this resolution, at least
now? I am not asking the Government of India to do it for the first time. So many other countries which are not
associated with Tibetan culture as intimately as we have to come forward to sponsor a resolution in the United Nations
on several occasions. At least now, why is not this Government of India prepared to take courage in both hands and raise
this question, not against a friendly country but against communist China which has invaded our country unprovoked?
May I also draw attention to the fact that once the United Nations had appointed a committee on forced labour in
Soviet Russia? At that time Soviet Russia did not allow that commission to come there. Still the Commission carried on
its work and published a report on the conditions of life of humans in Soviet Russia. Many things came to light thereafter.
Why should not our Government take some such step, take the initiative on this occasion and to the United Nations
and invoke its aid in order to see that these people are helped to some extent at least?

Shri B.R. Bhagat: While appreciating the point of the hon. Member, we should realize that this has to be looked into
from all aspects. The first and foremost consideration is that it should help the people of Tibet. If because of the strained
relations between India and China, if India takes the lead and initiates such a move in the General Assembly, probably the
Chinese will exploit it. (Interruptions). The hon. Member may not agree with the reasoning given by me. I am only saying
that it is probable. This question of Tibet should view more objectively without bringing in the India-China strained
relations. According to our judgement, this will make the positions of the Tibetan people worse and China will deliberately
exploit it to its political advantage. While agreeing with the wishes expressed that the suppression of the Tibetan
people’s rights should stop, I think the stand that we have taken is correct, namely, if this matter comes up in the General
Assembly, we shall support it. That is the best stand that we can take.

Shri K.M. Koushik: An international committee of jurists have examined this question of violation human rights in
Tibet and they have also recommended that it should be raised in the U.N. May I also remind the Government that the
Jamshaheb of Navanagar as a representative of India in the steering committee the United Nations had given an assurance
that the Tibetan question would be solved peacefully and gave a guarantee there. In view of this may I know from the
government whether they are going to raise it on the floor of the United Nations?

Mr. Speaker: He has answered that question.

Shri K.M. Koushik: The point is whether they had it in mind.

Shri B.R. Bhagat: That point is always before us.
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Shri M.L. Sondhi: Is it not a fact that according to wall posters appearing in Peking during the last year the Chinese
Foreign Minister, Chen Yi, who was severely attacked—including physical assault by the red guards who scaled the walls
of the Chinese foreign office, something which we do not do here—was charged that he advocated a so-called capitulatory
policy towards Indonesia, Burma and presumably Tibet.

In this context may I know whether Government of India have considered the effects of the Cultural Revolution in
creating wide ranging antagonisms within Chinese ruling elite on foreign policy issues including that of Tibet, and whether
in objective terms the Prime Minister is in a position to accept the complete reversal of the international attitudes
towards Tibetans exemplified by, in the case of China, the undermining of its professional diplomacy and the emergence
of large-scale infighting in Tibet by the Red Guards and those opposing them, in the case of the Soviet Union unmistakable
evidence of fresh scrutiny of the southern border of China along side Tibet, for example in the Journal New Times, and
in the case of the United States—I hope my Communist friends will appreciate it—the emergence of a pro-Peking lobby
which derives its confidence from the fact that while last year China was involved in ugly and violent incidents with
nearly three score countries, there was no crisis with the USA and the Ambassadorial level talks at Warsaw continued
in a satisfactory and comfortable manner….

Mr. Speaker: What is the question? The whole foreign policy you are giving by way of a supplementary.

Shri M.L. Sondhi: This is an important background. I wish to make it clear that I am not one of those who want tension
between India and China. I look forward sometime later for good relations between India and China—I do not hesitate
to say that. May I know whether instead of passively voting for resolutions brought by others on Tibet, which are drafted
by other people and which may actually lead to raise tension, there are other possibilities through which Government
can in a sober manner simultaneously lower tensions with China while firmly supporting the favourable trends of
thinking in favour of Tibet by taking initiative and themselves sponsoring a resolutions in their own words, which would
be a balanced and carefully worded one, at the United Nations?

The Prime Minister, Minster of Atomic Energy, Minster of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati Indira Gandhi): We are in touch with other nations and we can certainly influence the wording of any
particular resolution which may come up. As the Minister has pointed out just now we have given very careful consideration
to this matter and we do not think it will be in interest of the Tibetans for us to take a leading role in this.

Shri Ranga: Have they consulted the Dalai Lama, Sir?

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: I meant members of other countries in the Human Rights Commission. (Interruptions).

Shri Hem Barua: Sir, Tibet has been reduced to a vast prison house by China by now. As the military occupation of
Tibet by China has been complete and Tibet has been used the springboard of war preparations by China against India
it has affected India’s security also. In the context of that my I know what steps Government are taking or propose to
take in the interest of our security to neutralize Tibet and to restore the status of Independence so far as Tibet is
concerned. Shri Jawaharlal Nehru in his book Glimpses of World History, 1939 Edition, page 842, has written “Tibet was
independent”.

Shri Nath Pai: It is in “a letter to his daughter”.

Shri Hem Barua: If the position of Tibet is so, why is it that the Minister of External Affairs has said that Tibet was
under the control of China? It is a very wrong thing to say. It contradicts Mr. Nehru and also this Government. In any
case it contradicts the policy of the people. In the context of that, may I know what positive steps Government are
taking or propose to take to ensure security by neutralizing Tibet and restoring the status of independence so far as
Tibet is concerned and whether Government are prepared to recognize the émigré government under the leadership
of Dalai Lama in this country or not?

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: We have recognized Chinese sovereignty over Tibet.

Shri M.L. Sondhi: Suzerainty.

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: Whatever the conditions were earlier on, world conditions do change and, I think, we have
to live with the realities of the situation. We cannot ignore facts. We feel deeply concerned about the human problem in
Tibet, about the atrocities which are committed there and about what we hear of young people, teenagers, being taken
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away from their parents to Peking or other parts of China and so on. It is also true that Tibet is used as a base for
propaganda against us.

Shri Nath Pai: Not only propaganda but aggression also.

Shri Hem Barua: I said, “war preparations”.

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: As far as aggression is concerned, we have to look to our own security arrangements and to
strengthen them, which we are doing. We have also to look to our own propaganda machinery and to strengthen it and
make it more effective. But I do not really see the connection with the question that is asked about sponsoring this
matter in the Human Rights Commission.

Shri Nath Pai: General Assembly.

Shri Nambiar: Why can an émigré government not be set up in India?

Shri Swell: The Prime Minister has rightly said that in all these things that are happening in Tibet or anywhere else in
the world the most important thing for us is to look to the security arrangements of this country. In the international
field two things have happened recently; the decision of the Soviet Union to sell arms to Pakistan and the invasion of
Czechoslovakia the news of which we have heard only today. These two things have given rise to a widespread feeling in
the people of this country and of the world that India should reappraise and reshape her foreign policy. It is wisely said
that in this process of reshaping our foreign policy the most important thing is to mend our fences with our neighbours.
I would like to know from the Government whether they subscribe to this fundamental policy of mending our fences
with our neighbours. It is recognized that among our neighbours the most portentous is China. May I know whether this
Government will reappraise its foreign policy with a view to mending its fences with China…(Interruptions)? Let me put
my question. You are not to answer it; the Prime Minister is to answer it. You are entitled to my own. If the Government
subscribes to this policy of mending fences with our neighbours, may I know whether it will be helpful to us even now
to raise this question again, however much we may feel for the people of Tibet, at this moment?

Shri Ranga: Aha! Aha!

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: There is some validity in what the hon. Member has said. In this limited matter I must say I
agree with what the hon. Member, Shri Sondhi, said that we must not regard our relationship with China to be hostile
for all time to come. But an atmosphere has to be created or certain things must happen before we can have better
relations.

Shri Nambiar: The best solution is to set up a Tibetan Government in India.

Some Hon. Member: Hear, Hear.

Shri Piloo Mody: I am beginning to see some hope for the country.

Shri R.D. Bhandare: I quite appreciate the difficulty that may be before the Government of India in sponsoring the
resolution regarding Tibet. But in view of the fact that the Government of India is prepared to support the resolution in
the United Nations, if moved, may I know from the Government if, in case small nations are prepared to sponsor and
move the resolution, the Government of India will move a step forward and fall in line in co-sponsoring the resolution
sponsored by the small nations?

Shri Piloo Mody: Let the co-Minister answer the question.

Shri B.R. Bhagat: It has been made clear that we are not c-sponsoring any resolution. But we will support the
resolution.

Jh jfo jk;%& v/;{k egksn;] Hkys gh ljdkj dh jk; ugha gS ysfdu ge yksxksa dh rks iDdh jk; gS fd frCcr dHkh bfrgkl esa phu dk fgLlk ugha
Fkk blfy, eSa iwNuk pkgrk gwa fd Hkkjr ljdkj dh fQygky tks phuh uhfr gS D;k ljdkj bl Ik`’B&Hkwfe esa fd ogka vR;kpkj gks jgk gS] tukslkbM
gks jgk gS] viuh uhfr cnyus dh dksf”k”k djsxh vkSj tSls fd isfdax ljdkj dks ekU;rk nh gS bl flyflys esa rkboku ljdkj dks ekU;rk nsus dh
dksf”k”k djsxh\

Jh c0jk0 Hkxr % ekuuh; lnL; frCcr ls rkboku pys x,A bu nksuksa dk fj”rk rks eq>s dksbZ ekywe ugh iM+rkA
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Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: The Prime Minister spoke about the interest of the people of Tibet. She has herself
admitted of the atrocities committed by China on Tibet. Yet we have not taken any initiative to sponsor a resolution in
the Human Rights Commission in this matter. In view of the fact that we committed a mistake earlier by accepting the
sovereignty of China over Tibet, because of the changed situation, whenever the question of admission of China into the
United Nations is raised would it be the stand of the government that they would not longer support any such move for
admission of China?

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: I think the hon. Member is contradicting himself because the whole point of our sponsoring
China’s membership of the United Nations is that it would be easier to bring her to book about all these matters.

Shri Ranga: Never, never.

Shri P. Venkatasubbaiah: While appreciating the obvious embarrassment of Shri Anandan Nambiar whenever the
issue of Tibet vis-à-vis China is raised in this House….

Mr. Speaker: Is it for Shri Nambiar to answer this question?

Shri P. Venkatasubbaiah: While government’s point has been made very clear about sponsoring or co-sponsoring any
resolution, I would like to know whether the government will take a leading role in mobilizing world opinion towards
the inhuman treatment meted out to the Tibetans by the Chinese whenever this issue has been brought before the
United Nations by some other country.

Shri B.R. Bhagat: As the Prime Minister has stated, we are already in touch with other governments on this respect
and if this resolution comes up in the United Nations General Assembly we would support it. While supporting it, the
exchange of views with other governments also takes place. We will certainly make our views clear to other governments.

Shri Bal Raj Madhok: The hon. Minister began his speech by saying that there is no comparison of Tibet with
Czechoslovakia and he also said that Tibet is part of China. May I know whether he is prepared to go into all the facts
regarding Tibet in relations to China and India and arrive at a conclusion whether Tibet was ever part of China. You have
made the original mistake of admitting that Tibet was under the suzerainty or sovereignty of China. Cant we rectify a
bona fide mistake we have committed of historians to find out whether Tibet was ever part of China? If anything, it had
friendly relations with India. But it had its own passport and foreign policy; it was never part of China. Then you said that
we should improve our relations with China. I quite agree with you. But how can we improve our relations with China
when by the occupation of Tibet the biggest barrier of geographical distance dividing India from China has been removed?
Unless and until Tibet becomes free and our very confrontation with China disappears, there can be no peace with
China. My question is this. Are you prepared to take concrete steps to see that Tibet is restored its autonomy or
freedom, whatever name you may give it, so that the ground may be prepared for improving the relations between India
and China in the times to come?

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: Is it the hon. Member’s contention that by sponsoring this resolution, Tibet will become
free?

Shri Bal Raj Madhok: What about my first question? Are you prepared to go into the question of independence of
Tibet or its being part of China? I want a specific answer.

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: I do not know whether any useful purpose will served by having a committee of historians.
We have seen, whenever experts meet together, they always have different views on the subject.

Shir P. Gopalan: Last time, when this issue of so-called suppression of human rights was brought in the U.N., not a
single non-aligned country supported it except India and some of the satellite of America…..(Interruptions)

Some Hon. Members: No, no.

Shri P. Gopalan: I would like to know from the Minister whether the Government have tried to find out the reason
why not a single non-aligned country supported the resolution when it was brought in the U.N.

Shri B.R. Bhagat: I can give the list of the countries. The description I leave it to the hon. Member.  The draft resolution
was co-sponsored by Ireland, Malaysia, Malta, Philippines, Thailand and some other countries. (Interruptions) 43 countries
voted in favour. I can lay the whole list on the Table of the House.
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Shri M.L. Sondhi: You name them….(Interruptions)

Mr. Speaker: Will you kindly sit down? You read out only 5 or 6 names. Either you read out all the names….

Shri B.R. Bhagat: I do not have all the names now.

Mr. Speaker: All right. He will lay it on the Table later on.

Shri Shivajirao S. Deshmukh: Our hon. Prime Minister is the Prime Minister of the country of Buddha, Ashoka and
Gandhi. In view of the fact that Buddhism as the Indian religion recognizes Dalai Lama as the living Buddha, may I know
what specific steps the Prime Minister propose to take to translate into action the sentiments of sympathy and grievances
which were expressed just now?

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: If I may go back to the earlier question, I shall read out the list of the country which I have
just received. Those who voted in favour were:

Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Spain, Thailand, Togo, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentina,
Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, China, Columbia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Guatemala,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Malta.

Those who voted against were:

Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Pakistan, Poland, Romania, Sudan, Syria, Ukrainian, Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, United Republic of Tanzania, Yugoslavia, Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria, Burma,
Byelorussia Soviet Socialist Republic, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia, Guinea, Hungary, Iraq, Mali.

And those who abstained were:

Portugal, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Sweden, Tunisia, Afghanistan, Austria, Ceylon, Dahomey,
Denmark, Finland, France, Ghana, Iran, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Kuwait, Lebanon, Maldives, Islands, Mexico.

The resolution was adopted by 43 votes to 26, with 23 abstentions.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: She has not replied to Mr. Shivajirao Deshmukh’s question.

Mr. Speaker: His question was also covered by the answer.

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: The question has already been answered earlier… (Interruptions). If the matter comes up, we
will support it.

Jh ,l0,e0 tks”kh% v/;{k egksn;] tks loky bl le; lnu ds lkeus gS] ml dk tokc nsrs gq, gqdwer dh rjQ+ ls ;g crk;k x;k fd ;fn ge
ml izLrko dks dks&LikSUlj djsa rks gedks ns[kuk gksxk fd  D;k og frCcRku yksxksa ds fgr esa gS ;k ugha gS A EksSa gqdwer ls ;g tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd
frCcrh yksxksa ds fgr esa D;k pht gS ;k D;k ugha gS&ml dk QsSlyk ge yksx [kqn djus tk jgs gSa ;k mu yksxksa ds lkFk] frCCkr ds izfrfuf/k nykbZ
ykek ;gka cSBs gq, gSa] muls ckrphr djds QSlyk djsxsa \ ;fn mUgksaus ml dks vius fgr esa crk;k rFkk vkidks LikSUlj djus ds fy;s dgk rks D;k
vki LikSUlj djus dks RkS;kj gSa\

Jh c0 jk0 Hkxr% esjs tokc dk ekuuh; lnL; us nwljk vFkZ yxk;k gSA eSaus dbZ dkj.kksa esa ,d dkj.k ;g Hkh crk;k Fkk fd lEHkor% phu bl ckr
dks ysdj fd fgUnqLrku bl ekeys dks mBk jgk gS vksj phu o fgUnqLrku ds lEcU/k vPNs ugha gS&og bldk Qk;nk mBk;sxk ........... ¼O;o/kku½ ...........
;g ckr fdl ds fgr esa gS ;k ugha gS& ;g eSaus ugha dgk Fkk  ........... ¼O;o/kku½ ...........

Shri M.L. Sondhi: It is an insult. You are following Kutzen Bach. It is an American lie. You are following it completely. I
can prove it. We can debate it anywhere.

Shri B.R. Bhagat: I hope, the hon. Member will be more balanced in his approach. No country, no person, can influence
my mind. I have paid through my blood for this country….

Shri M.L. Sondhi: Shed it once again. Do not stand on your laurels. Do not think of the past. Think of the future.

Shri B.R. Bhagat: I was saying that a number of considerations are involved in this and when we determine this
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question, we do it keeping in view all those considerations. One of the considerations, as I said, which is taken into
account in determining and coming to a valued judgment in this mater is what would be the best course to adopt
keeping in view the objective that we have to guard against suppression of human rights, fight it and do whatever is
possible. With that objective, we have taken the steps which we considered to be the best. This is what I said….(Interruptions)

Jh jfo jk;% nykbZ ykek ds lkFk ckrphr djsaxs D;k\

Mr. Speaker: He has said that the decision is taken based on what is good for India and what is in the interest of India.
It may not necessarily concern the Dalai Lama. You cannot force him to do that.

Shri Nambiar: May I know whether, in view of the fact that we have to render friendly assistance to Tibet and to the
people of China and create a better understanding between the two countries, it will be possible for the Government
of India to consider the feasibility of sending out the Dalai Lama from the borders of India? He is creating the trouble
between India and China.

Shri M.L. Sondhi: Let them try; let them try sending out the Dalai Lama. The Government will not.

An hon. Member: We want an assurance that the Dalai Lama is an honoured guest.

Mr. Speaker: The Question Hour has to be utilized only for getting information and not assurances if any hon. Member
asks for an assurance during the Question Hour that will be wrong. Question Hour is meant only for eliciting information.

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: Let us know what the reply is, whether they will send the Dalai Lama out.

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: We have given, and from times immemorial, India has given, refuge to people who have been
persecuted on religious or other grounds in other countries, this was the reason why we welcomed the Dalai Lama
when he came here.

Shri S.M. Krishna: Let Shri Nambiar see what has happened to the Panchen Lama.

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: Not only the Dalai Lama himself but large numbers of other Tibetan refugees are in India;
and the Government of India and other voluntary agencies are…

Shri Ranga: And the nation also…

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: Are helping to settle them and also to look after them.

Shri Nambiar: He is doing political work here.

Shri Ranga: My hon. Friend ought to behave properly. The Dalai Lama is our honoured guest he should not speak like
this. (Interruptions).

Jh daoj yky xqIr % v/;{k egksn;] ;g izLkUark dh ckr gS fd gekjh iz/kku ea=h egksn;k us dgk gS fd tks frCcr esa gks jgk gS mlls mUgsa fpUrk
gS vkSj os iwjh rkSj ls frCcr ds dkt dks vkxs ys tk;asxhA eSa tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd D;k dHkh nykbZ ykek us ;g izkFkZuk dh fd frCcr ds bUVsjsLV esa
;g ckr gS fd Hkkjr ;w-,u-vks- esa frCcr ds dkt+  dks LikUlj djs\ vkSj D;k nykbZ ykek us] phu frCcr esa tks ,VªkflVht dj jgk gS mldh rQlhy
nh\ nwljs ;g fd tc phu gekjs lkFk gksLVkby ,VhV~;wM j[krk gS] ehtks] ikfdLrku vkSj ukxkvksa ds lEcU/k esaa rks D;k Hkkjr ljdkj nykbZ ykek dh
ljdkj dks ;gka ij ekU;rk nsxh\

Mr. Speaker: I think all these questions have been answered here so many times. He wants to know whether the Dalai
Lama’s Government will be recognized.

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: I have talked to the Dalai Lama, though I must confess not recently. And as far as I recall, he
had appreciated the Government’s point of view. The Dalai Lama is not a political person, and, therefore, it is difficult for
him to assess the political consequences of such moves.

With regard to the details of the atrocities committed we have had some information from the Dalai Lama and
other Tibetans, as also from other sources.

With regard to the last question of the hon. Minister I would say that if we think that China is doing something
wrong, then it is not proper for us to behave similarly. We must stand by certain values and principles.
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Shri Hanumanthaiya: In view of the treaty signed by both China and India guaranteeing the autonomy of Tibet, to
which we are a party, is it not a moral duty on our part to take the initiative in the matter of protecting the human rights
of the Tibetans directly and not wait in the sidelines?

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: In political life, I think that one has to look at many aspects, and I do not think that we can
just function in the air in a matter like this.

Jh izdk”kohj “kkL=h % D;k frCcr ds ,d ek= /kkfeZd vkSj jktuhfrd “kkld Jh nykbZ ykek us bl lEcU/k esa Hkkjr ljdkj dks dksbZ Ik= fy[kk gS
fd la;qDr jk’Vª la?k dh tujy vlsEcyh dk ,tsUMk 29 vxLr dks iw.kZ gks tk;sxk vkSj ;g vuqjks/k fd;k gS fd mlls igys Hkkjr ljdkj viuk
eu cuk ys\ ;fn gka] rks mlesa mUgksaus D;k dkj.k crk, gSa vkSj Hkkjr ljdkj us mldk D;k mÙkj fn;k gS \

Shri M.L. Sondhi: It is a direct question, and we want an honest answer.

Jh c0jk0 Hkxr % mudh rjQ ls ,slh ckr fy[kh xbZ Fkh exj tks gekjh uhfr gS og geus Li’V dj nh gS fd ,slk dksbZ jstksY;w”ku vk, rks mldk
leFkZu djus ds fy, rS;kj gSA

Shri Bal Raj Madhok: A very unconvincing answer.

Shri Chengalraya Naidu: When the British were here they were exercising some control over Tibet. What are the
circumstances no why we are not having that control? When the Chinese are committing such in-human acts in Tibet
over the Tibetans, why are our Government so weak that they are not able to call a dog a dog? Further, there are so
many Chinese agents in our country. Will Government consider the question of sending them to China from this
country? My hon. Friend Shri Nambiar may be sent out from here.

Jh foHkwfr feJ %  v{;{k egksn;] áqeu jkbV~l dks fnykuk ,d cgqr t:jh dke gSS ysfdu frCcr dks áqeu jkbV~l fnykus ds fy, pkbuk ls cSj
ysuk gksxk rks eSa tkuuk pkgrk gwa fd D;k b/kj ds yksx vkSj D;k m/kj ds yksx bl ljdkj dks enn djrs gSa fd ljdkj [ksrh ds ekeys esa rkdroj
gks] dy&dkj[kkus ds ekeys rkdroj gks vkSj ,Ve ce Hkh cuk ys D;ksafd rHkh ge pkbuk dk eqdkcyk dj ldasxs vkSj D;k bl le; gekjh ljdkj

bl iksth”ku esa gS\

Shri Chengalraya Naidu: They are traitors to this country. People like Shri Nambiar should get out of this country.

Jh foHkwfr feJ% v/;{k egksn;] esjs iz”u dks mÙkj rks fnyokb;saA

Jherh bfUnjk xk/kh % v.kqce ds ckjs esa dbZ nQk ;gka ij cgl gks pqdh gSA

Shri S.A. Dange: I just want to know from the Prime Minister whether when we are discussing the question of
protecting human rights in Tibet she would do something to protect the human rights of the workers in India first.

Shimati Sucheta Kripalani: In view of the overwhelming opinion expressed in the House that Tibet matters should
be taken up at the international forum, if possible sponsored by us or at least co-sponsored by us, is the Prime Minister
willing to reconsider the Government’s policy in this regard?

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: We have already replied to this question.

Shri Nath Pai: It is a demand from every section of the House.

Shri Hanumanthaiya: The majority opinion is in favour of a change of policy.

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: We have to look at our national interest. Government have to look at the long-term national
interest. We feel that our present policy is framed having regard to that. We always welcome the expression of views by
hon. Members and we always do take them into consideration. But we have to look as I said, to the long national interest
of India.

Mr. Speaker: Short Notice Question No. 8.

Jh gqde pUn dNok; % vkt v/;{k egksn; DoS”pal pawfd 17 feuV ckn “kq: fd;s x;s gS blfy, 12 cts ds ckn 17 feuV vkSj DoS”pal dks
fn;s tkus pfg,A

Mr. Speaker: No.

�����������
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August 26, 1968 Written Answers to Questions

DOCTORS FOR INDIAN TRADE AGENCIES IN TIBET

5649. Shri S.A. Dange: will the Minister of Health, Family Planning and Urban Development be pleased to state:
a.   the number of doctors selected by the U.P.S.C. during 1959-60 for jobs in the Indian Trade Agencies in Tibet:
b.   the number of doctors appointed to the above posts out of the selected doctors by the U.P.S.C.;
c.   the number of those Doctors who were selected but not appointed to the above posts:
d.   whether they were offered any other equivalent posts; and
e.   if so, the details thereof?

The Deputy Minister in The Ministry of Health, Family Planning and Urban Development (Shri R.S.
Murthy):
a.   One.
b.   None.
c.   One.
d.   Yes.
e.   Assistant Surgeon Grade I, in the Willingdon Hospital and Nursing Home, New Delhi.

�����������

13 November 1968 Written Answers to Questions

RISING OF TIBET ISSUE IN U.N.O.

445. Shri. D.C. Sharma:
Shri. Beni Shankar Sharma:
Shri. Kameshwar Singh:Shri.
Rabi Ray: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state;

a. Whether it has been decided not to raise the Tibet issue at the United Nations General Assembly session on the
score of suppression of Human Rights;

b. If so, the factors leading to the decision; and
c. The steps proposed to be taken to tackle the issue?

The Prime Minister, Minister of Atomic Energy, Minister of Planning and Minister of External Affairs
(Shrimati. Indra Gandhi):

a. Yes, Sir, However, Government would support any move calling for the cessation of practices which result in the
suppression of Human Rights in Tibet.

b. and c. The position was explained in detail on the 21st August 1968 vide Lok Sabha Starred question No. 571

�����������

21 November 1968 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä +ÉªÉä ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ

1542 ¸ÉÒ ½ÖþEò¨É SÉxnù EòUô´ÉÉªÉ: CªÉÉ ¸É¨É iÉlÉÉ {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) MÉiÉ Uô: ´É¹ÉÉç ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉªÉä;

(JÉ) <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ näù¶É ¨Éå Ê´ÉºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ´ªÉÊHòªÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ÊEòiÉxÉä Ê¶ÉÊ´É®ú Ê´ÉvÉ¨ÉÉxÉ ½èþ;

(MÉ) ={É®úÉäHò +´ÉÊvÉ ¨Éå <xÉ Ê¶É´É®úÉå EòÒ ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ iÉlÉÉ =x½åþ SÉ±ÉÉxÉä {É®ú |ÉÊiÉ ´É¹ÉÇ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú uùÉ®úÉ ÊEòiÉxÉÒ vÉxÉ®úÉÊ¶É JÉSÉÇ EòÉä MÉ<Ç; +Éè®ú

(PÉ) CªÉÉ <xÉ Ê¶É´É®úÉå EòÉ ´ªÉªÉ ®úÉVªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú näùiÉÒ ½èþ ªÉÉ EäòxpùÒªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú +lÉ´ÉÉ nùÉäxÉÉå ºÉ®úEòÉ®åú Ê¨É±É Eò®ú <ºÉä ´É½þxÉ Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ?

¸É¨É, ®úÉäVÉMÉÉ®ú iÉlÉÉ {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ={É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ uù. ®úÉ. SÉ½þÉhÉ):

(Eò) ÊnùºÉ¨¤É®ú, 1967 ¨Éå ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä 6 ´É¹ÉÉç Eäò +xiÉMÉÇiÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä 5335 ´ªÉÊHò iÉlÉÉ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä 873398 ´ªÉÊHò ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò
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°ü{É ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉªÉä lÉä! <ºÉEäò +ÊiÉÊ®úHò ´É¹ÉÇ 1968 ¨Éå 31 +HÚò¤É®ú iÉEò 190 ´ªÉÊHò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä iÉlÉÉ 9352 ´ªÉÊHò {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä

¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔªÉÉå Eäò °ü{É ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +ÉªÉä!

(JÉ) <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉªÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉä +ÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä 14 ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ Ê¶ÉÊ´É®ú ºÉÊ½þiÉ {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ Eäòxpù ½èþ +Éè®ú {ÉÚ́ ÉÔ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä +ÉªÉä xÉªÉä

|ÉμÉVÉEòÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä 34 ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ Ê¶ÉÊ´É®ú ½èþ! 1964 ¨Éå {ÉÚ́ ÉÔ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä ½ÖþªÉä |É´ÉÉ½þ Eäò ¡ò±Éº´É¯û{É, ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 105 ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ Ê¶ÉÊ´É®ú {ÉÚ́ ÉÔ

{ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä +ÉªÉä |É´ÉVÉEòÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÊEòªÉä MÉªÉä lÉä! =xÉ ¨Éå ºÉä +ÊvÉEòÉÆ¶É ¤Éxnù Eò®ú ÊnùªÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ! Ê´ÉÊ¦ÉzÉ ®úÉVªÉÉå ¨Éå SÉÉ±ÉÚ EòÒ MÉ<Ç

{ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ+Éå {ÉÊ®úªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ+Éå ¨Éå +¤É iÉEò {ÉÚ́ ÉÔ {ÉÉÊEòºiÉÉxÉ ºÉä +ÉªÉä |ÉμÉVÉEòÉå Eäò ±ÉMÉ¦ÉMÉ 37,000 {ÉÊ®ú´ÉÉ®ú ¤ÉºÉÉ ÊnùªÉä MÉªÉä ½èþ!

(MÉ) BEò Ê´É´É®úhÉ ÊVÉºÉ¨Éå VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ nùÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ ºÉ¦ÉÉ {É]õ±É {É®ú ®úJÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ! näùÊJÉªÉä ºÉÆJªÉÉ LT 2246/68

(PÉ) <xÉ Ê¶ÉÊ´É®úÉå {É®ú ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ ºÉÉ®úÉ ´ªÉªÉ EäòxpùÒªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú uùÉ®úÉ ´É½þxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ!

�����������

18 December 1968 Written Answers to Questions

±ÉqùÉJÉ Eäò |É¨ÉÖJÉ ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ uùÉ®úÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ

¨Éå ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ´ÉHò´ªÉ

5015 ¸ÉÒ +ÉåEòÉ®ú ±ÉÉ±É ¤Éä®ú́ ÉÉ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ±ÉqùÉJÉ Eäò |É¨ÉÖJÉ ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ uùÉ®úÉ ½þÉ±É ½þÒ ¨Éå ÊnùB MÉB ´ÉHò´ªÉ EòÒ +Éä®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ Ênù±ÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉ¨Éå =x½þÉåxÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú

ºÉä +xÉÖ®úÉävÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ÊEò ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨Éå nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ¨ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉä =`öÉªÉÉ VÉÉB iÉlÉÉ =ºÉEòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉB, +Éè®ú

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ iÉÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ CªÉÉ |ÉÊiÉÊGòªÉÉ ½èþ?

|ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ, +hÉÖ ¶ÉÊHò ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ <Îxnù®úÉ MÉÉÆvÉÒ):

(Eò) BàºÉÒ |ÉlÉÉ+Éå EòÉä JÉi¨É Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ÊVÉxÉEòÒ ´ÉVÉ½þ ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ±ÉÉäMÉ ¨ÉÚ±É¦ÉÚiÉ ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÉÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå ºÉä ´ÉÆÊSÉiÉ ®ú½þiÉä ½þÉä, ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ¨É½þÉºÉ¦ÉÉ

¨Éå VÉ¤É ¦ÉÒ EòÉä<Ç |ÉºiÉÉ´É ®úJÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ xÉä =ºÉEòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÊ´É¹ªÉ ¨Éå ¦ÉÒ ½þ®ú |ÉºiÉÉ´É EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ Eò®äúMÉÉ!
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26 February 1969 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå |É´Éä¶É EòÒ ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉ+Éå Eäò Ê±ÉB SÉÒxÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ

1225. ¸ÉÒ EÖò¶ÉÉäEò ¤ÉÉEÖò±ÉÉ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ Eßò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®úÒ ªÉÉjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ Ê´ÉuùÉxÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉxÉä Eäò +{ÉxÉä {ÉÉ®úÒ ªÉÉjÉÒ iÉlÉÉ {É®úº{ÉÊ®úEò +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú EòÉ |ÉªÉÉäMÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò

iÉÒμÉ <SUÖôEò ½èþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ¨ÉÆjÉÒ uùÉ®úÉ xÉ´É ́ É¹ÉÇ Eäò Ê±ÉB +{ÉxÉä |ÉäºÉ ºÉ¨¨Éä±ÉxÉ ̈ Éå <ºÉ +É¶ÉªÉ Eäò ºÉÆEäòiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉnù <ºÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ̈ Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉÉå EòÉä ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉªÉå |ÉnùÉxÉ Eò®úxÉä

Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ +É®Æú¦É EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) ªÉÊnù xÉ½þÓ, iÉÉä BàºÉÒ ´ÉÉiÉÉÇ Eò¤É iÉEò +É®ú¦É ½þÉäMÉÒ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò-EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ):

(Eò) +Éè®ú (JÉ) ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +Éè®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ ́ ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úªÉÉå +Éè®ú ªÉÉÊjÉªÉÉå Eäò +É´ÉÉMÉ¨ÉxÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÉÆºEÞòÊiÉEò +ÉnùÉxÉ-|ÉnùÉxÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ 1954 Eäò Eò®úÉ®ú uùÉ®úÉ

ºÉÆSÉÉÊ±ÉiÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ! VÉèºÉÉ ÊEò ºÉnùxÉ EòÉä +SUôÒ iÉ®ú½þ ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½èþ, SÉÒxÉ xÉä <ºÉ Eò®úÉ®ú EòÉ =±±ÉÆPÉxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ +Éè®ú 1962 ¨Éå <ºÉä JÉi¨É ½þÉä VÉÉxÉä ÊnùªÉÉ!

½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ xÉä Ê¡ò®ú ªÉ½þ Eò½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ BàºÉä +ÉvÉÉ®ú {É®ú ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB iÉèªÉÉ®ú ½èþ VÉÉä, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉ

|É¦ÉÖºÉkÉÉ, |ÉnäùÊ¶ÉEò +JÉhb÷iÉÉ +Éè®ú ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉ MÉÉè®ú´É Eäò +xÉÖEÚò±É ½þÉä! SÉÚÆÊEò SÉÒxÉ EòÒ +Éä®ú ºÉä EòÉä<Ç VÉ´ÉÉ¤É xÉ½þÓ +ÉªÉÉ ½èþ, <ºÉÊ±ÉB +¦ÉÒ iÉEò EòÉä<Ç

|ÉMÉÊiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½Öþ<Ç ½èþ!

(MÉ) Ê¡ò±É½þÉ±É |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÓ =`öiÉÒ!
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April 18, 1969 Written Answers to Questions

vÉ¨ÉÇ¶ÉÉ±ÉÉ ]ÅõÉÆÊWÉ]õ ºEÚò±É EòÉ ¤Éxnù Eò®úxÉÉ

6850.  ¸ÉÒ EÖò¶ÉÉäEò ¤ÉÉEÖò±ÉÉ:CªÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ªÉÖ́ ÉEò ºÉä́ ÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò :

(Eò) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú vÉ¨ÉÇ¶ÉÉ±ÉÉ ]ÅõÉÆÊWÉ]õ ºEÚò±É EòÉä ¤Éxnù Eò®úxÉä {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

(JÉ) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò +¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ 300 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉä =ºÉ ºEÚò±É ¨Éå {Éfø ®ú½äþ ½èþ +Éè®ú =xÉEòÒ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä +Éè®ú EòÉä<Ç ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ +Éè®ú

=xÉEòÒ Ê´ÉkÉÒªÉ ÎºlÉÊiÉ ¤É½ÖþiÉ nùªÉxÉÒªÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =Hò ºEÚò±É EòÉä ¤Éxnù Eò®úxÉä Eäò ={É®úÉäiÉ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ {É®ú {ÉÖxÉ:Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®äúMÉÒ?

Ê¶ÉIÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ªÉÖ́ ÉEò ºÉä́ ÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ)

(Eò) ºÉä (MÉ) vÉ¨ÉÇ¶ÉÉ±ÉÉ Eäò ]ÅõÉÆÊWÉ]õ ºEÚò±É EòÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä xÉ½þÓ ½èþ! <ºÉEòÉä {É®ú¨É {ÉÉ´ÉxÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ VÉÒ EòÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ {ÉÊ®ú¹Énù xÉä

JÉÉä±ÉÉ lÉÉ, +Éè®ú <ºÉ¨Éå 655 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉä {ÉføiÉä lÉä! VÉ¤É =xÉ¨Éå ºÉä 646 ¤ÉSSÉÉå EòÉä, VÉÉä ÊEò ÊxÉÎ¶SÉªÉ °ü{É ºÉä 'ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ¤ÉSSÉå lÉä, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ

ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú uùÉ®úÉ SÉ±ÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ºEÚò±É ºÉÉäºÉÉ<Ç]õÒ uùÉ®úÉ ºÉÆSÉÉÊ±ÉiÉ ºEÚò±ÉÉå ¨Éå ¦ÉäVÉ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, iÉÉä {ÉÊ®ú¹Énù xÉä +{ÉxÉä ]ÅõÉÆÊWÉ]õ ºEÚò±É EòÉä ¤Éxnù Eò®ú

ÊnùªÉÉ! ¶Éä¹É xÉÉè ¤ÉSSÉä, VÉÉä ÊEò ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, =xÉEòÒ näùJÉ ®äúJÉ º´ÉªÉ ´É½þ {ÉÊ®ú¹Énù Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ!
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 April 18, 1969 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ºEÚò±É EòÒ ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉ

6851.  ¸ÉÒ EÖò¶ÉÉäEò ¤ÉÉEÖò±ÉÉ: CªÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ªÉÖ́ ÉEò ºÉä́ ÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä ¨ÉÉ±ÉÚ̈ É ½èþ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºEÚò±É ºÉÊ¨ÉÊiÉ Eäò {ÉÉºÉ 3000 BàºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉå ÊVÉxÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä ºEÚò±ÉÉå ¨Éå ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉ ={É±É¤vÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ;

(JÉ) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºEÚò±É ºÉÊ¨ÉÊiÉ xÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ iÉlÉÉ Ê´Énäù¶É ¨Éå º´ÉäÎSUôiÉ ºÉÆPÉ`öxÉÉå ºÉä <ºÉ EòÉªÉÇ ¨Éå ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÒ ¨ÉÉÆMÉ EòÒ ½èþ, +Éè®ú

(MÉ) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú =Hò ºÉÊ¨ÉÊiÉ EòÉä Ê´ÉkÉÒªÉ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ +lÉ´ÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉBÆ ={É±É¤vÉ Eò®úxÉä Eäò ÊEòºÉÒ |ÉºiÉÉ´É {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

Ê¶ÉIÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ªÉÖ́ ÉEò ºÉä́ ÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ)

(Eò) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ºEÚò±É ºÉÉäºÉÉ<Ç]õÒ Eäò´É±É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ Ê´ÉºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉå EòÒ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ EòÉ ½þÒ |É¤ÉxvÉ Eò®úiÉÒ ½èþ! <ºÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]õÒ uùÉ®úÉ SÉ±ÉÉB VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä

ÊiÉ¤¤iÉÒ Ê´ÉºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ UôÉjÉÉå EòÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 31 ÊnùºÉ¨¤É®ú, 1968 EòÉä 5512 lÉÒ! ªÉ½þ ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]õÒ =xÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå EòÒ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB ÊVÉ¨¨Éä́ ÉÉ®ú

xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, VÉÉä Ê´ÉºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

(JÉ) VÉÒ xÉ½þÓ ¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÉxÉ!

(MÉ) <ºÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]õÒ EòÉ ºÉÉ®úÉ JÉSÉÇ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú uùÉ®úÉ ÊnùB ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ-+xÉÖnùÉxÉ ºÉä {ÉÚ®úÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ! <ºÉEäò +ÊiÉÊ®úHò JÉÉvÉ ºÉÉ¨ÉOÉÒ +Éè¹ÉÊvÉiÉ

+ÉÊnù Eäò °ü{É ¨Éå EÖòUô ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ EäòxpùÒªÉ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ ºÉÊ¨ÉÊiÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò WÉÊ®úB º´ÉäÎSUôiÉ ºÉÆMÉ`öxÉÉå ºÉä |ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ!
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April 24, 1969 Written Answers to Questions

DUTCH HELP FOR SETTLEMENT OF TIBETAN REFUGEES

*1319.  Shri Tulsidas Dasappa: Will the Minister of Labour and Rehabilitation be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government have received any offer from Holand to help setting up an agricultural project for the

settlement of Tibetan refugees in India;
(b) if so, the amount of help offered;
(c) the total amount of expenditure likely to be incurred on this project; and
(d) the total number of Tibetan refugees who will be benefited by this?
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The Minister of State in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Shri Bhagwat Jha
Azad):

(a) Government have received no offer from Holland to help in setting up an agricultural settlement for Tibetan
refugees in India. However, the Board of Trustees for the Common Project of the European Refugee with its
Headquarters at The Hague has offered financial assistance in some land settlement colonies which have been set
up by Government for Tibetan refugees in this country.

(b) The amount of financial assistance offered by the Board of Trustees mentioned above is Rs, 1,95,94,500/
(c) The Total cost of these projects is likely to be Rs 3,24,28,846/
(d) According to present indications, about 9600 Tibetan refugees will be resettled in these project areas.
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April 25, 1969 Written Answers to Questions

=SSÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +vªÉªÉxÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉxÉ, ´ÉÉ®úÉhÉÉºÉÒ EòÉä +xÉÖnùÉxÉ
7666. ¸ÉÒ EÖò¶ÉÉäEò ¤ÉÉEÖò±ÉÉ: CªÉÉ Ê¶ÉIÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ªÉÖ́ ÉEò ºÉä́ ÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) MÉiÉ nùÉä ´É¹ÉÉç ¨Éå |ÉÊiÉ´É¹ÉÇ EäòxpùÒªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä ´ÉÉ®úÉhÉÉºÉÒ Eäò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ +vªÉªÉxÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉxÉ EòÉä ÊEòiÉxÉÒ ®úÉÊ¶É +xÉÖnùÉxÉ Eäò °ü{É ¨Éå nùÒ,

(JÉ) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú <ºÉ¨Éå EÖòUô ´ÉÞÎrù Eò®úxÉä EòÉ ½èþ, +Éè®ú

(MÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä ÊEòiÉxÉÒ +Éè®ú <ºÉ¨Éå ÊEòºÉ ÊiÉÊlÉ ºÉä ´ÉÞÎrù EòÒ VÉÉBMÉÒ?

Ê¶ÉIÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ªÉÖ́ ÉEò ºÉä́ ÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ¦ÉHò nù¶ÉÇxÉ):

(Eò) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ =SSÉiÉ®ú +vªÉªÉxÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉxÉ, ´ÉÉ®úÉhÉÉºÉÒ EòÉä Ê{ÉUô±Éä nùÉä ´É¹ÉÉç ¨Éå ÊxÉ¨xÉÊ±ÉÊJÉiÉ +xÉÖnùÉxÉ ÊnùB MÉB lÉä:-

      1967 - 68 ---   55,000 °ü{ÉªÉä

      1968 - 69 --- 2,04,297 °ü{ÉªÉ ä

(JÉ) +Éè®ú (MÉ) ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉÊ®úiÉ ½èþ!
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April 25, 1969 Written Answers to Questions

EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS FOR TIBETAN REFUGEES.

7742.  Shri S.M. Krishna: Will the Minister of Education and Youth Services be please to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that the educational institutions for the benefit of Tibetan Refuges are run by government;
(b) whether the accounts of these institutions are audited by the Government auditiors; and
(c) the salary of the officer who looks after the Administration of these educational institutions and his educational

qualifications?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of education and Youth Services (Shri Bhakt Darshan):
(a) No, Sir. These institutions are run by an autonomous organization, called the Tibetan Schools Society, which has

been set up for this purpose and is wholly financed by the Government of India.
(b) Yes, Sir.

(c) The principal executive officer of the Society is its Secretary, who looks after the administration of the Society as
well as the educational institutions run by it. The post carries a scale of pay of Rs 1100-50-1300-60-1600-100-
1800. No educational qualifications have been laid down in the memorandum of Association or Rules and Regulations
of the Society. The post has so far been held on deputation by officers of the Ministry of Education of or above the
rank of an Assistant Educational Advisor to the Government of India.
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13 August 1969 Written Answers to Questions

RAISING OF SUPPRESSION OF HUMAN RIGHTS
IN TIBET ISSUE IN U.N.O

3351. Shri Jai Singh:
Shri Yajna Datt Sharma:
Shri Mahant Digvijai Nath:
Shri Hardayal Devgun: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to refer to his statement on

the Demands for Grants pertaining to his Ministry on the 8th April, 1969 and state:

(a) whether Government have since considered the question of taking the question of suppression of human rights
in Tibet to the United nations; and

(c) if so, with what results?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) and (b) The matter is under consideration.
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20 August 1969 Oral Answers to Questions

ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ = ö̀ÉxÉÉ

*636 ¸ÉÒ |ÉEòÉ¶É´ÉÒ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ:

¸ÉÒ Ê¶É´ÉEÖò¨ÉÉ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ:

¸ÉÒ ´ÉähÉÒ ¶ÉÆEò®ú ¶É¨ÉÉÇ: CªÉÉ ´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ̈ ÉÉ¨É±Éä EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ̈ Éå =`öÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ̈ Éå EÖòUô ºÉ¨ÉªÉ {ÉÚ́ ÉÇ |ÉÉ{iÉ ½ÖþB |ÉºiÉÉ´ÉÉå {É®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÒSÉ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú Ê±ÉªÉÉ

½èþ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå CªÉÉ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(MÉ) CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉSÉ ½èþ ÊEò <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ÊxÉhªÉÇ xÉ Ê±ÉªÉä VÉÉxÉä Eäò EòÉ®úhÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒªÉÉå EòÒ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ, ºÉ¦ªÉiÉÉ +Éè®ú vÉ¨ÉÇ {É®ú Ê´É{É®úÒiÉ |É¦ÉÉ´É {É<+ú ®ú½þÉ ½èþ?

´ÉènäùÊ¶ÉEò EòÉªÉÇ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ):

(Eò) +Éè®ú (JÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå ̈ ÉÉxÉ´ÉÉÊvÉEòÉ®ú Eäò nù̈ ÉxÉ Eäò |É¶xÉ EòÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÉä ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ̈ É½þÉºÉ¦ÉÉ Eäò +MÉ±Éä +ÊvÉ´Éä¶ÉxÉ ̈ Éå =`öÉxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þB ªÉÉ xÉ½þÓ,<ºÉ

¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ!

(MÉ) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå EòÒ ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ, ºÉ¦ªÉiÉÉ +Éè®ú vÉ¨ÉÇ EòÒ ®úIÉÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÉ nùÊªÉi´É ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ±ÉÉäMÉÉå +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ ±ÉÉäMÉ MÉhÉ®úÉVªÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú

{É®ú ½èþ! ½þ̈ Éå ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉEò®ú ¤Éb÷É nÖùJÉ ½Öþ+É ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ±ÉÉäMÉÉå Eäò +ÊvÉEòÉ®úÉå EòÉ ½þxÉxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ Éå =xÉºÉä ºÉ½þÉxÉÖ¦ÉÚÊiÉ ½èþ

¸ÉÒ |ÉEò¶É´ÉÒ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ: ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ ¨Éè ªÉ½þ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉiªÉ ½èþ VÉèºÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ xÉä +¦ÉÒ Eò½þÉ ÊEò ´É½þÉÆ +iªÉÉSÉÉ®ú Eò¹`öÉ EòÉä {É½ÚÆþSÉ

MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ¶ÉÉªÉnù <ºÉÒ EòÉ {ÉÊ®úhÉÉ¨É ªÉ½þ ½èþ ÊEò ¸ÉÒ {ÉSUäôxÉ ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ÊVÉxÉEäò Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ÊEòºÉÒ |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÒ EòÉä<Ç VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ, CªÉÉ =xÉEòÒ ¨ÉÞiªÉÖ Eò®ú nùÒ

MÉ<Ç ½èþ +lÉ´ÉÉ =xÉEòÉä ÊEòºÉÒ BàºÉÒ VÉMÉ½þ {É®ú ±Éä VÉÉEò®ú ®úJÉ ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ VÉ½þÉÆ ºÉä =xÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ̈ Éå ÊEòºÉÒ EòÉä EòÉä<Ç VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ xÉ ½þÉä ºÉEäò? +Éè®ú nÚùºÉ®úÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ

... ...VÉèºÉÉ +¦ÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ Eäò +MÉ±Éä +ÊvÉ´Éä¶ÉxÉ ¨Éå <ºÉ |É¶xÉ {É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú +¦ÉÒ Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ iÉÉä <iÉxÉÒ `öÉäEò®åú JÉÉxÉä

Eäò ¤ÉÉnù Eò¤É iÉEò ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ ½þÉäxÉä EòÒ ºÉÆ¦ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ: +vªÉIÉ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ, {ÉSUäôxÉ ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ̈ Éå EòÉä<Ç ÊxÉÎ¶SÉiÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú {ÉÉºÉ xÉ½þÒ ½èþ! ªÉ½þ ½þ̈ ÉxÉä +´É¶ªÉ ºÉÖxÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ́ É½þ SÉÒxÉ ̈ Éå VÉ½þÉÆ

{É®ú xÉWÉ®ú¤ÉÆnù lÉä ´É½þÉÆ ºÉä ´É½þ ¤ÉÉ½þ®ú Eò½þÓ ÊxÉEò±É MÉB ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ ´É½þ Eò½þÉÆ MÉB ½èþ <ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä EòÉä<Ç VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ |ÉEòÉ¶É´ÉÒ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ:+vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ ¨Éä®úÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É iÉÉä Ê¤É±EÖò±É º{É¹]õ lÉÉ ÊEò VÉÉä <x½þÉäxÉä Eò½þÉ lÉÉ ÊEò +MÉ±Éä +ÊvÉ´Éä¶ÉxÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò ºÉ´ÉÉ±É EòÉä

ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ̈ Éå =`öÉxÉä Eäò ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ̈ Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ iÉÉä CªÉÉ ÊnùCEòiÉ ½èþ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò ®úÉºiÉä ̈ Éå +¦ÉÒ ¦ÉÒ BàºÉÒ ½èþ ÊEò VÉÉä ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú
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Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú ½þÒ Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÉÊvÉEòÉ®ú Eäò |É¶xÉ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ´É½þÉÆ xÉ½þÓ =`öÉ ºÉEòiÉÒ!

¸ÉÒ ÊnùxÉä¶É ËºÉ½þ: ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ VÉÉxÉiÉä ½èþ ÊEò Eò<Ç ºÉÉ±É ºÉä ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ºÉÆªÉÖHò ®úÉ¹]Åõ ºÉÆPÉ ¨Éå =`öÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ +Éè®ú VÉ¤É iÉEò ÊEò EòÉ¡òÒ näù¶É =ºÉEäò Ê±ÉB

iÉèªÉÉ®ú xÉ ½þÉä ÊEò ªÉ½þ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ =`öÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä +Éè®ú <ºÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ¤É½þºÉ ½þÉä iÉ¤É iÉEò JÉÉ±ÉÒ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú..................(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)............
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19 November 1969 Written Answers to Questions

RAISING OF TIBET ISSUE IN U.N.O.

450. Shri N. K. Somani:
Shri V. Narasimha Rao:
Shri Nihal Singh:
Shri Bal Raj Madhok:
Shri Ram Swarup Vidyarthi:
Shri K. P. Singh Deo:
Shri Raghuvir Singh Shastri:
Shri Yashwant Singh Kushwah:
Shri S. K. Tapuriah:
Shri P. C. Adichan:
Shri N. Shivappa:
Shri N. R. Deoghare:
Shri Prem Chand Verma:
Shri Jai Singh:
Shri Yamuna Prasad Mandal:
Shri Yajna Datt Sharma:
Shri Hardayal Devgun:
Dr. Sushila Nayar: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether some 200 members of Parliament have written to Government to re-think our Government Policy on
Tibet issue:

(b) whether Government are considering to raise the question in U.N.O Human Rights Commission;
(c) whether Dalai Lama has also associated himself with this demand; and
(d) if so, the details thereof and Government’s reaction thereto?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) To (d). The matter is still under consideration.
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19 November 1969 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE PROTEST ON P.M’S MEETING WITH DALAI LAMA

471. Shri J. Ahmed:
Shri Sitaram Kesri:
Shri S. Kundu:
Shri S. M. Krishna:
Shri J. K. Choudhary: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that the Chinese Charge d’ Affairs in New Delhi has strongly protested to Government over
the recent meeting of Dalai Lama with Prime Minister; and

(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) On the 16th October, 1969 the Chinese Charge d’ Affairs verbally “protested” to the Ministry of External Affairs
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against the meeting of His Holiness the Dalai Lama with the Foreign Minister of India (not Prime Minister).
(b) The reply of the Government of India was that appropriate courtesies due to His Holiness the Dalai Lama,

including calls on leaders were, as usual extended to him. The Chinese Charge d’ Affairs “protests” were categorically
rejected.
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19 November 1969 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE ACTIVITIES IN TIBET

561. Shri S. Kundu:
Shri S. M. Krishna:
Shri Mohan Swarup:
Shri S. C. Samanta: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government is aware of the Chinese activities in Tibet and establishment of atomic energy head-quarters
in Lop Nor in Sinkiang;

(b) if so, the details thereof; and
(c) the steps taken to strengthen the Indian Border security arrangements to counter Chinese activities?

The Minister of Defence and Steel and Heavy Engineering (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) to (c). As stated in reply to Unstarred Question No. 2491 on 6th August, 1969, Government are aware of Chinese

military activities across the border, including those in various military installations in Sinkiang. Government are
aware that at Lop Nor, the Chinese have been testing missiles, nuclear and thermonuclear weapons. In Tibet, the
Chinese have been constructing a number of bunkers, barracks, storage space for ammunition and in general
improving the roads linking various military stations. These activities have been taken note of in making our
defence arrangements.
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27 November 1969 Written Answers to Questions

INFLUX OF TIBETANS IN WEST BENGAL

*248. Shri Beni Shankar Sharma:
Shri C. K. Bhattacharya:
Shri Rabi Ray: Will the Minister of Labour and Rehabilitation be pleased to state:

(a) whether the West Bengal Government is facing influx of Tibetan refugees;
(b) whether the West Bengal Government have been advised by the Centre to provide food and shelter to the

Tibetan refugees who might enter the State in the wake of reports of Panchen Lama’s disappearance from
detention in Eastern Tibet;

(c) whether the check-posts in the border areas of Bhutan are also understood to have been informed about the
possible influx of Tibetan refugees;

(d) if so the number of Tibetan refugees that have arrived so far; and
(e) the arrangements made for their stay etc?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Shri Bhagwat Jha
Azad):
(a) and (b) No, Sir.
(c) No, Sir. Our border checkposts on Bhutan have standing instructions to prevent influx of foreigners.
(d) and (e) Since 1st January, 1969, the Bhutan Government have handed over 33 Tibetans to our checkpost at Jaigaon

(West Bengal). These Tibetans are being screened. Necessary arrangements for their stay and food have been
made.
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25 February 1970 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE NUCLEAR INSTALLATION IN TIBET

595. Shri Samar Guha: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that China has developed a part of her nuclear installations in Tibet;
(b) whether she is making elaborate preparation for using nuclear weapons for offensive purposes from the bases

built-up in Tibet region; and
(c) if so, the likely impact on defence complex of India in the Himalayan region?

The Minister of Defence and Steel and Heavy Engineering (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) to (c). We have no information that China has developed any nuclear installation in Tibet though it is known that

China is engaged on the development of inter-continental ballastic missiles. Government’s assessment of the
Chinese nuclear strength as well as policy regarding nuclear weapons has been conveyed to the house on a
number of occasions. Our plans to meet the threat are kept under constant review.
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11 March 1970 Written Answers to Questions

CLASHES BETWEEN TIBETAN AND CHINESE IN LHASA

2467. Shri J. Mohamed Imam:
Shri C. C. Desai:
Shri Piloo Mody:
Shri D. N. Deb: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether attention of the Government has been invited to a report in ‘Times of India’ of January 18, 1970 regarding
the serious clashes between the Tibetan and Chinese authorities in Lhasa and other parts of Tibet;

(b) if so, whether Government of India have received any report in this regard; and
(c) what action, if any, taken to help the Tibetans?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) and (b). Government have seen the news report but have no authentic information in the matter.
(c) As is known,  Government have indicated that they would be glad to support any move in U.N for the conservation

of human rights of the Tibetan people.
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18 March 1970 Written Answers to Questions

INDO-NEPAL TALKS ON TIBET

3457. Shri G. Y. Krishnan: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether there has been any talk between the officials of India and Nepal regarding Tibet in New Delhi on the 4th

September, 1969; and
(b) if so, the details thereof?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh:
(a) No, Sir.
(b) Does not arise.
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23 November 1970 Written Answers to Questions

RAISING ISSUE OF TIBET IN U.N.O.

1825. Shrimati Sucheta Kripalani: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that recently quiet a large number of M.P’s have represented to Government to raise the

question of Tibet in the U.N.O
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(b) if so, the broad details of the memorandum; and
(c) the efforts made by Government and the success achieved in this regard?

Shri Surendra Pal Singh:
(a) No, Sir.
(b) and (c). Do not rise.
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16 March 1972 Written Answers to Questions

STATEMENT OF DALAI LAMA REGARDING PLEBISCITE IN TIBET

414. Shri P. K. Deo: Will the Minister of External Affairs to be pleased to state:
(a) whether Dalai Lama recently issued a statement preferring plebiscite in Tibet to ascertain the wishes of the

Tibetan people; and
(b) if so, the reaction of Government of India in this regard?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) Government have seen press reports regarding Dalai Lama’s press interview, wherein reference to plebiscite in

Tibet was made.
(b) The Policy of the Government of India is quite clear. India has all along regarded Tibet as a part of China.
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4 May 1972 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ÊxÉvÉÉÇ®úiÉ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ¦ÉÚÊ¨É

4983. ¸ÉÒ EÖò¶ÉÉäEò ¤ÉEÖò±ÉÉ: CªÉÉ ¸É¨É +Éè®ú {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ±Éä½þ ¨Éå ¶Éä½þÉ xÉÉ¨ÉEò ºlÉÉxÉ {É®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä +É®ú¨¦É ¨Éå VÉÉä 1300 BEòb÷ ¦ÉÚÊ¨É ÊxÉvÉÉÇÊ®úiÉ EòÒ MÉ<Ç lÉÒ =ºÉ¨Éå

+¤É 200 BEòb÷ ¦ÉÚÊ¨É Eò¨É Eò®ú nùÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ;+Éè®ú

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <ºÉEäò CªÉÉ EòÉ®úhÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä +Éè®ú +ÊvÉEò ¦ÉÚÊ¨É ={É±É¤vÉ Eò®úÉxÉä Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú

Eò®ú ®ú½þÒ ½èþ?

¸É¨É +Éè®ú {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ +É®ú.Eäò.JÉÊb÷±ÉEò®ú)

(Eò) +Éè®ú (JÉ) VÉ¨¨ÉÚ +Éè®ú Eò¶¨ÉÒc÷ ®úÉVªÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú +Ê¤ÉSÉäxÉ¨ÉÉälÉÉÆMÉ xÉ½þ®ú Eäò ÊºÉSÉxÉ-IÉäjÉ Eäò +vÉÒxÉ +ÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ºÉ¨{ÉÚhÉÇ 1200 BCb÷ ¦ÉÚÊ¨É EòÉä ±Éä½þ

Eäò ÊxÉEò]õ Ê¶É´É®ú ̈ Éå ®ú½þ ®ú½äþ 305 ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉÉ®úÉå Eäò {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB näùxÉä EòÉä ºÉ½þ̈ ÉiÉ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç ½èþ! ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò xÉ½þ®ú Eäò ÊºÉSÉxÉ

IÉäjÉ EòÒ Ê´ÉºiÉÞiÉ {Éè̈ ÉÉ<¶É EòÉ EòÉ¨É ¶ÉÖ°ü Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå Eäò {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB ={É±É¤vÉ ½þÉäxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ ¦ÉÚÊ¨É EòÉ {ÉiÉÉ =ºÉ

ºÉ¨ÉªÉ SÉ±ÉäMÉÉ VÉ¤É {Éè̈ ÉÉ<¶É EòÉ EòÉ¨É {ÉÚ®úÉ ½Éä VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ!

�����������

18 May 1972 Written Answers to Questions

PROJECTS RUN BY TIBETAN INDUSTRIAL REHABILITATION SOCIETY, HIMACHAL PRADESH

6590. Prof. Narain Chand Parashar: Will the Minister of Labour and Rehabilitation be pleased to state:
(a) the number and names of projects run by the Tibetan Industrial Rehabilitation Society in Himachal Pradesh; and
(b) whether any financial aid given by the Central Government to these projects?

The Minister of Labour and Rehabilitation (Shri R. K. Khadilkar):
(a) The Tibetan Rehabilitation Society set up the following seven projects in Himachal Pradesh:

(i) Chauntra Tea Estate at Bir and Chauntra;
(ii) Hydrated Lime Industry at Sataun;
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(iii) Taopan Gapa Minerals Industry at Kumarao;
(iv) Tibetan Craft Community Tashjong, at Paprola;
(v) Sakya Land Settlement at Puruwala;
(vi) Bir Tibetan Woollen Mill at Bir; and
(vii) Tibetan Poly Fibre Industry at Paonta. The last two have since been closed.

(b) The Central Government have not given any grant or financial assistance for these projects, except against certain
aid received from the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees. In 1970, the United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees gave an aid of Rs. 2,30,000/- to the Tibetan Industrial Rehabilitation Society through
the Government of India for providing working capital to all the mentioned projects except the Tibetan Craft
Community Tashijong, Paprola. The Tibetan Industrial Rehabilitation Society has also received other aid direct
from the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees and foreign and international voluntary agencies. The
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees has given an aid of Rs. 1,45,580/- recently for converting part of
the Chauntra Tea Estate into an agricultural settlement. The details of the scheme and the procedure for passing
on the aid to the Society are being worked out.

�����������

18 May 1972 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN PILGRIMS TO TIBET

6606. Shri S. N. Misra: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether there have been any pilgrims from India to Tibet in the last 2 years;
(b) if so, whether they experienced any difficulties; and
(c) if so, the nature thereof?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) No, Sir.
(b) and (c). Do not arise.

�����������

16 November 1972 Oral Answers to Questions

CHINESE ALLEGATION REGARDING FORMING TIBETAN GOVERNMENT IN EXILE IN INDIA

Shri Rajdeo Singh:
Shri V. Mayavan: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether China has charged India in a United Nations Committee with forming a Tibetan Government in exile on
Indian soil; and

(b) if so, the action taken for the charges?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Swaran Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) The Chinese allegation is baseless and needs no new refutation. There is no question of India forming any Tibetan

Government on Indian soil. In fact, as is well known, India regards Tibet as a part of China.

Shri Rajdoe Singh: In the statement he has stated that India has always regarded ‘Tibet as a part of China’. I want to
know whether by introducing the word ‘always’ Government has not shifted its stand on Tibet.

Shri Swaran Singh: That is not correct; in fact, I would like to correct it if it is not corrected. In fact, as is well known,
India regards Tibet as a part of China.

Shri Rajdeo Singh: As a rebuff, why has not our representative at the UNO pointed out the interference of China in
our internal affair by helping underground Nagas and Mizo rebels?

Shri Swaran Singh: It is not necessary to involve the UN in this. It is true that at one time some of the unlawful
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elements amongst the Nagas did go to China, got some training and brought some arms also. The situation in Nagaland
now is well stabilised. The State Government is fully in control of the situation.

Shri Prabodh Chandra: May I know whether the present change that India has always regarded Tibet as part of China
is not different from the stand that the Government of India took at the time of occupation of Tibet by China because
then emphasis was laid on the suzerainty and not sovereignty of China over Tibet? Is this not a departure from the
previous stand held by the Government of India?

Shri Swaran Singh: There is no change. We have always regarded Tibet as part of China.

Shri Piloo Mody: That is not true.

Shri Swaran Singh: The point as to what should be the relationship of Tibet with the Government of China certainly
is not inconsistent with Tibet being part of China. The question of autonomy or the quantum of autonomy, more
autonomy or less autonomy, is a matter which is within the sovereign right of the Central Government of China.

It is an internal matter of state relationship or regional relationship of any part with the Central Government of
China. I would request the hon. Members not unnecessarily to hammer this point when even in the rest of the world no
one else accepts that position.

�����������

23 November 1972 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES IN INDIA

Shri Ishaque Sambhali: Will the Minister of Labour and Rehabilitation be pleased to state:
(a) the number of Tibetan Refugees living in India and the places where they are all put up;
(b) the arrangements Government have made for them; and
(c) the amount Government are spending on them annually?

The Minister of Labour and Rehabilitation (Shri R. K. Khadilkar):
(a) There are about 58,000 Tibetan refugees living in India. They are mainly in the districts of Lohit and Kameng

(Arunachal Pradesh), Kangra, Chamba, Kullu, Mandi and Sirmur (Himachal Pradesh), Ladakh (Jammu and Kashmir),
Surguja (Madhya Pradesh), Bhandara (Maharashtra), Mysore and North Kanara (Mysore), Ganjam (Orissa), Dehra
Dun (Uttar Pradesh) and Darjeeling (West Bengal).

(b) Land settlements have been set up in Arunachal Pradesh, Jammu and Kashmir, Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh,
Mysore and Orissa, for the resettlement of Tibetan refugees in agriculture. Facilities for educational and vocational
training and assistance for development of Tibetan handicraft centres and small scale industries have been provided.
Two Relief camps are still being maintained in Himachal Pradesh for Tibetan Refugees. A home for old and infirm
Tibetan refugees has also been set up in Mysore State. Apart from the medical facilities provided in the Settlement,
special arrangements for the treatment of the TB cases have also been made. Some Tibetan refuges have settled
themselves on their own.

(c) Based on the expenditure incurred by Government on relief and rehabilitation of Tibetan refugees in India during
the last 3 years, the average annual expenditure is about Rs. 115 lakhs.

�����������

23 November 1972 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE ALLEGATION AGAINST INDIA FOR INSTIGATING TROUBLE IN TIBET IN 1959

Shri M. M. Joseph: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether China had recently blamed India for instigating the 1959 trouble in Tibet resulting in the exodus of

Tibetans to India; and
(b) if so, the reaction of the Government thereto?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
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(b) The Chinese allegations are totally baseless. Tibetan refugees were given shelter in India on humanitarian grounds
only. India had nothing to do with what happened inside Tibet in 1959.

�����������

30 November 1972 Written Answers to Questions

REPORTED STATEMENT BY DALAI LAMA ABOUT CHINESE ROLE IN TIBET

Shri H. M. Patel: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether the attention of Government has been drawn to an interview given by Dalai Lama to the News Week

Correspondent (published in the Indian Express, New Delhi dated the 20th September, 1972) that he was prepared
to accept the Chinese rule in Tibet, if this was the wish of the people;

(b) whether Government have studied the implications of Dalai Lama’s statement; and
(c) the reaction of Government thereto?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) and (c). The Dalai Lama and other Tibetans were given refuge in India on humanitarian ground and their attitude

on political issues is their own concern. The Indian Government regards Tibet as a part of China.

�����������

21 December 1972 Written Answers to Questions

DROPPING OF TERMS ‘CHINESE REFUGEES’ AND ‘TIBETAN  REFUGEES’
FROM U.N. ANNUAL REPORT

Shri P. Gangadeb:
Shri P. M. Mehta: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether the terms “Chinese refugees” and “Tibetan refugees” have been dropped from the Annual U.N. Refugee
Report;

(b) whether China is still not satisfied and wants U.N. to drop relief to such people; and
(c) if so, whether India has objected to Chinese proposal of dropping the relief to the Tibetan refugees and whether

this will adversely affect the Tibetan refugees in India?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) and (b). During the 53rd Session of the United Nations Economic and Social Council and subsequently at the 23rd

session of the Executive Committee of the United Nations High Commission for Refugees and at the 27th session
of the United Nations General Assembly, the Chinese representative demanded, in similar statements, that the
office of the UNCHR should “immediately and completely stop all the illegal activities on the question of so-called
‘Tibetan Refugees’ and ‘Chinese Refugees’ and abolish the organs for these illegal activities, and delete all the
related parts from the report.”

The report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees to the 27th session of the U.N General Assembly
does not contain the terms “Chinese Refugee” or “Tibetan Refugees”. Instead the term ‘refugees’ is used in the relevant
portion.

(c) India has continued to extend full support to the UNCHR program of assistance to the Tibetan refugees in India.
The UNCHR has not indicated any intention to discontinue or reduce these activities.

�����������
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August 9, 1973 Written Answers to Questions

nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ±ÉÉè]õxÉÉ

2727. ¸ÉÒ SÉxnÚù±ÉÉ±É SÉxpùÉEò®ú:

       ¸ÉÒ Ê¶É´É EÖò¨ÉÉ®ú ¶ÉÉºjÉÒ: CªÉÉ Ê´Énäù¶É-¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ iÉlÉÉ =xÉEäò ºÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå xÉä º´Énäù¶É ±ÉÉè]õxÉä EòÉ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(JÉ) <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä CªÉÉ VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ Ê¨É±ÉÒ ½èþ?

Ê´Énäù¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ ºÉÖ®äúxpù {ÉÉ±É ËºÉ½þ):

(Eò) +Éè®ú (JÉ): ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò {ÉÉºÉ <ºÉ +É¶ÉªÉ EòÒ EòÉä<Ç ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

�����������

August 23, 1973 Written Answers to Questions

SÉÒxÉ uùÉ®úÉ xÉä{ÉÉ±É-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú ºÉb÷Eò ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ

4071.¸ÉÒ ÊSÉ®ÆúVÉÒ´É ZÉÉ: CªÉÉ ®úIÉÉ ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ 26 VÉÖ±ÉÉ<Ç, 1973 Eäò SÉÒxÉ uùÉ®úÉ xÉä{ÉÉ±É-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ {É®ú ºÉb÷Eò ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ̈ Éå iÉÉ®úÉÆÊEòiÉ |É¶xÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ

77 Eäò =kÉ®ú Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ 24 ¨É<Ç, 1973 Eäò 'Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ' ¨Éå |ÉEòÉÊ¶ÉiÉ 'SÉÒxÉ xÉä{ÉÉ±É-ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ºÉb÷Eò ¤ÉxÉÉBMÉÉ' ¶Éä¹ÉÇEò Eäò

ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú EòÒ +Éè®ú Ênù±ÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä <ºÉ {É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä CªÉÉ |ÉÊiÉÊGòªÉÉ ½èþ?

®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ: (¸ÉÒ VÉMÉVÉÒ´ÉxÉ ®úÉ¨É):

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ, ¸ÉÒ¨ÉÉxÉ!

(JÉ) xÉä{ÉÉ±É ¨Éå {ÉÉäJÉ®úÉ iÉlÉÉ VÉÖ̈ É±ÉÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ SÉÒxÉ uùÉ®úÉ BEò ºÉb÷Eò Eäò |ÉºiÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ ÊxÉ¨ÉÉÇhÉ Eäò ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò {ÉÉºÉ EòÉä<Ç ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ®úIÉÉ ={ÉÉªÉÉå EòÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉiÉä ºÉ¨ÉªÉ BàºÉÒ ºÉ¦ÉÒ MÉÊiÉÊ´ÉÊvÉªÉÉå EòÉä vªÉÉxÉ ¨Éå ®úJÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊVÉxÉEòÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÒ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ {É®ú |É¦ÉÉ´É {Éb÷iÉÉ ½èþ!

�����������

December 6, 1973 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE REACTION ON VISIT TO EUROPEAN COUNTRIES
BY DALAI LAMA

3739. Shri Rajdeo Singh:
Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether China lodged a strong protest with Government of India before Dalai Lama left on a tour of European

countries; and
(b) whether anti-Indian propaganda and noisy broadcasts are the special features of Chinese displeasure since then?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) China expressed “profound regret” about Dalai Lama’s visit to Europe before he left on his tour but did not

describe it as a protest.
(b) Yes, Sir; news items and comments critical of India have increased in the past few weeks.
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April 10, 1974 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉÆ EòÉ±ÉäVÉ EòÉ ¤ÉÉäbÇ÷

7164. ¸ÉÒ ¦ÉÉMÉÒ®úªÉ ¦ÉǼ É®ú: CªÉÉ º´ÉÉºlÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÊ®ú́ ÉÉ®ú ÊxÉªÉÉäVÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ 22 ¨ÉÉSÉÇ Eäò ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú {ÉjÉ ''Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ'' ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉÆ EòÉ±ÉäVÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉäbÇ÷ EòÒ vÉÉÆvÉ±ÉÒ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå |ÉEòÉÊ¶ÉiÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú

EòÒ +Éè®ú Ênù±ÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú Eäò {ÉÉºÉ ¦ÉÒ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç Ê¶ÉEòÉªÉiÉ +É<Ç ½èþ;

(MÉ) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä <xÉ Ê¶ÉEòÉªÉiÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå EòÉä<Ç VÉÉÆSÉ Eò®úÉ<Ç ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(PÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä =ºÉ EòÉ CªÉÉ {ÉÊ®úhÉÉ¨É ÊxÉEò±ÉÉ ½èþ iÉlÉÉ <ºÉ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¨Éå CªÉÉ EòÉªÉḈ ÉÉ½þÒ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ?

º´ÉÉºlÉ +Éè®ú {ÉÊ®ú́ ÉÉ®ú ÊxÉªÉÉäVÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ={É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ EòÉåb÷ÉVÉÒ ¤ÉÉºÉ{{ÉÒ):

(Eò) ÊiÉ¤¤ÉÊiÉªÉÉÆ EòÉ±ÉäVÉ EòÒ +É¨É ÎºlÉÊiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉ¨{ÉÉnùEò, Ê½þxnÖùºiÉÉxÉ (Ê½þxnùÒ) Eäò xÉÉ¨É ¦ÉäVÉÉ MÉªÉÉ <ºÉ EòÉ±ÉäVÉ Eäò ¸ÉÒ ºÉiªÉ |ÉEòÉ¶É EòÉ BEò

{ÉjÉ 22 ¨ÉÉSÉÇ 1974 EòÉä =Hò ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú {ÉjÉ ¨Éå |ÉEòÉÊ¶ÉiÉ ½Öþ+É lÉÉ!

(JÉ) <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå Ênù±±ÉÒ |É¶ÉÉºÉxÉ +lÉ´ÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä EòÉä<Ç Ê´É¶Éä¹É Ê¶ÉEòÉªÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ Ê¨É±ÉÒ ½èþ!

(MÉ) +Éè®ú (PÉ) ªÉä |É¶xÉ xÉ½þÓ =`öiÉä!
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April 11, 1974 Written Answers to Questions

BRITISH PRESS REPORT OF ALLEGED SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES
BY INDIAN AGENTS IN TIBET

6455. Shri N.K. Sanghi: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government’s attention has been drawn to a news story published by Daily Telegraph to the effect that

Indian agents are being sent to Tibet to encourage subversive activities there; and
(b) if so, the facts of the matter?

The Minister of State in The Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Surendra Pal Singh):
(a) Yes, sir.
(b) The allegation is totally baseless.

�����������

April 18, 1974 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE BUILD UP IN TIBET AND BURMESE TERRITORIES

7161. Shri Samar Gupta: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state:
(a) whether China has made fresh build up of its Armed forces in Tibet and along or inside the Burmese territory,

adjoining the Indian North Eastern frontier;
(b) if so, the facts thereabout; and
(c) the objective of such army mobilization in strategic areas by China?

The Minister of Defence (Shri Jagjivan Ram):
(a) to (c). There are no indications of any fresh build-up by the Chinese of its armed forces in Tibet or along and inside

Burmese territory adjoining our North East Frontier. China continues to deploy, however, more than 1,00,000
troops in Tibet. Government keeps a continuous watch over the developments across the border.

�����������
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May 8, 1975 Written Answers to Questions

DEMAND FOR SELF-DETERMINATION FOR PEOPLE OF TIBET

*951. Shri Kushak Bakula:
Shri Jambuwant Dhote: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether there is a growing public opinion in the country urging upon Government to voice demand for right of
self-determination for the oppressed people of Tibet; and

(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Deputy Minister in The Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Bipinpal Das):
(a) The Government of India is not aware of any growing public opinion of the nature mentioned.
(b) The question does not arise.
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May 5, 1976 Written Answers to Questions

INDIAN CITIZENSHIP TO TIBETANS

3320. Shri B. V. Naik: Will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Tibetan children born in India will automatically be treated as India citizens under the Constitution;
(b) whether those Tibetans who have been residing for more than five years in India will acquire citizenship rights;
(c) whether any requests in this behalf have been received; and
(d) if so, the reaction of Government thereon?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of Home Affairs (Shri F. H. Mohsin):
(a) Every person born in India on or after the 26th January 1950, becomes a citizen of India by birth under sub-section

(1) of section 3 of the Citizenship Act, 1955, subject to the exceptions under sub-section (2) thereof.
(b) Tibetans who came to India and have been residing in India for more than five years will acquire citizenship rights

only if they are granted certificates of naturalization by the Central Government under section 6 of the Citizenship
Act, 1955.

(c) and (d) A few applications have been received by the Government from Tibetans for grant of Indian citizenship by
naturalization and these will dealt with as per rules and regulations on the subject.
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August 30, 1976 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå SÉÒxÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉxÉ EòÒ iÉèxÉÉiÉ Eò®úxÉÉ

3060. ¸ÉÒ EÞò¹hÉ EÖò¨ÉÉ®ú MÉÉäªÉ±É:

¸ÉÒ ÊSÉxiÉÉ¨ÉhÉÒ VÉèxÉÉ:

¸ÉÒ Eäò. ¨É±ÉzÉÉ:

¸ÉÒ BxÉ.<Ç.½þÉä®úÉä:

¸ÉÒ VÉÒ.´ÉÉ<Ç.EÞò¹hÉxÉ:

¸ÉÒ +VÉÖÇxÉ ºÉä̀ öÒ: CªÉÉ ®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ <ºÉ |ÉäºÉ Ê®ú{ÉÉä]Çõ EòÒ +Éè®ú Ênù±ÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå {ÉÉÆSÉ ±ÉÉJÉ SÉÒxÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉxÉ iÉèxÉÉiÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ́ É½þÉÆ ¤Éb÷Ò ºÉÆJªÉÉ ̈ Éå ½þ́ ÉÉ<Ç

{ÉÎ]Âõ]õªÉÉÆ iÉlÉÉ ®úb÷É®ú Eäòxpù ºlÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÊEòªÉä VÉÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ; +Éè®ú ́ É½þÉÆ BEò Ê¨ÉºÉÉ<±É +bÂ÷bä÷ EòÉ ¦ÉÒ Ê´ÉEòÉºÉ ÊEòªÉÉ VÉÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉEäò {ÉÚ®äú ½þÉäxÉä {É®ú BÊ¶ÉªÉÉ

Eäò Eò<Ç näù¶É, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉÊ½þiÉ, SÉÒxÉÒ Ê¨ÉºÉÉ<±ÉÉå Eäò +ÉGò¨ÉhÉ IÉäjÉ ¨Éå +É VÉÉªÉåMÉä; +Éè®ú

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ iÉÉä <xÉ |ÉäºÉ Ê®ú{ÉÉä]õÉæ {É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ CªÉÉ |ÉÊiÉÊGòªÉÉ ½èþ?
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®úIÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ +É®ú. ´ÉåEò]õ®úÉ¨ÉxÉ):

(Eò) VÉÒ ½þÉÆ!

(JÉ) <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ̈ Éå BàºÉÒ EòÉä<Ç Ê´É·ÉÉºÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ ÊVÉºÉºÉä {ÉiÉÉ SÉ±É ºÉEäò ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ̈ Éå SÉÒxÉÒ {ÉIÉÉä{ÉÉºjÉ ªÉÉ ½þ́ ÉÉ<Ç IÉ¨ÉiÉÉ+Éå ̈ Éå ½þÉ±É ̈ Éå EòÉä<Ç ́ ÉÞÎvnù

EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ ªÉÉ <ºÉ IÉäjÉ ¨Éå +ÊiÉÊ®úHò ºÉäxÉÉBÆ iÉèxÉÉiÉ EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ ÊVÉxÉºÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ ºÉÖ®úIÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉB EòÉä<Ç xÉªÉÉ JÉiÉ®úÉ {ÉènùÉ ½þÉä ºÉEòiÉÉ ½èþ!
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August 30, 1976 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN RESEARCH INSITUTE

1973. Prof. Narain Chand Parashar: Will the Minister of Education, Social Welfare and Culture be
pleased to state:
(a) the names of the Tibetan research institutes, schools and libraries for which the Government give financial assistance;

and
(b) whether any assistance is also given for publication of manuscripts translation work at these institutions?

The Deputy Minister in the Ministry of Education and Social Welfare and in The Department of
Culture (Shri Arvind Netam):
(a) The information is given in the statement laid on the Table of the House. [Placed in Library. See No. LT-11302/76].
(b) No, Sir.

�����������

June 23, 1977 Written Answers to Questions

RETURN OF DALAI LAMA TO TIBET

1538. Shri C. K. Chandrappan: will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether the attention of Government has been drawn to a Chinese Government statement recently on the

question of return and rehabilitation of Dalai Lama; and
(b) if so, the reaction of the Government thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee):
(a) Attention of the Government has been drawn to the statement which appeared in the NCNA on 1st May 1977,

reportedly made by a Vice-Chairman of the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress on the subject
to a visiting Japanese delegation.

(b) It is for His Holiness the Dalai Lama to decide on the response.

�����������

July 27, 1977 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE ARMED FORCES IN TIBET

4964. Shri G. Y. Krishnan: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state whether there has been any increase
in the overall strength of the Chinese armed forces in Tibet particularly in the Indian border area?

The Minister of Defence (Shri Jagjivan Ram): There are no indications of any increase in the overall strength of
the Chinese armed forces in Tibet including areas along the Indo-Tibetan border.

�����������
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August 1, 1977 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEES

5597. Shri P. Rajagopal Naidu: will the Minister of Works and Housing and Supply and Rehabilitation be
pleased to state:
(a) whether there are Tibetans refugees, in our country:
(b) their number; and
(c) whether they were rehabilitated?

The Minister of Works and Housing and Supply and Rehabilitation (Shri Sikandar Bakht):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) About 56,000.  About 49,000 Tibetan refugees have been rehabilitated and others are in the process of rehabilitation.

�����������

15 December 1977 Written Answers to Questions

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ:

4026: ¸ÉÒ Eäò¶É´É®úÉ´É PÉÉåb÷MÉä: CªÉÉ Ê´Énäù¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ªÉ½þ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EÞò{ÉÉ Eò®åúMÉä ÊEò:

(Eò) CªÉÉ VÉÖ±ÉÉ<Ç-+MÉºiÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ Eäò nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ EòÒ lÉÒ;

(JÉ) ªÉÊnù ½þÉÆ, iÉÉä =ºÉEòÉ ºÉÆÊIÉ{iÉ Ê´É´É®úhÉ CªÉÉ ½èþ;

(MÉ) =ºÉ¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä CªÉÉ ¨ÉÉÆMÉä EòÒ MÉ<Ç ½èþ; +Éè®ú

(PÉ) CªÉÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½Öþ<Ç =xÉEòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå SÉÒxÉ ¨Éå WÉÉä®únùÉ®ú |ÉÊiÉÊGòªÉÉ ´ªÉHò EòÒ ½èþ; +Éè®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä =ºÉEòÉ CªÉÉ =kÉ®ú ÊnùªÉÉ

½èþ?

Ê´Énäù¶É ¨ÉÆjÉÉ±ÉªÉ ¨Éå ®úÉVªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ (¸ÉÒ BºÉ.EÖòxbÚ÷)

(Eò) ºÉä (MÉ) {É®ú¨É {ÉÉ´ÉxÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ xÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉlÉÔ ºÉÆºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ+Éå EòÒ ªÉÉjÉÉ {É®ú nùÊIÉhÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ VÉÉiÉä ½ÖþB |ÉvÉÉxÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¸ÉÒ näùºÉÉ<Ç ºÉä 22 VÉÚxÉ

1977 EòÉä Ê¶É¹]õÉSÉÉ®ú ¨ÉÖ±ÉÉEòÉiÉ EòÒ lÉÒ! ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÒªÉ ºÉ½þÉªÉkÉÉ ÊnùªÉä VÉÉxÉä ºÉä ºÉ¨¤ÉÎxvÉiÉ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉå {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú

Ê´É¨É¶ÉÇ ½Öþ+É!

(PÉ) xÉ<Ç Ênù±±ÉÒ ÎºlÉiÉ SÉÒxÉÒ EòÉªÉÇnÚùiÉ xÉä 4 +MÉºiÉ 1977 EòÉä ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä <ºÉ {É®ú ¨ÉÉèÊJÉEò Ê´É®úÉävÉ |ÉEò]õ ÊEòªÉÉ! <ºÉEäò ¤ÉÉnù ½þÒ ´É½þÉÆ EòÒ

ºÉ®úEòÉ®úÒ ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú BVÉåºÉÒ, xÉ´É SÉÒxÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉSÉÉ®ú BVÉåºÉÒ ¨Éå BEò JÉ¤É®ú Uô{ÉÒ ÊVÉºÉ¨Éå =Hò Ê´É®úÉävÉ EòÉ ÊWÉGò ÊEòªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +Éè®ú {É®ú¨É {ÉÉ´ÉxÉ nù±ÉÉ<Ç

±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ºÉä ¨É±ÉxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú +Éè®ú =ºÉEäò xÉäiÉÉ+Éå EòÒ +±ÉÉäSÉxÉÉ EòÒ MÉ<Ç +Éè®ú <ºÉä SÉÒxÉ Eäò +ÉÆiÉÉÊ®úEò ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉå ¨Éå ½þºiÉIÉä{É Eò½þÉ

MÉªÉÉ!

¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä SÉÒxÉÒ Ê´É®úÉävÉ EòÉä <ºÉ +ÉvÉÉ®ú {É®ú +º´ÉÒEòÉ®ú Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉÒ ¶É®úhÉÉÌlÉªÉÉå EòÉä ¶ÉÖvnù ¨ÉÉxÉ´ÉÒªÉ +ÉvÉÉ®ú {É®ú

½þÒ ºÉ½þÉªÉiÉÉ nùÒ VÉÉ ®ú½þÒ ½èþ! ÊEòºÉÒ ¦ÉÒ näù¶É Eäò +ÆiÉÊ®úEò ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉå ¨Éå ½þºiÉIÉä{É xÉ Eò®úxÉä EòÒ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ <iÉxÉÒ ºÉÖÊ´ÉÊnùiÉ ½èþ ÊEò

<ºÉä nùÉä½þ®úÉxÉä EòÒ +É´É¶ªÉHòÉ xÉ½þÓ ½èþ!

April 20, 1978 Written Answers to Questions

TIBET ISSUE

7642. Shri Kanwar Lal Gupta: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) has Government changed its attitude over “Tibet Issue” vis-à-vis China:
(b) if yes, give the details thereof along with its reasons; and
(c) if not, what are the views of the Government over this issue?
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The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Samarendra Kundu):
(a) to (c). Government of India’s stand has been reiterated on many occasions in the Parliament as well as in the

public. The Government of India has consistently held that Tibet is a region of the People’s Republic of China. It is
a well known fact that in 1959 thousands of Tibetans, led by His Holiness the Dalai Lama, fled to India from Tibet.
His Holiness the Dalai Lama was granted political asylum by the Government of India on the condition that he and
the Tibetans in India would not take part in activities vis-à-vis the People’s Republic of China. This is in line with
our policy of not interfering in the internal affairs of other countries. However, the Government of India provides
humanitarian assistance to rehabilitate the Tibetan refugees in India and supports the preservation of their cultural
and religious traditions.

�����������

July 31, 1978 Written Answers to Questions

INSTITUTE OF TIBETAN STUDIES, VARANASI

2047. Shri Kacharulal Hem Raj Jain: Will the Minister of Education, Social Welfare and Culture be
pleased to state:
(a) the amount of grants given by the Central Government to the Institute of Tibetan Studies, Varanasi, during the last

three years; and
(b) whether Government propose to increase the amount thereof and its details?

The Minister of Education, Social Welfare and Culture (Dr. Pratap Chandra Chunder):

(Rs. Lakhs)

(a) 1975-76 - - - - - -       6.50
     1976-77 - - - - - -       6.50
     1977-78 - - - - - -    10,32,180/-
(b) An enhanced provision for the development of the Institute is being proposed in the Sixth plan. Details are being

worked out.
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August 2, 1978 Written Answers to Questions

SHOOTING OF AIDE OF DALAI LAMA

2489. Shri Anant Dave: will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government has enquired into the shooting of a top aide of Dalai Lama at Dehradun;
(b) whether Government apprehended a foreign hand in this murder; and
(c) if so, the foreign countries involved?

The Minister of State in The Ministry of Home Affairs (Shri Dhanik Lal Mandal):
(a) No case of shooting of a top aide of H.H. Dalai Lama at Dehradun has come to the notice of the Government.

However, a Tibetan national was shot at his residence in Dehradun by unknown assailants on 16th June, 1978 and
a case has been registered U/S 302 IPC.

(b) No, Sir.
(c) Does not arise.

�����������

March 8, 1979 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA’S DAILOGUE WITH CHINESE

*247.  Shri Jyotirmoy Bosu:
Shri C. K. Jafer Sharief:  will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether Dalai Lama said in New Delhi on 23rd January, 1979, that he could have a dialogue with the Chinese on
Tibet only if a majority of the Tibetans were satisfied about conditions obtaining there; and
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(b) if so, Government’s reaction thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee):
(a) Government have seen newspaper reports on these lines which were based on interviews between His Holiness

the Dalai Lama and journalists.
(b) If the Dalai Lama and the Tibetans consider that the conditions are suitable for their return to the places of their

origin, the Government of India on their part would not stand in their way in doing so.

Shri Jyotirmoy Bosu: Would the Hon. Foreign Minister take the House into confidence and tell us whether, during his
last visit, the issue of the Dalai Lama and Tibetans in India was discussed and, if so, what the details are.

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee): In the statement in this House on the 21st.

Shri Jyotirmoy Bosu: No, I want to hear a little more than that; we have seen that statement.

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee: I did refer to this matter. The question of the Dalai Lama and the Tibetans was discussed
with the Chinese side. I reiterated the Government’s policy.

Shri Dinen Bhattacharya: What is that policy?

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee: The policy has been consistent. We regard to Tibet as a region of China. That was done in
1954 under an agreement between India and China. But we would be happy if the Dalai Lama and Tibetans go back if
they think that conditions are suitable for them to return to their country.

Shri Jyotirmoy Bosu: Very recently the Dalai Lama has said that he took a pragmatic approach to liberalization
process adopted by China towards the Tibetans which was to be welcomed. He has also stated that he could have a
dialogue with the Chinese on Tibet only when majority of the Tibetans are satisfied with the conditions obtaining there.
In view of the two statements which are of great significance, will the Government of India take energetic and vigorous
steps to induce the Tibetans and the Dalai Lama to go back to Tibet?

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee: No, Sir. It is a matter between the Dalai Lama and the Chinese and we don’t come in the
picture so far as their return to Tibet is concerned.

Dr. Subramaniam Swamy: I believe that after the initial enthusiasm amongst the Tibetans amongst residing in India
to visit Tibet, that initial enthusiasm has somewhat wanted because there appears to be in their minds some uncertainty
that if they were to go back to Tibet and wanted to come back to India, the Government of India would discourage that.
I would like the Minister to tell this House whether the Government of India would take a consistent stand to stay on
this question that those who want to stay in this country in terms of refuge would be allowed, no matter what their
political beliefs are.

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee: Sir, those who want to stay in India are welcome to do so. Nobody, will be sent from India
against his or her wish.

Dr. Karan Singh: Mr. Speaker, Sir, apart from the question of Tibetans, the question of Indians going to Kailash and
Mansorovar, I understand, was also discussed…..

Mr. Speaker: It does not arise.

Dr. Karan Singh: …..because it deals with Tibet and this is in the Tibetan region. Would the hon. Foreign Minister let
the House know whether these pilgrims who look upon Kailash and Mansarovar as extremely holy and sacred will be
given facilities to go there?

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee: Sir, this question was also raised during the talks in Peking and I have already mentioned
that in my statement. I myself would like to go to Kailash and Mansarovar.

Mr. Speaker: Not during the Session.

Shri Atal Bihari Vajpayee: Not alone, not during the session. The Chinese side has promised to look into the matter.

¸ÉÒ Eäò¶É´É®úÉ´É PÉÉäb÷MÉä: +vªÉIÉ ̈ É½þÉänùªÉ, 1962 Eäò +xnù®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ {É®ú VÉÉä SÉÒxÉ xÉä ½þ̈ É±ÉÉ ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ Eò<Ç ¤ÉVÉÚ½þÉiÉ ̈ Éå ºÉä BEò ́ ÉVÉªÉ ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ lÉÒ ÊEò ½þ̈ ÉxÉä
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nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ EòÒ ¨Éä½þ̈ ÉÉxÉ¤ÉÉWÉÒ EòÒ! ªÉ½þ ¤ÉÉiÉ vªÉÉxÉ ¨Éå ®úJÉiÉä ½ÖþB nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ ºÉÉ½þ¤É Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ÊEòiÉxÉä ºÉÉ±ÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉB ½þ̈ É +Éè®ú =xÉEòÒ ¨Éä½þ̈ ÉÉxÉxÉ´ÉÉWÉÒ

Eò®úxÉä ´ÉÉ±Éä ½èþ?

¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå VÉÉä ¦ÉÒ +É¸ÉªÉ ±ÉäxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä +ÉiÉÉ ½èþ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò uùÉ®ú =ºÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä ½þ̈ Éä¶ÉÉ Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä JÉÖ±Éä ½ÖþB

½èþ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ É +{ÉxÉÒ <ºÉ xÉÒÊiÉ ºÉä Ê´ÉSÉÊ±ÉiÉ xÉ½þÓ ½þÉåMÉä!

Shri Jyotirmoy Bosu: Only Iranian students, you were deporting.

¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ: nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ +Éè®ú =xÉEäò ºÉÉlÉÒ VÉ¤É º´ÉÆªÉ ½þÒ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ VÉÉxÉä EòÉ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ Eò®åúMÉä iÉ¦ÉÒ ´É½þ ÊxÉhÉÇªÉ EòÉªÉÉÇÎx´ÉiÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ +xªÉlÉÉ

´É½þ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ¨Éä½þ̈ ÉÉxÉ ½èþ, ½þ̈ É =xÉEòÒ ºÉÖJÉ ºÉÖÊ´ÉvÉÉ EòÒ ªÉ½þÉÆ ´ªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ Eò®ú ®ú½äþ ½èþ!

¸ÉÒ ®úÉ¨É ÊEò¶ÉxÉ: ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä Eò½þÉ ÊEò VÉÉä ¦ÉÒ ¶É®úhÉ ±ÉäxÉÉ SÉÉ½äþMÉÉ ½þ̈ É =ºÉEòÉä ¶É®úhÉ nåùMÉä iÉÉä CªÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ <Ç®úÉxÉ Eäò ¶ÉÉ½þ EòÉä ¦ÉÒ ¶É®úhÉ nåùMÉä?

¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, EòÉä<Ç ¶É®úhÉ ¨ÉÉÆMÉÒ xÉ½þÓ MÉ<Ç ½èþ <ºÉÊ±ÉªÉä ªÉ½þ |É¶xÉ {ÉènùÉ xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäiÉÉ!

¸ÉÒ Ê´ÉxÉÉªÉEò |ÉºÉÉnù ªÉÉnù́ É: +¦ÉÒ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ xÉä Eò½þÉ ½èþ ÊEò 1954 Eäò ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉèiÉä Eäò +xÉÖºÉÉ®ú ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÉä SÉÒxÉ EòÉ ®úÒWÉxÉ ¨ÉÉxÉiÉä ½èþ! iÉÉä ¨Éé ¨ÉÆjÉÒ

VÉÒ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò 1954 Eäò ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉèiÉä ¨Éå +Éè®ú CªÉÉ CªÉÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ lÉÉ, +Éè®ú <ºÉ ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉèiÉä ºÉä {É½þ±Éä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ CªÉÉ {ÉÉäWÉÒ¶ÉxÉ lÉÒ? ´É½þ SÉÒxÉ

EòÉ ®úÒWÉxÉ ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ lÉÉ ªÉÉ +ÉWÉÉnù ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ lÉÉ?

¸ÉÒ +]õ±É Ê¤É½þÉ®úÒ ´ÉÉVÉ{ÉäªÉÒ: +MÉ®ú ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ SÉÉ½äþ iÉÉä ¨Éé 1954 EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉZÉÉèiÉÉ ºÉnùxÉ {É]õ±É {É®ú ®úJÉ ºÉEòiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ!
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March 8, 1979 Written Answers to Questions

TALK HELD WITH DALAI LAMA

2482. Shri Narendra Singh: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether he had talks with Dalai Lama recently with regard to the problems concerning Tibetan displaced persons;
(b) if so, details thereof; and
(c) outcome thereof?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Samarendra Kundu):
(a) to (c). His Holiness the Dalai Lama met the Minister of External Affairs met on 22nd January, 1979, when he had

come to Delhi in connection with the inauguration of Tibet House building in the Capital. Certain questions
affecting the future of Tibetan refugees in India came up for discussion during his meeting with FM. Foreign
Minister assured him of Government of India’s continued commitment to help in the preservation of the culture,
traditions and religious identity of the Tibetan community within India. Government of India’s view on the question
of Tibetans in India going back to their places of origin has been stated by Minister of External Affairs in his
statement on his visit to China made in the Lok Sabha on 21-12-1979.
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March 15, 1979 Written Answers to Questions

RETURN OF TIBETANS

3382. Dr. Bapu Kaldate: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that since the People’s Republic of China has invited the Tibetans in India to come back to

Tibet, there has been a demand from Tibetans to leave the Tibetan camp in India:
(b) if so, what is the estimated number of Tibetans who have taken advantage of this offer by People’s Republic of

China?

The Minister of State in The Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Samarendra Kundu):
(a) and (b). As we made clear by the Minister of External Affairs in Parliament on the 21st February, 1979 if the
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Tibetans consider that the conditions are suitable for their return to the places of their origin, Government of
India would not stand in their way in doing so. As far as the Government is aware, no Tibetans have so far gone
back to re-settle in the place of their origin.

�����������

May 18, 1979 Matters Under

(viii) Extension of Cooperation to The People of Tibet
in Their Struggle for Freedom

¸ÉÒ¨ÉiÉÒ {ÉÉ´ÉÇiÉÒ näù́ ÉÒ (±ÉqùÉJÉ): ºÉ¦ÉÉ{ÉÊiÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨Éé ±ÉÉäEò ºÉ¦ÉÉ ¨Éå EòÉªÉÇ ºÉÆSÉÉ±ÉxÉ iÉlÉÉ |ÉÊGòªÉÉ ºÉ¨ÉxvÉÒ ÊxÉªÉ¨ÉÉå Eäò ÊxÉªÉ¨É 377 Eäò +xiÉMÉÇiÉ

ÊxÉ¨xÉÊ±ÉÊJÉiÉ Ê´É¹ÉªÉ EòÒ +Éä®ú ±ÉÉäEò ºÉ¦ÉÉ +Éè®ú ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ vªÉÉxÉ +ÉEÞò¹]õ Eò®úxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÒ ½ÚÆþ:-

Ê¥É]äõxÉ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÒ Ê´ÉºiÉÉ®ú´ÉÉnùÒ xÉÒÊiÉ EòÉ Ê¶ÉEòÉ®ú ½þÉä Eò®ú ºÉxÉ 1959 ¨Éå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ ºÉ¨ÉÉ{iÉ ½þÉä MÉ<Ç! nù±ÉÉ<Ç ±ÉÉ¨ÉÉ Eäò xÉäiÉßi´É ¨Éå

ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ´ÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå xÉä VÉÉä ºÉÆPÉ¹ÉÇ +É®ú¨¦É ÊEòªÉÉ lÉÉ =ºÉä SÉÒxÉ xÉä GÚò®úiÉÉ{ÉÚ́ ÉÇEò EÖòSÉ±É ÊnùªÉÉ! ½þWÉÉ®úÉå ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ´ÉÉºÉÒ ¨ÉÉèiÉ Eäò PÉÉ]õ =iÉÉ®ú ÊnùªÉä MÉªÉä +Éè®ú {ÉÊ´ÉjÉ

näù́ É ºlÉÉxÉ B´ÉÆ MÉÉä̈ {ÉÉ ®úHò ®ÆúÊVÉiÉ ½þÉä MÉªÉä! ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ ºÉ¦ªÉiÉÉ, ºÉÆºEÞòÊiÉ, ®ú½þxÉ-ºÉ½þxÉ, vÉ¨ÉÇ, ®úÒÊiÉ Ê®ú´ÉÉWÉ +¤É Eäò´É±É <ÊiÉ½þÉºÉ EòÒ ´ÉºiÉÖ ¤ÉxÉ Eò®ú ®ú½þ

MÉªÉä ½èþ!

+ÉVÉ Ê´É·É EòÒ ®úÉVÉxÉÒÊiÉ ¨Éå ¨É½þÉxÉ {ÉÊ®ú´ÉiÉÇxÉ +É MÉªÉÉ ½èþ! näù¶ÉÉå Eäò {É®úº{É®ú ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ¤Énù±É MÉªÉä ½èþ! {É½þ±Éä SÉÒxÉ +Éè®ú +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ {É®úº{É®ú Ê´É®úÉävÉÒ lÉä,

+¤É nùÉäxÉÉä xÉVÉnùÒEò +É ®ú½äþ ½èþ! {É½þ±Éä +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ EòÒ xÉÒÊiÉ lÉÒ ÊEò ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ®ú½äþ ÊEòxiÉÖ +¤É +¨ÉäÊ®úEòÉ <ºÉ Ê´É¹ÉªÉ {É®ú ¨ÉÉèxÉ ½èþ! ºÉxÉ 1962

¨Éå ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +Éè®ú <ºÉ ́ É¹ÉÇ ́ ÉÒBiÉxÉÉ¨É {É® SÉÒxÉÒ +ÉGò¨ÉhÉ ºÉä +¤É <ºÉ Ê´É¹ÉªÉ ̈ Éå ÊEòºÉÒ +Éè® =n½É®xÉ EòÒ WÉ¯®iÉ xÉ½Ô ½èþ! SÉÒxÉ Eäò ̈ ÉÉxÉÊSÉjÉ +ÉVÉ ¦ÉÒ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ,

xÉä{ÉÉ±É +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò EÖòUô ¦ÉÉMÉÉå EòÉä SÉÒxÉÒ ºÉÉ©ÉÉVªÉ EòÉ +ÆMÉ ¤ÉiÉÉiÉä ½èþ! SÉÒxÉ xÉä +ÉVÉ iÉEò <ºÉ ¨ÉÉxÉÊSÉjÉÉå ¨Éå ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ xÉ½þÓ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ! <ºÉ Ê´É¹ÉªÉ ¨Éå

ÊnùªÉä MÉªÉä SÉÒxÉ Eäò ´ÉÉªÉnäù +ºÉiªÉ ÊºÉvnù ½ÖþB ½èþ! Eèò±ÉÉ¶É +Éè®ú ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¦ÉÚÊ¨É Eäò +ÆMÉ ®ú½äþ ½èþ ÊEòxiÉÖ +¤É SÉÒxÉ EòÉ =xÉ {É®ú +ÊvÉEòÉ®ú ½èþ!

½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú Ê´Énäù¶É ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ ®úÉ¹]ÅõÒªÉiÉÉ, näù¶É¦ÉÊHò, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ vÉ¨ÉÇ +Éè®ú ºÉÆºEßòÊiÉ, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ EòÒ |ÉÊiÉ¹`öÉ º´ÉÉÊ¦É¨ÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú MÉÉè®ú´É Eäò ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇEò ½èþ! =x½þÉåxÉä ºÉnùÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ

EòÒ º´ÉÉvÉÒxÉiÉÉ EòÉ ºÉ¨ÉlÉÇxÉ ÊEòªÉÉ ½èþ! Eèò±ÉÉ¶É +Éè®ú ̈ ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú =x½åþ ¿nùªÉ ºÉä ¦ÉÒ +ÊvÉEò Ê|ÉªÉ ½èþ! näù¶É EòÉä {ÉÚ®úÉ Ê´É·ÉÉºÉ ½èþ ÊEò ́ É½þ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ

Eäò Ê±ÉB {ÉÚ®úÉ |ÉªÉixÉ Eò®åúMÉä!

+ÉVÉ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ ¨Éå ¨ÉÖÊHò Eäò Ê±ÉªÉä ±ÉÉäMÉ +vÉÒ®ú +Éè®ú +¶ÉÉÆiÉ ½þÉä ®ú½äþ ½èþ! ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉ EòiÉḈ ªÉ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ EòÉä º´ÉvÉÒxÉiÉÉ

+ÉÆnùÉä±ÉxÉ ¨Éå {ÉÚhÉÇ ªÉÉäMÉnùÉxÉ näù! ¤ÉÉèvnùÉå EòÉ Ê|ÉªÉ ¿nùªÉ ºlÉ±É +¤É +ÊvÉEò ÊnùxÉÉå iÉEò {É®úÉvÉÒxÉ xÉ½þÓ ®ú½þxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä!

ºÉÉÆºEÞòÊiÉEò {É®ú¨{É®úÉ +Éè®ú <ÊiÉ½þÉºÉ EòÒ oùÎ¹]õ ºÉä ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ +Éè®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¨Éå MÉ½þxÉ B´ÉÆ ÊxÉEò]õ ºÉ¨¤ÉxvÉ ®ú½þÉ ½èþ! +iÉ: ÊiÉ¤¤ÉiÉ EòÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ

|ÉiªÉäEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉÒªÉ EòÉ |É¶xÉ ½èþ! ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÉä <ºÉ Ê´É¹ÉªÉ ¨Éå `öÉäºÉ °ü{É ¨Éå ªÉÉäMÉnùÉxÉ näùxÉÉ SÉÉÊ½þªÉä!

Mr. Chairman: I want guidance from the House. Actually the time now is 15:10 hrs. We will start our Private
Members’ Bill business at 3:30 p.m. But there are a lot of 377 notices and Mr. Roy is one of them.

(Interruptions)

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hoshanagabad): It is not obligatory. Rule 26 is there. The last 2 and half hours, we
shall devote to the Private Members’ business and today the House has agreed to sit till 6:45 p.m.

Mr. Chairman: You will get 2 and half hours later.

�����������

June 19, 1980 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE INVITATION TO TIBETANS TO VISIT THEIR HOMELAND

1312. Shri S.M. Krishna: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that some Western countries are helping for the contact between the Tibetan exiles and the

Chinese;
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(b) whether some Tibetan exiles have already visited Peking and Tibet;
(c) if so, whether Government have been apprised of their impressions; and
(d) whether any invitations to visit their homeland have been extended by the Chinese Government direct to the

Dalai Lama’s Head-quarters or through the Government of India?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri P.V. Narasimha Rao):
(a) Government are not aware of such efforts.
(b) and (c). Delegations made up of Tibetans resident in India have visited China including Tibet. they have informed us

that they had gone in response to invitations and appeals from the Government of China.
(c) As an act of courtesy, a broad and general picture of impressions gained by the first delegation were given to the

Government of India.
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June 19, 1980 Written Answers to Questions

DALAI LAMA’S REQUEST FOR ACCEPTING TIBETAN REFUGEES

1359. Shri G.Y. Krishnan: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that the Dalai Lama has stated that the Bhutanese authorities have softened their attitude

towards Tibetan refugees;
(b) if so, whether some of the Tibetans have got the citizenship of Bhutan also and if so, the number thereof;
(c) whether the Dalai Lama has requested the Indian Government also to consider and accept Tibetan refugees; and
(d) if so, the reaction of government thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri P.V. Narasimha Rao):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) Several thousands Tibetan refugees in Bhutan got the Bhutanese citizenship but their precise number is not

known as yet.
(c) The Dalai Lama has requested that Tibetan refugees presently in Bhutan who have not accepted Bhutanese

citizenship may be accepted for rehabilitation in India.
(d) The question of the possible rehabilitation in India of some of the Tibetan refugees who are presently in Bhutan

is being considered by Government in consultation with all concerned.

�����������

June 19, 1980 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE WILLINGNESS IN TALKS OF TIBET

1369. Shri K.P. Singh Deo: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government’s attentions has been drawn to the news items appearing in Hindustan Times dated the 10th

May, 1980 that China is ready to talk on Tibetan issue;
(b) if so, whether Government consider this as an attitude on the part of the Chinese Government to normalize

relations in Asia; and
(c) if so, whether similar gesture has been shown to India?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri P.V. Narasimha Rao):
(a) Government have not seen any report in the newspaper of the date referred to, but have seen several press items

on the various steps being taken by the Chinese Government in relation to Tibet.
(b) and (c). In our view any action by the Chinese Government in regard to Tibet and China’s relations with countries

in Asia are separate matters.

�����������
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June 26, 1980 Written Answers to Questions

MISSILE BASE BY CHINA IN TIBET

1886. Shri Madhavrao Scindia: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Government are aware that China has built a huge Nuclear Missile at Nagchu in Tibet;
(b) whether it is also a fact that its hitting range is between 2,400 kilometers leading to endangering most of the cities

in our country; and
(c) if so, reaction of the Government?

The Minister of State in The Ministry of Defence (Shri C.P.N. Singh):
(a) There is no reliable information to suggest that China has established a missile base in Tibet.
(b) and (c). Do not arise.

�����������

July 17, 1980 Written Answers to Questions

NEWS ITEM, CAPTIONED “P.M. urged to Support Tibet’s cause”.

4560. Shri Mohd. Asar Ahmad: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether his attention has been drawn to a news-item appearing in the Hindustan Times dated 17th June, 1980

under the caption “P.M. urged to support Tibet’s cause”;
(b) whether any letter or memorandum has been received by Government on 16th June, 1980 from Tibetan National

Voluntary Defence Force or any other Organisation;
(c) if so, what are its contents; and
(d) if so, what is the reaction of Government in this respect?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri P.V.Narasimha Rao):
(a) and (b). Yes, Sir.
(c) and (d).The contents of this memorandum have been summarized in the Hindustan Times report referred to in

the question. It has been the consistent policy of the Government of India that Tibet is an integral part of the
People’s Republic of China. Government of India have no intention of interfering in the internal affairs of any other
country.

�����������

31 March 1983 Written Answers to Questions

DEMAND OF PLEBISCITE BY TIBETANS

5311.  Dr. Vasant Kumar Pandit: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government of India is aware of the news items appearing in the ‘Tribune’ dated 11 December, 1982

under the caption ‘Tibetans demand plebiscite’;
(b) if so, whether Government of India have any information about the plebiscite demand put forth by the Tibetans to

the United Nations for their self-determination;
(c) if several M.Ps have sent Memorandum to the Prime Minister to support this demand; and
(d) if so, what is the reaction of the Government of India to their demand and how Prime Minister is reaching to that

demand?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri P. V. Narasimha Rao):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) And (c) we have received copies of the Memorandum addressed to the Secretary General of the United Nations

from various Tibetan organizations in India. We have also received a copy of the Memorandum signed by 118 MPs
of various parties pledging their “support and sympathy for the six million people of Tibet in their just and
legitimate demand for the right to self-determination and self rule.”

(d) The Government of India regard Tibet as an integral part of China and the question of the Government of India’s
re-action to their demand does not arise.

�����������
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6 April 1983 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETANS COURTED ARREST IN DELHI

5939.  Shri Pius Tirkey: Will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that a large number of Tibetans courted arrest in Delhi on 9 March, 1983;
(b) if so, the total number of Tibetans arrested; and
(c) details the demands for which those Tibetans courted arrests?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Home Affairs (Shri P. Venkatashubbiah):
(a) and (b) On 9th March, 1983, some Tibetan refugees had held demonstration on Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg near Link

House in violation of the prohibitory order. 94 of them were arrested on that date.
(c) The demonstration was reportedly organised to draw the attention of the members of the Non- Aligned Countries

to the Tibetan cause and seek their support during the Non Aligned summit being held in the Capital.
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1 December 1983 Written Answers to Questions

TORTURE OF BUDDHISTS IN TIBET

1592.  Shri M. V. Chandrashekhara Murthy: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Union Government has seen the statement made by the Dalai Lama in which he has stated that 10

Lakh Buddhist political prisoners in Tibet have died because of inhuman torture;
(b) if so, is it also a fact that he had revealed that prisoners were killed and several died of starvation or inadequate

medical facilities and even others committed suicide; and
(c) action taken by Government in this regard?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri P. V. Narasimha Rao):
(a) to (c). Ministry of External Affairs have seen several newspaper reports according to which the Dalai Lama has

expressed concern over arrests in Tibet and other happenings there in which he has included a number of deaths.
Government have noted what has been reported.
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10 April 1985 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETANS DEMONSTRATION AGAINST OCCUPATION OF TIBET BY CHINA

2344.  Shri Amar Roypradhan: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government are aware that some Tibetans settled in India have demonstrated outside the Chinese

Embassy in New Delhi and other places against the occupation of Tibet by China; and
(b) if so, the details thereof?

Speaker: The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Khursheed Alam Khan):
(a) and (b). A small number of Tibetans who have settled in New Delhi demonstrated mainly outside the Chinese

Embassy, against the presence of Chinese forces in Tibet and that Tibet should be granted independence. Government
of India recognize Tibet to be a part of China.
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7 August 1985 Written Answers to Questions

TRADE WITH TIBET

2419.  Shri Balasaheb Vikhe Patil: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether China has proposed to resume trade with Tibet by the old traditional land route; and
(b) if so, the reaction thereto?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri Khurshid Alam Khan):
(a) During the third round of official level talks held with the Chinese Government in 1982, the latter had raised the
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matter of a possible resumption of the border trade between India and Tibet Autonomous Region of China.
(b) The proposal is under consideration.
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24 April 1986 Written Answers to Questions

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR BUDDHIST/TIBETAN INSTITUTIONS

Shri. P. Namgyal: Will the Minister of Human Resource Development be pleased to state:
(a) whether it is a fact that the Department of Culture has sanctioned a scheme for giving financial assistance for the

development of Buddhist/Tibetan institutions functioning in the country;
(b) whether it is also a fact that inspite of making financial allocation, the implementation of the scheme has not been

put to action so far; and
(c) if so, reasons for not implementing the schemes and when the scheme will be started?

The Minister of State in the Departments of Education and Culture (Shrimati Sushila Rohtagi):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) And (c) Although a token provision was made in 1985-86, the modalities of selection could not be worked out in

time to implement the scheme during that year. The scheme has since been circulated and the last date for receipt
of applications for financial assistance is 30the April, 1986. The final selection will be made on the recommendations
of an Expert committee and the scheme will be implemented thereafter.
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10 April 1987 Written Answers to Questions

MEMORANDUM DEMANDING SELF-DETERMINATION FOR PEOPLE OF TIBET

6410.  Shri Yashwantrao Gadakh Patil: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether a memorandum demanding self-determination for the people of Tibet had recently been submitted to

the Prime Minister; and
(b) if so, the reaction of Government thereto?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri K. Natwar Singh):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) The Government of India consider Tibet to be an autonomous part of the People’s Republic of China.

�����������

7 August 1987 Written Answers to Questions

MILITARISATION OF TIBET

1867.  Dr. G. Vijaya Rama Rao:
Shri T. Basheer:
Shri Kamal Nath:
Shrimati Kishori Sinha:
Shrimati Jayanti Patnaik:
Shri Jagdish Awasthi:
Shri A Charles:
Shri P. M. Sayeed:
Prof. Nirmala Kumari Shaktawat:
Shri Mahendra Singh:
Prof. K. V. Thomas:
Shri K. V. Shankara Gowda:
Shri Hari Rao:
Shri M Raghuma Reddy:
Shri Banwari Lal Purohit:
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Shri Dharam Pal Singh Malick:
Shri Lakshmi Mallick:
Shri Krishna Singh:
Shri Manik Reddy:
Shri Mohd. Mahfooz Ali Khan:
Shri Vishnu Modi:
Shri Subhash Yadav:
Shri R. M. Bhoye:
Shri G. S. Basavaraju:
Shri Prakash Chandra:
Shri Jaganath Patnaik:
Shri H. B. Patil:
Dr. (Mrs). T. Kalpana Devi:
Shri Uttambhai H. Patel:
Shrimati Patel Ramaben Ramjibhai Mavani: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government is ware of the reports regarding the alleged heavy militarisation of Tibet including deployment
of N-Missiles;

(b) if so, the details thereof; and
(c) the steps taken by Government of India in this regard?

The Minister of State in the Department of Defence Production and Supplies in the Ministry of Defence
(Shri Shivraj V. Patil):
(a) to (c). Government have seen recent press reports about military build-up and deployment in Tibet. However, a

spokesman of the Chinese Foreign office has denied the press reports regarding deployment of missiles in Tibet
against India. All developments having a bearing on our security are constantly reviewed and effective steps taken
to meet the emerging situation.  It would not be desirable to disclose details in this regard.
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24 February 1988 Written Answers to Questions

DUMPING OF NUCLEAR WASTE IN TIBET BY CHINA

294.  Shri Krishna Singh: Will the Prime Minister be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government’s attention has been drawn to the news item captioned, “Tibet becoming nuclear waste

bin” appeared in the “Hindustan Times” dated 21 December, 1987;
(b) if so, whether Government have studied the effects of Chinese turning of Tibet into a dumping ground for nuclear

waste, on India’s environment and safety, if so, with what results; and
(c) Government’s reaction thereto?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Science and Technology and Minister of State in the Departments
of Ocean Development Atomic Energy, Electronics and Space (Shri K. R. Narayanan):
(a) to (c). Government have seen the news item but have no information on the nuclear waste reportedly being

dumped in Tibet. However, constant monitoring of the environment in all areas (including forests, vegetation and
water resources) is done by the concerned agencies in India.
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21 April 1988 Written Answers to Questions

TREATMENT OF PATIENTS WITH TIBETAN SYSTEM OF MEDICINES

7827.  Shri Lakshman Mallick: Will the Minister of Health and Family Welfare be pleased to state:
(a) whether a Tibetan Medical Institute has been set up in the country;
(b) if so, the details thereof?
(c) Whether this institute will cater to the needs of the people for cure of various diseases with Tibetan system and

medicine; and
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(d) If so, the salient features thereof?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare (Kumari Saroj Khaparde):
(a) to (d). The Government has not set up any Tibetan Medical Institute in the country.
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30 November 1988 Written Answers to Questions

SETTING UP OF CHAMBER OF TIBETAN NATURAL
AND HERBAL TREATMENT AT CALCUTTA

2730.  Shrimati D. K. Bhandari: Will the Minister of Health and Family Welfare be pleased to state:
(a) whether a permanent Chamber of Tibetan natural and herbal treatment for the people of Eastern Region has

been set up at Calcutta;
(b) if so, the expenditure incurred thereon and the details of services to be provided by the Chamber;
(c) whether Government propose to set up such an chamber in Sikkim for the people of North-Eastern Region;
(d) if so, the details thereof; and
(e) if not, the reasons therefore?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare (Kumari Saroj Khaparde):
(a) to (e). The Union Government has not set up any permanent Chamber of Tibetan natural and herbal treatment

for the people of Eastern Region at Calcutta. There is also no proposal under consideration of the Union Government
to set up any such chamber in Sikkim.
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1 December 1988 Written Answers to Questions

LETTER FROM MPS REGARDING TIBET ISSUE

2833.   Shri Uttambhai H. Patel:
Shri Chhitubhai Gamit:
Shrimati Patel Ramaben Ramjibhai Mavani:
Shri Ranjitsingh Gaekwad: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government have received a letter signed by more than 200 members of Parliament date 23 August,
1998 in connection with Tibet issue;

(b) if so, the details thereof; and
(c) the actions taken by Government thereon?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri K. Natwar Singh):
(a) Government have seen the letter to which the Question refers.
(b) The letter expresses support for H. H. The Dalai Lama’s 5-point Peace Plan.
(c) Government’s reaction is based on the promise that Government regard Tibet as an autonomous region of China.

�����������

5 December 1988 Written Answers to Questions

CHINESE MISSILES IN TIBET

3327. Shri Ranjitsingh Gaekwad:
Shrimati Patel Ramaben Ramjibhai Mavani:
Shri Chhitubhai Gamit:
Shri Uttambhai H. Patel: Will the Minister of Defence be pleased to state:

(a) whether China has at least 8 ICMs, 70 medium range missiles and 20 intermediate range missiles in Tibet which
can easily be targeted within minutes on the atomic station and other Indian vital installations at Bombay and on
other parts of the country;

(b) if so, the details thereof;
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(c) what counter preparations have been made by India in this regard;
(d) whether Government have taken up the matter with China; and
(e) if so, the details thereof?

The Minister of State in the Department of Defence Production and Supplies in the Ministry of Defence
(Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi):
(a) and (b). Government have seen reports about China possessing various types of missiles and some of these being

in Tibet.
(c) Government keep under constant review of all developments having a bearing on India’s security and take appropriate

measures for defence preparedness.
(d) and (e). Our stand regarding the possession, stockpiling, testing and use of weapons of mass destruction has been

expressed forcefully in all international fora. The Chinese Government are aware of our position on this issue.
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15 March 1989 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN SCHOOL OF MEDICINE

2758.  Shrimati D. K. Bhandari: Will the Minister of Health and Family Welfare be pleased to state:
(a) whether Government have set up a permanent Chamber of Tibetan Natural and Herbal Treatment at Calcutta for

the people of the Eastern region;
(b) whether the treatment and consultation provide by the Chamber shall be free of charge, if so, the details thereof;
(c) whether Government propose to set up such a centre for the people of the North-Eastern Region. If so, the

details thereof; and
(d) if not, the reasons therefore?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare (Kumari Saroj Khaparde):
(a) to (d). The Union Government has not set up any Chamber of Tibetan natural and herbal treatment for the people

of Eastern Region at Calcutta. There is also no proposal under consideration of the Union Government to set up
any such Chamber in Sikkim.
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8 May 1989 Written Answers to Questions

DEMONSTRATION BY TIBETANS

8408.  Shrimati Patel Ramaben Ramjibhai Mavani: Will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether a number of Tibetans held demonstration at India Gate, New Delhi in March 1989;
(b) if so, what were their demands;
(c) whether Government have received any memorandum from them; and
(d) if so, the details thereof and the action taken by Government thereon?

Speaker: The Minister of State in the Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances and Pensions and the
Minister of State in the Ministry of Home Affairs (Shri P. Chidambaram):
(a) Yes, Sir.
(b) The following were the main demands:-

1.  To restore human rights to the Tibetans in Tibet.
2.  To stop atrocities being committed on the Tibetans in Tibet.
3.  To make Tibet independent.
4.  To lift martial law in Tibet.
5.  To conduct an enquiry into the death of Panchen Lama.
6.  To implement the Five-point program of Dalai Lama and the resolutions passed by the U.N.O. in 1959, 1961
    and 1965.
7.  To release the Tibetan political prisoners.
8.  Intervention by the United Nations.
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(c) and (d). Government are aware of Memorandum to which the question refers. Government regard Tibet as an
autonomous region of China.
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7 August 1989 Written Answers to Questions

TIBETAN REFUGEE

2902.  Dr. Krupasindhu Bhoi: Will the Minister of Home Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) the number of Tibetan refugees in the country presently;
(b) the steps taken for their rehabilitation; and
(c) the total expenditure incurred annually for their rehabilitation?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Home Affairs (Shri Sontosh Mohan Dev):
(a) According to the information available at present there are about 80,000 Tibetan refugees in the country.
(b) Tibetan refugees have been provided housing assistance and resettled in agricultural and handicrafts-oriented

schemes in the States of Jammu and Kashmir, Himachal Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh, West Bengal, Sikkim, Arunachal
Pradesh, Orissa, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra and Karnataka.

(c) The total expenditure incurred on the resettlement of Tibetan refugees from 1959-60 till 31.3.1989 is Rs. 13.86
crores. In addition, a sum of Rs. 24.40 crores has been spent on the education of Tibetan children in India, upto
31.3.1989.
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9 August 1989 Written Answers to Questions

EXPERIMENT ON ACUPUNCTURE AND TIBETAN SYSTEM OF MEDICINE

3196. Shri Amarsinh Rathawa:
Shri Chinamani Jena: Will the Minister of Health and Family Welfare be pleased to state:

(a) whether steps have taken to introduce acupuncture and Tibetan System of medicines in the country;
(b) if so, the results thereof;
(c) whether there is any proposal to develop these system; and
(d) if so, the steps being taken in this direction?

The Minister of State of the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare (Shri Rafique Alam):
(a) and (b). The Acupuncture and Tibetan system of medicines are already being practiced in the country.
(c) No, Sir.
(d) The question does not arise.
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10 August 1989 Written Answers to Questions

TALKS BETWEEN CHINA AND DALAI LAMA REGARDING FUTURE STATUS OF TIBET

3327.  Shri G. S. Basavaraju:
Shrimati Basavarajeshwari: Will the Minster of External Affairs be pleased to state:

(a) whether Government of India have been informed by Dalai Lama that China desired to discuss with him future
status of Tibet;

(b) if so, the position in this regard; and
(c) whether Government of India are considering any move in this regard?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri K. Natwar Singh):
(a) Government are not party to the dialogue between representatives of His Holiness the Dalai Lama and the

Chinese Government. This is a subject which concerns the relations between the Chinese Government on the
one hand, and the Dalai Lama and the Tibetan community on the other. Government regard Tibet as an autonomous
region of China.

(b) and (c). Do not arise.
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11 August 1989 Answers to Questions

STATEMENT RE: INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION ON TIBET AND
PEACE IN SOUTH ASIA

The Minister of State in the Ministry of External Affairs (Shri K. Natwar Singh):
1. We understand that an “International Convention on Tibet and Peace in South Asia” is to be held in New Delhi

shortly.

2. The Government of India have consistently regarded Tibet as an autonomous region of China. There are close
religious and Cultural ties between the people of India and those of Tibet. H. H. the Dalai Lama is a respected
religious and spiritual leader. Our commitment to the welfare and well being of Tibetan refugees in India remains.

3. Activity that complicates the dialogue between His Holiness the Dalai Lama as well as the Tibetan community on
the one hand and the Chinese authorities on the other is inopportune and should be avoided.

4. It is the view of the Government of India that the holding of the planned Convention will not contribute to the
positive evolution of this dialogue. In its effects, it is likely to be counter productive.

�����������

5 April 1990 Written Answers to Questions

MEMORANDUM FROM HIMALAYAN COMMITTEE FOR ACTION ON TIBET

Shri Narasingrao Suryawanshi:
Shri Prakash V. Patil:
Shri Dharmesh Prasad Verma: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:
(a) whether the Himalayan Committee for Action on Tibet has submitted a memorandum inter-alia urging India to

review its policy on Tibet;
(b) if so, the details thereof and grounds on which such review has been sought; and
(c) the reaction of Government thereto?

The Minister of External Affairs (Shri I. K. Gurjal):
(a) and (b). Yes, Sir. The memorandum relates, inter-alia, to the subject of Tibet and Government’s stand thereon.
(c) Government’s stand on the subject of Tibet is consistent and well known. Tibet is  recognized as an autonomous

region of China.

�����������

22 August 2000 Question to be Answered

CENTRAL TIBETAN SCHOOLS

4532. Shri Dharmraj Singh Patel: Will the Minister of Human Resource Development be pleased to state:-
(a) whether there is a provision for admission of children of Indian origin and teaching of Hindi in primary classes in

the schools under Central Tibetan School administrations; and
(b) if so, the number of Indian children admitted in the primary classes during the last three years?

The Minister of Human Resource Development (Dr.Murli Manohar Joshi)
(a)  & (b) Information is being collected.

�����������

25 April 2001 Question to be Answered

INDIA‘S STAND ON TIBET

5742.   Shri Y.S. Vivekananda Reddy: Will the Minister of External Affairs be pleased to state:-
(a) whether China has sought a meeting with India regarding latter’s stand on Tibet; and
(b) if so, the details thereof?
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The Minister of State for External Affairs (Shri U.V.Krishnam Raju)
(a): No, Sir
(b): Does not arise

�����������

21 August 2001 Question to be Answered

TIBETAN STUDIES INSTITUTE

4272.  Shri Thaawar Chand Gehlot: Will the Minister of Human Resource Development be pleased to state:-
(a)  the details of the advanced Tibetan Studies Institutes in the country and the position with regard to its functioning;
(b) the objectives of the said institutes and the assistance being received by these; and
(c) the institution-wise details of Buddhist Research Publications Academy and Museums set up during the last three

years?

The Minister of Human Resource Development (Dr.Murli Manohar Joshi)
(a) to (c) : The Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies, Sarnath, Varanasi was established in 1967 by the efforts of

Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru and His Holiness the Dalai Lama. The institution remained associated with the Varanaseya
Sanskrit Visvavidyalaya (now sampuranand Sanskrit University) till 1975. It was granted autonomy in 1978. In 1988,
the Institute was declared a Deemed University, managed with financial support from the Department of Culture.

Objectives of the Central Institute of Higher Tibetan Studies are:-

1. Preservation of Tibetan Culture and Tradition.
2. Restoration of Ancient Indian Sciences and Literature preserved in Tibetan Language but lost in the original.
3. To offer alternate educational facilities to the students of Indian Himalayan Border formerly availing the opportunity

of receiving higher education in Tibet.
4. Accomplishment of gains of teaching and scope of research in traditional subjects through a modern university

educational system with provisions for award of degrees in Tibetan studies.

The Govt. of India provided a grant of Rs. 125.00 lakhs (Plan) and Rs. 387.00 lakhs (Non-Plan) to the Institute during
2001-2002. No Buddhist Research Publication Academy and Museums have been set up during the last three years by
the Department of Culture.

�����������

5 May 2003 Question to be Answered

PROTECTION OF TIBETAN DEER

6012.   Kunwar Akhilesh Singh: Will the Minister of Environment and Forests be pleased to state:-
(a) the State-wise locations wherein Tibetian deers are found along with their present number;
(b) whether these deers are reportedly being poached in large number in order to smuggle their skin; and
(c) if so, the details of action taken or proposed to be taken by the Government against poachers and for protection

of ‘Chirup‘?

Minister of State in the Ministry of Environment and Forests (Shri Dilip Singh Ju Dev)
(a) In India, the presence of the Tibetan antelope has been reported from the state of Jammu and Kashmir, where it

occurs in areas of Ladakh bordering Tibet. No scientific census has been conducted in the recent years for Chiru.
However, the census conducted in 1996 by State Forest Department of Jammu and Kashmir and Wildlife Institute
of India estimated their population between 250-300 individuals.

(b) No incident of poaching of Chiru for procuring its skin has been reported from Indian side of its range.
(c) The measures taken for protection of Chiru include:

1. Chiru has been listed in the Schedule I of the J&K Wildlife (Protection) Act and the Wild Life (Protection) Act
1972 and therefore has been provided highest degree of protection under law.
2. A comprehensive programme has been initiated to rehabilitate Kashmiri Shatoosh artisans to wean them away
from Shatoosh based trade.
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August 2004 Re: Discussion

REOPENING OF NATHULA PASS FOR TRADE

Shri. Nakul Das Rai (Sikkim): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I have come to know that the date for next round of Sino-Indian talks
is being worked out, I would like to know, through you, from the hon. Minister, by when the final solution of all these
border disputes can be had.

I would like to put one more question. In the event of achieving good Sino-Indian relations, will the Government of
India expedite the opening of Indo-China trade route through the State of Sikkim, that is through Nathula boarder?

I would like to give more stress on these questions because the opening of new windows will provide growth in
tourism, trade, pilgrimage and food industry.... (Interruptions)

Mr. Speaker: Let me reply. After that, you can put your second supplementary.

Shri. Nakul Das Rai (Sikkim): Sir, this will being about employment. It will not only provide growth in our mountain
economy but also provide economic gains for the entire country. What is the present scenario? When will the final
decision come out positively?

Mr. Speaker: You have put your question very well.

Shri. K. Natwar Singh: Sir, I am grateful to the hon. Member. First of all, no timeframe has been fixed for the resolution
of the border issue between India and China. We have had three rounds of talks and the next round of talks will be held
in the coming few months.

With regard to the trade from Nathula, I would like to read out, your permission, Sir:

“During the visit of Shri. Atal Bihari Vajpayee to China in June 2003, India and China signed a Memorandum on Expanding
Border Trade, which adds Nathula as another pass on the India-China border and sets up an additional point on each
side of the border. The Indian side designated Changgu of Sikkim State as the venue for the border trade market, while
the Chinese side designated Reqinggang of the Tibet Autonomous Region as the venue for border trade market. The
two sides agreed to use Nathula as the pass for entry and exit of persons, means of transport and commodities in the
Indian border trade. The exact modalities operationalising the argument including setting up of necessary infrastructure
are being worked out by the Department of Commerce, which is the nodal agency for this in consultation with the State
Government and relevant Department.”

Mr. Speaker: Now, second supplementary. Have you got any other question?

Shri. Nakul Das Rai (Sikkim): No Sir. Thank you.

Shri. Kharabela Swain (Balasore): Sir, did we discuss with the Chinese authorities with regard to providing full
autonomy to Tibet? If we have made, any discussion with regard to that, what was the Chinese response to that because
His Holiness the Dalai Lama had given up his demand?.. (Interruptions)

Mr. Speaker: It does not really arise from this Question. You have put your first question, whether any such discussion
was held.

Shri. Kharabela Swain (Balasore): Let me complete my question. If you disallow it, that is all right. But let me put the
question at least.

Mr. Speaker: I am only trying to find out how far it relates to this question.

Shri. Kharabela Swain (Balasore): Kindly allow me to put the question. If you disallow it, that is a different matter.

Mr. Speaker: Please carry on.

Shri. Kharabela Swain (Balasore): Sir, I am the convener of the Indo-Tibetan All Party Parliamentary Forum. Naturally,
I have got the right to put such a question.

Mr. Speaker: I am not denying your right. Please carry on.
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Shri. Kharabela Swain (Balasore): His Holiness the Dalai Lama had given up his idea or demand about an independent
Tibet. Have we asked the Chinese authorities for providing the real autonomy to Tibet? If so, what was the Chinese
answer to that?

Shri. K. Natwar Singh: Sir, as you have said, the question raised by the hon. Member has no connection with the
question that I am answering and that has been asked. Our policy with regard on Tibet is well known. We consider Tibet
as an autonomous region of China and that is the Government’s policy.

¸ÉÒ ¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ËºÉ½þ (näù́ ÉÊ®úªÉÉ): +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä Eäò´É±É ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉÊ®úEò ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉå Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå ºÉnùxÉ Eäò ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉä +{ÉxÉÉ {ÉIÉ ®úJÉÉ ½èþ ±ÉäÊEòxÉ

½þWÉÉ®úÉå iÉÒlÉÇ ªÉÉjÉÒ Eèò±ÉÉ¶É ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú EòÒ ªÉÉjÉÉ {É®ú ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉä VÉÉiÉä ½éþ +Éè®ú ÊVÉºÉ ®úÉºiÉä ºÉä SÉÒxÉ uùÉ®úÉ VÉÉxÉä EòÒ +xÉÖ̈ ÉÊiÉ ½èþ, ´É½þ VªÉÉnùÉ nÖù¶Eò®ú +Éè®ú

{É®äú¶ÉÉxÉÒ ´ÉÉ±ÉÉ ½èþ! ´É½þÉÆ +CºÉ®ú ¦ÉÚºJÉ±ÉxÉ ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú ªÉÉjÉÒ ®úÉºiÉä ¨Éå °üEò VÉÉiÉä ½éþ! BEò +Éè®ú ªÉÉjÉÉ EòÉ ®úÉºiÉÉ VÉÉä ±ÉqùÉJÉ ½þÉäEò®ú ½èþ, ÊVÉºÉEäò ¤ÉÉ®äú

¨Éå Eò½þÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò ´É½þ +ÉºÉÉxÉ +Éè®ú ºÉÖ±É¦É ½èþ! CªÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú SÉÒxÉ EòÒ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ Eò®úEäò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ Eäò iÉÒlÉÇªÉÉÊjÉªÉÉå Eäò Ê±ÉB ±ÉqùÉJÉ ½þÉäEò®ú

VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉ±ÉÒ VÉÉä Eèò±ÉÉ¶É ¨ÉÉxÉºÉ®úÉä́ É®ú EòÒ ªÉÉjÉÉ ½èþ =ºÉä ¦ÉÒ JÉÖ±É´ÉÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉä<Ç {É½þ±É Eò®äúMÉÒ?

Shri. K. Natwar Singh: Sir, I will certainly make necessary enquiry. With due respect, I must also say that I am unable
to give an assurance on this because it deals with our relations with China. There are set procedures as to where we
have to go and how we have to go. But I take your point.

¨ÉÉä½þ̈ ¨Énù ºÉ±ÉÒ¨É (Eò±ÉEòkÉÉ-=kÉ®ú {ÉÚ́ ÉÇ): +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ +Éè®ú SÉÒxÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ ¨Éå xÉÉlÉÚ±ÉÉì {ÉÉºÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÊvÉiÉ BEò BOÉÒ¨Éå]õ ¤ÉÉbÇ÷®ú ]Åäõb÷ +Éè®ú EòÉ¨ÉºÉÇ

EòÉ ½þÉäMÉÉ! ¨Éä®úÉ ºÉ´ÉÉ±É ½èþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä {ÉÚ®úÒ iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ ½èþ? CªÉÉåÊEò VÉèºÉÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ xÉä +{ÉxÉä VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ¨Éå Eò½þÉ ½èþ ÊEò =ºÉEäò Ê±ÉªÉä

<xÉ£òÉº]ÅõCSÉ®ú bä÷́ É±Éä{É Eò®úxÉä {Ébå÷MÉä! BàºÉÉ Eäò´É±É BEò ½þÒ ½þÉ<Ḉ Éä ½èþ VÉÉä ¤ÉÆMÉÉ±É ºÉä =kÉ®ú Ê¤É½þÉ®ú +Éè®ú ÊºÉÎCEò¨É Eäò +Ænù®ú VÉÉEò®ú xÉÉlÉÇ <º]õ EòÉä VÉÉäb÷iÉÉ

½èþ! ½þ̈ É VÉÉxÉiÉä ½éþ ÊEò ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ¤ÉÆMÉ±ÉÉnäù¶É ºÉÒ¨ÉÉ Eäò ¤ÉÒSÉ <xÉ£òº]ÅõCSÉ®ú ®èúb÷Ò xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäxÉä Eäò EòÉ®úhÉ ÊnùCEòiÉÉå EòÉ ºÉÉ¨ÉxÉÉ Eò®úxÉÉ {Éc÷iÉÉ ½èþ +Éè®ú <ºÉºÉä EòÉ®úÉä¤ÉÉ®ú

¨Éå Êb÷±Éä ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ! ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä SÉÒxÉ +{ÉxÉÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä {ÉÚ®úÒ iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ Eò®ú ®ú½þÉ ½èþ, CªÉÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú xÉä nÚùºÉ®úÒ Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]ÅõÒWÉ ºÉ®ú¡äòºÉ ]ÅõÉÆºÉ{ÉÉä]Çõ Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]ÅõÒ ½þÉä̈ É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]ÅõÒ

+Éè®ú EòÉì̈ ÉºÉÇ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ Eò®úEäò iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ EòÉ EòÉ¨É ¶ÉÖ°ü Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ? ªÉÊnù ¶ÉÖ°ü Eò®ú ÊnùªÉÉ ½èþ iÉÉä ´É½þ ¨ÉÉ¨É±ÉÉ ÊEòºÉ ±Éä¤É±É iÉEò ½èþ? <ºÉEäò +±ÉÉ´ÉÉ

BCºÉ]õxÉÇ±É Ê¨ÉÊxÉº]ÅõÒ xÉä SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉä EòÊ¨É]õ¨Éå]õ ÊEòªÉÉ ½éþ, +Ænù°üxÉÒ iÉÉè®ú {É®ú ´Éä +{ÉxÉÒ iÉèªÉÉ®úÒ ÊEòºÉ ±Éä́ É±É iÉEò ±Éä MÉªÉä ½éþ?

Shri. K. Natwar Singh: Various Departments of the Government are working on it. We attach the highest importance
to this matter because when Shri. Atal Bihari Vajpayee went to China last year in June, a memorandum was singed with
regard to trade, and the various Ministries concerned are taking up the job. If the hon. Member likes, I would request my
friend, the Minister of Commerce, to certainly get in touch with him and inform him.

Shri. Suresh Prabhakar Prabhu (Rajapur): We are pursing two different strategies with China. One is to solve our
border problem. We are engaged in the talks with them for the last 42 years. On the other hand, China is growing as one
of the largest and fastest growing economies of the world. Therefore, obviously we are interested to promote our
economic relationship with China. I would like to know from the hon. Minister whether there is any inherent contradiction.
On the one side, we want to solve our vexed border issue with China and on the other side, we want to develop the
economic relations. Is development of the economic relations coming in the way of solving the border problem? or is
it that the border problem is not allowing us to grow as much as we should grow in the development of our natural
economic relationship with our close neighbour?

Shri K. Natwar Singh: No, there is no contradiction. There is an instrumentality on both the sides for dealing with the
border. Special representatives are discussing the border question. With regard to trade, I am glade to inform you, Mr.
Suresh Prabhakar Prabhu, that our trade with China by the end of this year should touch 10 billion dollars. So, the
discussions on the border issue are not coming in the way of improving our economic relations, which are doing
extremely well.

Shri. B. Mahtab (Cuttak): My question is related to the border relations with China. Recently a news report has
come out. We need a clarification whether it is true of not. I would like to know whether China has shown interest to
open a new roadway through Myanmar to connect the North-Eastern States, specially Arunachal Pardesh and other
neighbouring States of the country. What is the response of our government to the proposal?
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Shri. K. Natwar Singh: I would be grateful if the hon. Member would tell me precisely where this report appeared and
what is the authenticity of the report.

Shri. B. Mahtab (Cuttak): I will give you the details. A road was closed just after the Sino-Indian conflict in 1962 it was
going through Arunachal Pardesh and Myanmar to China. That proposal is under consideration. That sort of news has
come out. I will give you the specific date and the newspaper. It is an Indian newspaper. The Economic Times in which this
has come out. I will give you that.

Shri. K. Natwar Singh: I will appreciate that.

Mr. Speaker: Thank you very much.

Shri. Khiren Rijiju (Arunachal West): In the month of April, a group of officers led by Chief Commissioner of Excise
visited Tawang in Arunachal Pradesh to see the feasibility of a trade route through Arunachal Pradesh to China. Now, I
would like to know whether during the last round of talks the feasibility of a trade route through Tawang district in
Arunachal Pradesh figured?

Secondly, I would also like to seek a clarification from the Government. One month ago, the hon. Minister of State Shri.
Shriprakash Jaiswal had stated at Kolkata that the new Government is going to review the trade policy. So, I would like
to know the stand of the present Government in this regard?

Shri. K. Natwar Singh: If I may respectfully say so, the question we are dealing with is about the talks we have had at
the special representatives level on the border question. With regard to the statement by my colleague, I am certainly
not aware of it but I would certainly ask him about it.

Mr. Speaker: All right, if you get any information you can let him know.

Shri. K. Natwar Singh: I will do that.

¸ÉÒ Uäô´ÉÉÆMÉ lÉÖ{ÉºiÉxÉ (±ÉqùÉJÉ): +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, +ÉVÉEò±É BàºÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ ½èþ +Éè®ú ½þ̈ Éå JÉÖ¶ÉÒ ½èþ ÊEò SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú Ê®ú±Éä¶ÉÆºÉ <¨|ÉÚ́ É ½þÉä ®ú½äþ

½èþ ! ÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ú½þ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ Ênù́ ÉºÉ {É®ú +°ühÉÉSÉ±É |Énäù¶É ¨Éå nùÉäxÉÉå iÉ®ú¡ò EòÒ ¡òÉèVÉÉå xÉä Ê¨É±ÉEò®ú <ºÉ¨Éå Ê¶É®úEòiÉ EòÒ, =ºÉºÉä <Æb÷ÒEäò¶ÉÆºÉ Ê¨É±É ®ú½þÒ ½éþ ÊEò

½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ¤ÉÉbÇ÷®ú {É®ú Ê®ú±Éä¶ÉÆºÉ +SUäô ½þÉä ®ú½äþ ½éþ ! ±ÉäÊEòxÉ nÚùºÉ®úÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ªÉ½þ ¦ÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ ½èþ ÊEò +°ühÉÉSÉ±É |Énäù¶É +Éè®ú ÊºÉÎCEò¨É ¨Éå VÉÉä ½þ̈ ÉÉ®úÉ <Æ]õ®äúº]õ ½èþ, =ºÉ

<Æ]õ®äúº]õ EòÉä |ÉÉä]äõC]õ Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ±ÉqùÉJÉ IÉäjÉ EòÉ BEò ¤É½ÖþiÉ ¤Éc÷É IÉäjÉ¡ò±É VÉÉä 1962 Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ºÉä SÉÒxÉ Eäò Eò¤WÉä ¨Éå ½èþ, ¦ÉÉ®úiÉ ºÉ®úEòÉ®ú EòÒ iÉ®ú¡ò ºÉä

=ºÉä SÉÒxÉ EòÉä ÊºÉºÉÒb÷ Eò®úxÉä EòÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ SÉ±É ®ú½þÒ ½èþ ! ̈ Éé ̈ ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ Ê´Énäù¶É ̈ ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ ªÉ½þ ºÉnùxÉ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú näù¶É Eäò <iÉxÉä ¤Écä÷ IÉäjÉ¡ò±É

EòÉä +°ühÉÉSÉ±É +Éè®ú ÊºÉÎCEò¨É ¨Éå +{ÉxÉä <Æ]õ®äúº]õ EòÉä |ÉÉä]äõC]õ Eò®úxÉä Eäò ¤Énù±Éä ¨Éå SÉÒxÉ EòÉä näùxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ®úÉVÉÒ ½þÉä VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ?

Mr. Speaker: It does not really come under this question. However, it is a sensitive issue and so I am allowing it.

Shri. K. Natwar Singh: I can only say that the matter raised by the hon. Member is a speculation. There is no substance
in what he has said.

¨ÉäVÉ®ú VÉxÉ®ú±É (ºÉä́ ÉÉÊxÉ´ÉÞiÉ) ¦ÉÖ́ ÉxÉ SÉxpù JÉÆbÚ÷®úÒ (MÉfǿ ÉÉ±É): ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ +vªÉIÉ VÉÒ, SÉÒxÉ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú Eò®úxÉä Eäò Ê±ÉB ªÉ½þÉÆ xÉÉlÉÖ±ÉÉ {É®ú SÉSÉÉÇ ½Öþ<Ç

+Éè®ú ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ¨ÉÉä½þxÉ ËºÉ½þ VÉÒ xÉä ±ÉqùÉJÉ Eäò ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå Eò½þÉ ! <ºÉÒ iÉ®ú½þ ºÉä =kÉ®úÉÆSÉ±É ¨Éå VÉÉä¶ÉÒ ¨É`ö ºÉä ¨ÉÉhÉÉ ½þÉäiÉä ½ÖþB ¤É½ÖþiÉ {ÉÖ®úÉxÉÉ {ÉÉ®ú¨{ÉÊ®úEò °ü]õ ®ú½þÉ

½èþ, <ºÉºÉä ¤É½ÖþiÉ +ÊvÉEò ¨ÉÉjÉÉ ¨Éå ´ªÉÉ{ÉÉ®ú ½þÉäiÉÉ lÉÉ, ±ÉäÊEòxÉ 1962 Eäò ¤ÉÉnù ´É½þ ¤ÉÆnù ½þÉä MÉªÉÉ ½èþ ! ¨Éé ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ¨ÉÆjÉÒ VÉÒ +É{ÉºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉ½þiÉÉ ½ÚÆþ ÊEò CªÉÉ

+É{ÉEòÉä VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½èþ ÊEò <ºÉ °ü]õ EòÉä +xªÉ °ü]õ Eäò ºÉÉlÉ JÉÉä±ÉÉ VÉÉB, CªÉÉ <ºÉ |ÉEòÉ®ú EòÒ ̈ ÉÉÆMÉ ½èþ ! ªÉÊnù VÉÉxÉEòÉ®úÒ ½èþ iÉÉä EÞò{ÉªÉÉ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉå, CªÉÉ ÎºlÉÊiÉ

½èþ, ªÉÊnù xÉ½þÓ, iÉÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉå ÊEò CªÉÉ +É{É <ºÉ {É®ú Ê´ÉSÉÉ®ú Eò®åúMÉä?

¸ÉÒ Eäò. xÉ]ṍ É®ú ËºÉ½þ: +vªÉIÉ ¨É½þÉänùªÉ, ¨ÉÉxÉxÉÒªÉ ºÉnùºªÉ JÉÖnù ¨ÉÆjÉÒ ®ú½þ SÉÖEäò ½éþ +Éè®ú +É{ÉEòÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ EòÉ {ÉiÉÉ ½èþ iÉlÉÉ +É{É =ºÉÒ <±ÉÉEäò ºÉä +ÉiÉä ½éþ

! ¨ÉMÉ®ú +É{ÉxÉä VÉÉä ºÉ´ÉÉ±É =`öÉªÉÉ ÊEò ¤É½Öþ¤É±ÉÒ Eäò {ÉÉºÉ ªÉÉ Eò½þÓ <vÉ®ú ºÉä ½þÉäiÉÉ ½èþ ÊEò xÉ½þÓ, ´É½þÉÆ ½þ̈ ÉÉ®äú ªÉÉjÉÒ ®ú½þ VÉÉiÉä ½éþ, ´É½þÉÆ EòÉä<Ç °üEòÉ´É]õ xÉ½þÓ ½þÉäiÉÒ

½èþ, ªÉÊnù °üEòÉ´É]õ ½þÉäiÉÒ ½èþ iÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÒiÉ Eò®ú ±ÉäiÉä ½éþ ! ¨ÉMÉ®ú ªÉÊnù +É{É <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®äú ¨Éå º{É¹]õ {ÉÚUô ®ú½äþ ½éþ iÉÉä +É{ÉEòÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä EòÒ EòÉäÊ¶É¶É Eò°ÆüMÉÉ !

�����������
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3 December 2004 Special Mention

INCIDENT REGARDING PREVENTION OF THREE MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT BY DELHI
POLICE WHILE SUBMITTING A MEMORANDUM TO THE CHINESE EMBASSY ON 2.12.2004.

Shri Kharabela Swain : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I, hon. Member Shri Mohan Singh and hon. Member from Ladakh Shri Thupstan
Chhewang, had gathered near Teen Murti Bhawan. We wanted to proceed on foot to the Chinese Embassy just to hand
over a memorandum because the Chinese Government has given death sentence to one of the Buddhist monks. So, just
to absolve him of this death sentence, we wanted to hand over a memorandum, but the police had stopped us and one
police official …. * told us that he would arrest all of us. We could see that all the people and vehicles were passing
through that way. But we, Members of Parliament, have been stopped by the police. We said that we would only go and
hand over this memorandum to the Chinese Ambassador. We said that we will come back if they do not accept it and
we are not going to make a forcible entry into the Chinese Embassy. But the police behaved with us as if we are in China.

Sir, I agree that they may not agree with our contention. But India is a democratic country. In a democratic country,
do we not have the right just to go and submit a memorandum? I was so startled yesterday that I could not believe my
eyes to see that it is my own Government, my own police which is behaving in this manner with Members of Parliament.

So, I seek your protection. I wanted to move a Privilege Motion on this matter because the police prevented
Members of Parliament from doing their duty. One … * DCP also came.

Mr. Speaker: Names to be deleted.

Shri Kharabela Swain : She said you go through the procedure, and the protocol says you will go to the Ministry of
External Affairs to give a memorandum. Sir, I am not the Government. I am the people’s representative. Should I go to
the Ministry of External Affairs just to submit a memorandum?

Ultimately they asked us to come. We went. We submitted the memorandum and we came back. Nothing happened.
The heavens did not fall. But I was very surprised. Sir, through you, I am drawing the attention of the Government that
we want a good relationship with China, but not in this way. Why is the Government so panicky about China? So, let the
Members of Parliament have the right to go. So I appeal to you to kindly instruct the Government that the police should
not behave with us, the Members of Parliament, in this way because we do not want to break the law. Thank you very
much, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: This is the first time, just now you have brought it to my notice.

Shri Kharabela Swain : Sir, I told you.

Mr. Speaker: While I was passing the corridor, you said you wanted to mention one thing. Certainly I shall look into it.

Shri Kharabela Swain : Thank you, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: You could have brought it to my notice earlier.

… (Interruptions)

Mr. Speaker: We are all working every minute.
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7 December 2004 Discussion Under Rule 193

FOREIGN POLICY OF THE GOVERNMENT

Shri Suresh Prabhakar Prabhu (Rajapur): Mr. Chairman, Sir, at the outset, I thank you for giving me this opportunity
to speak on this subject.

Sir, China is another neighbouring country of us. The Foreign Minister, the other day, while replying to a question in
Parliament, has said that while we are committed to resolve the border dispute with China, we would also like to
further our economic relations with China. I am sure we cannot miss out an opportunity with China, which is now the
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fastest growing economy in the world, which is growing so fast that probably one day it will be surpassing the US
economy within the next few years’ time.

Therefore, our relation with China also assumes great importance. I just now said about our short-term, medium-
term and long-term policies. While on the one hand, on the short-term we should know what is the policy that the
Government is pursuing in respect of China, on the other hand, we should also explore the possibility as to whether we
can have a common market with our close neighbour China which will really put us into a great advantage. I am saying
this because India and China are the two largest populations of the world. India has 16 per cent of the global population
and China has about 18 per cent of the global population. So, between India and China, we have more than 33 per cent
of the global population and if they have a common market, it can influence the world economy in a very significant way.

Shri Kharabela Swain (Balasore): Thank you. The foreign policy of a country is a continuing affair and generally, it
does not change with the change in the Government. That is why, it does not make much of a change when the new
Government has come.

Very excellent speeches have been made by many hon. Members. I will not repeat those points. I would just make
two-three suggestions. The Nathu La Pass near Sikkim should be opened quickly so that the trade with China could be
increased. In fact, I had been to Nathu La Pass about some months back. People are eagerly waiting that it should be
opened so that India has bilateral trade relationship with China.

I would also like to request the hon. Minister that if not directly — as it is a very controversial issue — through
track-II diplomacy, the Chinese Government should be requested that it should allow His Holiness Dalai Lama for a
dialogue. The Chinese Government should have a dialogue with him since His Holiness has disbanded the idea of an
independent country in the name of Tibet. Tibet should be given a real autonomous status in the State of China.

Shri Asaduddin Owaisi (Hyderabad): Mr. Chairman, Sir, thank you. At the outset, I would like to point out to the
hon. learned BJP Member who talked about India not participating enough in the peace keeping troops….

Then, he talked about Tibet. There are many issues to be resolved with China. We should always remember Panchsheel
policies. The most important aspect of Panchsheel policies was that we will not interfere in matters of other countries.
When the BJP was in power, the Prime Minister went over there and we achieved a great thing for our country. After
that, Sikkim was recognised as part of India. It was removed from Chinese official website and maps. They agreed that it
was not an independent country. So, it will be in the interest of our nation that we should not talk about other countries.

Coming to Dalai Lama, what we are doing with Dalai Lama and what is our position, Dalai Lama knows very well. We
have never allowed this great nation of ours to be used against any country. This is the principal that has been followed
and it should be continued to be followed.

I have listened to various things about India not having a foreign policy. The Common Minimum Programme talks
about it very clearly. I would also like to reiterate over here what the Minister of External Affairs has stated. He has
emphasized that India’s foreign policy is not dedicated to any dogma or doctrine. It has flexibility to deal with problems
in international relations as and when they come up. What more do you want? It is very clear.
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20 Dec. 2004 Question to be Answered

THREAT TO INDIA FROM TIBET LAKE

3113.  Shri Iqbal Ahmed Saradgi:
Sambasiva Rayapati Rao:
Salarapatty Kuppusamy Kharventhan: Will the Minister of Water Resources be pleased to state:-

(a) whether Tibet Lake that created threat to India recently has started receding;
(b) if so, whether China has invited India to Lhasa for discussions;
(c) if so, whether a team of experts visited China to study the Tibet Lake;
(d) if so, the outcome of discussions held;
(e) the extent to which India has agreed to take steps to check its effect on our territory in future;



354 INDIAN PARLIMENT ON THE ISSUE OF TIBET - LOK SABHA DEBATES

(f) whether India and China have reached any agreement to take joint steps; and
(g) if so, the details thereof?

The Minister of State in the Ministry of Water Resources (Shri Jai Prakash Narayan Yadav)
(a) (b) and (c) The Chinese authorities, during a visit of the Indian Technical Team to Lhasa during September 18-20,

2004, had informed that the artificial lake created due to blockage of river Parechu by a landslide on July 08, 2004
had started receding from August 20, 2004.

(d) During the discussions, the Tibet Autonomous Region Authorities had agreed that structural measures for controlled
removal of blockage leading to emptying of lake were necessary before the advent of next flood season and that
matter has to be taken up with their Central Government through diplomatic channels.

(e) (f) and (g) The matter was taken up with the Chinese authorities through diplomatic channels and a visit to Beijing
by the Indian Team is planned during the last week of December, 2004 for further discussions.
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18 April 2005 Question to be Answered

TIBETAN LINK IN POACHING OF TIGERS

3629. Shri Uday Singh
Adhir Ranjan Chowdhury: Will the Minister of Environment and Forests be pleased to state:-

(a) whether the Government is aware that some Tibetan poachers are active in the poaching of tigers in the country
as reported in the Statesman dated March 23, 2005;

(b) if so, the facts and the details thereof;
(c) whether the census of tigers is being conducted by the three decade old method of pug mark counting;
(d) if so, the extent to which such method of counting is accurate; and
(e) the concrete steps taken to adopt latest method of counting of tigers and also to check poaching activities of

Tibetans in the country?

Minister of State in the Ministry of Environment and Forests (Shri Namo Narain Meena)
(a) & (b) Body parts of tiger, leopard, otter and other wild animals have been seized several times from persons of

Tibetan origin.
(c) & (d) The methodology in vogue for estimating tiger population through pugmarks yielded a total count rather

than a statistical estimate. This has been refined with inputs from the Scientists of Wildlife Institute of India, and
the refinement now addresses these concerns by mapping tiger distribution at the best resolution using pugmark
as an index for tiger presence and abundance. Total number estimates will be inferred by sampling and intensive
research level data collection within the sample block by using scientifically valid and peer reviewed techniques.

The following steps have been taken to protect wild animals in the country:
(i) Legal protection has been provided to wild animals including tigers against hunting and commercial exploitation

under the provisions of the Wildlife (Protection) Act. 1972.
(ii) Financial and technical help is being extended to the States under Centrally Sponsored Schemes for enhancing the

capacity and infrastructure to provide effective protection to wild animals.
(iii) The Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI) has been empowered under the Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972 to

apprehend and prosecute wildlife offenders.
(iv) The Ministry of Home Affairs has addressed all State Governments to lend a helping hand to the field formations

to curb poaching and illegal trade in wildlife.
(v) A National Wildlife Action Plan (2002-2016) has been launched with several action points and priority projects

for conservation and protection of wildlife in the country.
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25 April 2005 Question to be Answered

JOINT PROJECT ON CAPTIVE BREEDING OF TIBETAN ANTELOPE

4381.  Shri Thupstan Chhewang: Will the Minister of Environment and Forests be pleased to state:-
(a) whether the Union Government is aware that the Government of Jammu and Kashmir and Laddakh Area Hill

Development Council (LAHDC), Leh is in the process of funding a joint project to start Artificial/captive breeding
of Tibetan Antelope (Chiru);

(b) if so, the details thereof;
(c) whether the Union Government is also aware that similar project is being undertaken by the Government of

China in Tibet;
(d) if so, whether there is any proposal to exchange information and technology with China; and
(e) if so, the details thereof?

Minister of Environment and Forests (Shri A. Raja)
(a) No, Sir.
(b) Does not arise.
(c) No, Sir.
(d) & (e)Does not arise.
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