
ASSEMBLY DEBATES

NATIONAL ASSEMBLY OF PAKISTAN

Saturday, the 20th November, 1965

The National Assembly of Pakistan met in the Assembly Chamber
(Ayub Hall), Rawalpindi, at nine of the clock, in the morning, Mr.
Speaker (I\1r. Justice Abdul Jabbar Khan) in the Chair.

(Recitation from the Holy Quran)

STARRED QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

FlR~,IS FRODLJC1~G OPTICAL GOODS

57. *Dr. Aleem-al-Razee: Will the Minister for Industries be pleased
to state the number of firms producing optical goods in Pakistan and of
those in East Pakistan?

S::11 cia~· Eh:L<:r Hayat Khan: Forty-ona and twenty-five respectively.

Dr. Aleem-al-Razee: Since the people of East Pakistan seem to be
blind. w}-_:>;:;te;ic;do the Government contemplate to encourage the op-
tical goods producing firms in East Pakistan?

Sardar Khizer Hayat Khan: Will you kindly repeat?
Dr. Aleem-al-Razee: I will. My question was: since the people of

East Pakistan seem to be blind what steps do Government propose to
t,,~~E. to encourage the industr ics pic·ducing· cptical goods in East
Pa:~i:·.an :

Sardar Khizer Hayat Khan: Sir, as far as the Government knows,
they are not blind, but if Dr. Razee has got any specific information
about the blindness, he may tell us.

:VIr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: May I know from the honourable
Par liamentary Secretary for Industries as to whether the raw materials
necessary for the production of optical goods are available in East
Pakistan or you have to import it from abroad?

Sardar Khizcr Hayat Khan: Sir, for that I require notice. Efforts
are being made to meet the requirement locally.

TELEPHONE EXCHANGE XN GULBERG

58. "'Mr. Aleem-al-Razee: Will the Minister for Communications be
pleased to state:

(a) the total expenditure incurred on the establishment of the tele-
phone exchange in Gulberg residential area in Lahore; and

( 207 l
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(b) whether it is a fact that the said telephone exchange contains
10,000 lines and that the number of subscribers is only 500 ?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigo l : (a) Rs. 32,40,000.

(b) No. The total capacity is 1,500 lines only of which 1,157 con-
nections have been given.

. lVI.r.Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: ~ay I know how it could be pos-
sible lor the Government to set. up a lme of 1,500 capacity whereas it
appears that 1,157 connections were hitherto taken a time when you
could not change the old boards in Sub-division and District Towns 't

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: Sir, as far as the utilization of the
lines are concerned, an exchange is never used to its full capacity and
it is always working either at 90 or 95 per cent. At 95 per cent the
number of lines which can be used would be 1,425 of which 1,157 con-
nections have already been given and there is a pending demand for
about 300 lines. This will take the load on the exchange which is sup-
posed to be or considered to be optimum. Regarding the objection
raised by the honourable Member on the provision of these connections
m Gulberg when we have not been able to replace old exchanges, it
would be appreciated that it is a question of priority. The residential
area of Gulberg houses has very im-portant Government offices and it is
necessary that these officials should be contactable at all times so that
at the time of emergency, as it occurred, they are not cut off.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Will the Parliamentary Secretary please
inform when this exchange of Gulberg was installed?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: Sir, I do not have the information
in my brief, but according to personal knowledge it was about a year
ago.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Sir, it is evident that within a year almost
80 per cent of the capacity of the exchange has been exhausted then
why an elaborate scheme for covering phone requirements for five years
has not been drawn up. It is hoped that it will be completed within
a very short time because there is great difficulty for having telephone
connections in the Gulberg area.

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: Mr. Speaker, Sir, it is very strange
that the Opposition blows hot and cold in the same breath. On one
side, we hear that these lines should not have been provided because
other places have more importance and, on the other, we hear that we
should have provided more lines.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Is it a fact that Government is accustomed.
to having short sighted policy because we have seen other exchanges
too? But whenever an extension was made in any exchange, it was
filled up within a year and people had to suffer?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: It is a matter of satisfaction that
the Government is always under-estimating the growth rate of Pakistan.
because it shows that the economy of this country is very dynamic; the
people of this country are very dynamic and I pray to God that it always
remains so.
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A Member: Lack of foresight!

TEA PRODUCTION IN PAKISTAN

59 .. *Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Will the Minister for Commerce be
pleased to state:

(a) the quantity of tea produced in Pakistan during 1961-62, 1962-
63, 1963-54 and 1964-65;

(b) the quantity of tea consumed in the country during 1961-62,
1962-63, 1963-64 and 1964-65;

(c) the quantity of tea exported during 1961-62, 1962-63, 1963-64 and
1964-65, and the foreign exchange earned, year-wise; and

(d) whether there has been any increase in the price of ,different
brau~ {Ii tea consumed in the country and the reasons therefor?

IVi1'. Nural Haque Choudhury: (a), (b) and (c) A statement is placed
on the Table of the House,

(d) Yes, The apparent reason is a shortfall in the production of tea
this year compared to last year and consequent increase in internal auc-
tion prices.
Statement showing figu1'es of production, consumption and export of

Pakistani Tea

Year product ion
(million lbs.)

Co isumption
(Estimated
million Ibs.)

Foreign Exchange
Export earned

(million Ibs.) (Crore Rupees)

2 3 4 '"-'

1961.62
1962-63
1963-64
1964-65

58'46
51 '83
55'53
63'20

47'47
49'57
51 '67
55'00

11'36
3 'II
Nil
5'28

2'41
1'02
O'OJ
0'98

Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Will the honourable Parliamentary
Secretary please look at the figure of. 1963-64 in which the production
is 55 million pounds and the consumption is only 51.67 million pounds
and the export is nil, what is the reason of having no export that year?

~'~r. Nural Haque Choudhury: There was no need to export in that
year,

Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Will the Parliamentary Secretary please
tell us whether it is a fact that Government does not want to earn
foreign exchange?

Jh. Nural Haque Chcudhury : That is your opinion, but it is not
correct.

Mr. Speaker: Next question.
Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Sir, Minister is on his legs.
Mr. Speaker: Do you like to reply to the question?
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Mr. Ghulam Faruque: Mr. Speaker, Sir, the figures of production
and consumption without taking into consideration the other factors
which go to the normal marketing of the tea are likely to be deceptive.
In 1963-64, the production was 55.53 million pound; the consumptoin
estimated to be 51.67. These are figures that have been quoted to the
best of ability, but it is extremely difficult with the consumption all over
East and West Pakistan to get accurate figure. In my opinion, there is
a big margin for error in the figures of consumption. The other thing
is that there is always a pipeline. Tea has to come from East Pakistan.
At this stage we find that tea has to be in the pipeline there. But I can
give assurance that we are watching the matter very carefully.

Dr. Aleem-al-Razee : I:: it a fact that since the honourable Min.: 'er
consumed more tea, there is no export?

ACH.EAGE OF TEA FL~N'L\TION IN PAKISTA:'<

60. *Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Will the Minister for Commerce be
pleased to state the acreage of tea plantation in Pakistan during the years
1961-62,1962-63, 1963-64 and 1964-65, and the steps taken so far to grow
more tea in the country?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: The acreage under tea was as follows:
on ,31st March, 1961 . . . . . . .. 78,891 acres
on 131stMarch, 1962 . . . . . . .. 80,696 acres
on 31st March, 1963 . . . . ". ., 83,699 acres
on 31st March, 1964 . . . . . . . . 87,655 acres
on 31st March, 1965 . . . . . . .. 91,540 acres

The steps taken to grow more tea are enumerated in the statement placed
on the Table of the House.

Statement Bhowing the steps been taken by Gcv2rnn1ent in recenr l/<.'Qrs
tc grew more tea

1. Compulsory expansion.-Under the provisions of the Pakis can
Tea Ordinance, 1959, all tea gardens in Pakistan were directed, with
effect from 1959, to expand the area under tea cultivation, compulsorily,
by a minimum of 3% per annum. Under this scheme, a total of 12,894
acres of land had been brought under tea by the end of 1964-65.

2. Setting up of n('w gardens.-Approximately 14,700 :,\Cf'C'S of new
land had been allotted to 17 parties for setting up new tea gardens.
Under the terms of the lease, the allottees are required to bring 50o/~ of
the area under tea cultivation within 7 years of the allotment.

3. Rehabilitation of derelict gaTdens.-App!Joximately 7,250 a: res
of land of derelict tea gardens has been allotted to 7 parties for rehabili-
tation.

4. Utuisctum of eXcess lands of existing gardens.-The Tea Deveop-
ment Committee of the Pakistan Tea Board has initiated a scheme for
the utilisation of about 41,000 acres of land, in the existing tea estates,
which is suitable for tea cultivation, but has not been utilised for this
purpose so far. The scheme aims at bringing 50% of this land under
tea cultivation within a period of seven years.
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5. InfilLing and RepLanting.-The work of infilling and replanting
of new tea plants in natural vacancies and old tea areas in existing
gardens, is being pursued vigorously. A total of '35,230 acres have been
inf lled during the last six years. Replanting is proceeding at the rate
of 2% per annum.

6. O;;her 7),easures.-In addition to the above, Gover-nment hen been
helping the tea gardens to increase their production through grant of
loans at concessional rates to tea estates, tax holiday for new gardens,
liberal import licence for essential requirements, like machinery, insec-
ticides, seeds fertilizers, etc. Government is also carrying out a survey
for artificial irrigation of tea gardens in the districts of Sylhet and Chit-
tagong to enable the tea gardens to take up artificial irrigation to im-
pre ve yield and to prevent recurrent losses due to drought.

Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Will the honourable Parliamentary Sec-
retary please state whether it is a fact that quite a few of the new
gal,dens which were given to some of the people as political patronage
have not yet started the most initial work there?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: I require notice for this.

Or. Aleem-al-Razee: Will the honourable Parliamentary Secretary
be pleased to disclose the names of those seventeen parties to whom new
tea gardens have been allotted?

Mr. Nural Haque Chaudhury : I require notice for this also.

lYj!'. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: It appears from the answer that
dU:'mg the year 1963 the acreage in tea cultivation WJ.~ 33,699 whereas
the production was the lowest in comparison to other figures available
here for five years. Will the Parliamentary Secretary please tell me
whether Government is prepared to have any enquiry as to the lesser
prc duction particularly that year?

ivrr. Ghuh''I1 Faruque: Sir. the Government carried out !', detailed
investigation into it. It was brought about by drought conditions. A
special committee was appointed to investigate the matter and action is
already in hand. Progressively over a period of years it W01l1denable
the hazards arising out of the climatic conditions to be overcome to a
cer :ain extent. That matter is in hand.

CEMf.XT FACTORIES I~ EAST PAKISTAN

61. *Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Will the Minister for Industries be
p):-,sl;d t" r2f<'?r to his press statement at Chitta gong recently !,pq:wding
the establishment of two cement factories in East Pakistan and state the
steps taken so far to establish the said factories?

r.;;!l':b. •..Khizer Havat Khan: East Pakistan Industrial Deve:opment
Corooration have undertaken a feasibility study for economic mining
of Sunamganj lime-stone deposits and basing a cement factory on this
source.

As for the second factory based on lime-stone imported from Burma,
the matter is under consideration. If this proposition is found feasible,
the matter will be pursued further.
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Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Will the Parliamentary Secretary be
pleased to state whether it is a fact that for the Sunamganj lime-stone
cement factory a private party was already given a go-ahead signal. They
~er~ given foreign exchange to get foreign experts. They brought
rorergn experts. They got feasibility report and they were gomg
ahead of the project when it was taken over and given to the E.P.I.D.C.

Sardar Khizer Hayat Khan: As far as the first part is concerned, I
think it is baseless. As far as E.P.I.D.C. is concerned, it should be marie
very clear that the Geological Department and other surveys are being
carried out. The economic feasibility of the matter is under considera-
tion and it will be taken into consideration and the decision will be
taken later on.

Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Is it not a fact that the private party
got the feasibility report done by a Japanese Consultant which was ap-
proved by the Government of Pakistan?

Sardar Khizej- Hayat Khan: I have made it clear and I have nothing
to do. I have very clearly stated that So far there is no party which
has been entrusted with this job.

Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Will the honourable Minister for In-
dustries kindly state whether it is a fact that a private party in East
Pakistan got the feasibility study of the cement factory done by the
foreign experts, Japanese Consulting Institute, with the approval from
the Government of Pakistan.

Mr. Altaf Hussain: The position is that the private party concerned
did carry out certain feasibility studies which were not considered satis-
factory by the E.P.I.D.C. and the private party concerned did not make
full utilization of the lease given to it with the result that the setting up
of a cement factory or factories in East Pakistan based on indigenous
Erne-stone has been unconsciously delayed. Therefore, it has been
considered necessary in the interest of East Pakistan and in order to set
up as quickly as possible a cement factory in East Pakistan that E'.P.LD.C.
should undertake proper feasibility studies and as soon as this is done,
the cement factory will be started. The private party concerned who
had been given certain rights will be associated) if it is found possible
III any manner, with the project.

Begum Mariam Hashimuddin Ahmed: Will the honourable Minister
for Industries please state the reason why so much time was wasted in
(iving it to a private party which turne j out to be unsuccessful ill such
.n important matter?

Mr. Altaf Hussain: For the simple reason that the Government
vanted to give as much encouragement as possible to the private parties;
',nr] it is only when they fail that the Government takes it up.

Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Will the Minister for Industries kindly
; a li: whether the party was ever informed bv the GovP'"nrr;eI1t-'Jnly
nee, not twice-that the pace of their work was not satisfactory?

A Member: Supplementary, Sir.
Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Sir, my question has not been an-

wered.
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Mr. Altaf Hussain: I have given a complete answer. What else do
you want?

Mr. Mukhlesuzzaman Khan: Whether the fact that their work was
unsatisfactory was ever intimated to them?

Mr. Altaf Hussain: There may not have been any official communi-
cation; but to the best of my knowledge now or before I became a Minis-
ter it was done.

Dr. Aleem-al-Razee: Will the honourable Minister for Industries be
pleased to tell the House the price of one bag of cement in East Pakistan
and also in West Pakistan?

Mr. Altaf Hussain: Notice please.

Mr. Speaker: Question No. 62 !

Mr. Mizanu- Rahman Chowdhury: Will the Minister for Industries
please tell me the name of that private party?

(l nterrupt i0Ti S')

Mr. Altai Hussain: If the honourable Member puts in a supplement-
ary question, we will find out the party.

Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: It is a supplementary question.

IMPORT OF CEMENT AG..<\]NST BONUS VOUCHERS

62. *Mr. A. B. M. Nurul Islam (put by Mr. Mizanur Rahman
Chowdhury): Will the Minister for Commerce be pleased to st3t-" whe-
ther it is a fact that in future cement will be imported against bonus
vouchers only? If so, why?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: In West Pakistan cement is importable
on bonus vouchers only. In East Pakistan it is .importable under the
free list.

The position will be reviewed at the time of formulation of the next
Import Policy.

Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: Will the honourable Parliament-
ary Secretary please give me the reason why cement is imported in West
Pakistan through bonus vouchers, and in East Pakistan through free
list?

Mr. Ghulam Faruque: The reasons are obvious. In West Pakistan
there is a fairly large production capacity of cement, and there are
occasions when cement is surplus here. The allowing of cement to
come in under bonus vouchers to West Pakistan is to provide for need
of some special kind of cement which is not produced in the country.
Also, I think, it acts as a check on the price so that the prices are kept
under control.

Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: May I know from the honour-
able Minister as to whether these two types of cement in both the wings
make any difference in prices?
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Mr. Ghulam Faruque: I could not quite understand the question.
Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: I wanted to know from the

honourable Minister as to whether the difference in the way of import
makes any difference of the price of cement in both the wings.

Mr. Ghulam Faruque: Sir, I have not got the exact calculations;
but if the intention of the honourable Member is that cement is more
expensive in West Pakistan, or is it that by allowing 0on~s voucher-s for
the import of cement in West Pakistan whether we are able to push up
the price or push it down, I have not been able to follow it. The prices
are there, and now lot of cement is coming to East Pakistan from foreign
countries. I think that at the present moment it is coming from China.
I have not really got to the bottom of what the honourable Member is
asking for.

Mr. Habibur Rahman: Is the honourr.bls Minister aware th=t cement
is not imported now-a-days, and thereby its price has gone up to
Rs. 14.00.

(Interruptions)

Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: Answer, Sir.

Mr. Habibu- Rahman: Shall I repeat the question? Is the honour-
able Commerce Minister aware that cem=nt is not imnor table under tree
list now-a-days, and thereby the prices of cement have gone up to Rs. 14
or Rs. If) per bag in East Pakistan?

Mr. Nura l Haquo Choudhury : I\To; it is still available under the
free list.

Mr. Habibur Rahman: It is only allowed to be imported from China
now-a-days.

Mr. Nura! Haque Choudhn.ry : It i.s bp':au"? cf ',::e en:er?cl1cy that
the imports of cement have been tied to China only.

Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: May I know from the honourable
Parliamentary Secretary as to whether it is within his knowledge that
the price of cement has gone so high in East Pakistan that it has already
reached Rs. 15 per bag of cement there or Rs. 300 per ton?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: If there is any rise in the price of
cement, it is due to the present emergency, as there is a lot of disloca-
tion in the communication system. Due to this emergency, Sir. there
was a blocked of passage from one place to another, and that is the re3.-
son for the increase i.n the price of cement.

Mr. Mizanur Rahm':ln Chowdhury: How are cf,'n:' t· re'iE:\'e the
people of that difficulty? You know it is hindering the development of
East Pakistan very seriously.

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury; Government is aware of this situation
and is looking into the matter.

Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: Looking, looking, and doing noth-
ing.
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PANISTAN TEA BOARD

63. *Mr. Ajmal Ali Choudhury: Will the Minister for Commerce be
pleased to state:

(a) the person who received the largest number of votes for selec-
tion as a member of the Pakistan Tea Board to represent the proprietary
tea interests in the election held by the Pakistan Tea Association as per
Beard's letter No. 3537:1A-2160, dated the Ist May, 1963 ; and

(b) the number of votes received by Khan Bahadur Mujibur Rahman
who was eventually nominated to the Pakistan Tea Board in the elec-
tion mentioned in (a) above?

MI'. Nural Haque Choudhury: (a) It is understood that in the infer-
m il naliot organized by the Pakistan Tea Association for the purpose of
recommending a nominee of the proprietary Tea Estates, lVIr. Aminur
Rash id Choudhury secured the largest number of votes.

(b) Khan Mujibur Rahman Khan was nominated to the Tea Board
b.•.., the Central Government under clause (c) of sub-section (1) of sec-
tion :3 of the Tea Ordinance, 1959. The nomination was not made in
pursuance of the ballot referred to in (a) above. Information is not
readi iy available with regard to the number of votes secured by him.

Mr. Aimal Ali Choudhury: Mav I know from the honourable Parlia-
mentary S-ecretary as to what he actually means by "informal ballot" '?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: It was an informal ballot. It was
held by the members of the Tea Association. The Government asked
the Tea Association to send the name of some nominee, and accordingly
informally the Association held the ballot there. It was not prescribed.
and 1here are no hard and fast rules that the nominee is to be selected
by a ballot.

1\!Ir. Ajmal Ali Choudhury: This is not my question, Sir. I wanted
to know from the honourable Parliamentary Secretary what he actually
means by an "informal ballot."

],Ur. Nural Haque Choudhury: There was no prescribed rule of
se'c'::ln0.:1 nominee to the Tea Boaro ov the Tea Association en the basis
of a 11i:1l10t. They were not also authorized to just select a nominee by
the s vstem of ballot. So it was informally held by the Association.

Mr. Hasan A. Shaikh: Is this method of excluding the majority the
method of the present regime of democracy? Is it the brand of the pre-
sent regime of democracy?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: I request the honourable Member
here that in the matter of the appointment of a member to the Tea
Boarrl the question of democracy does not arise.

Sl'EC11\L ALLOCATION OF FOREIGN EXCHANGE TO AN OFFICER OF PAKISTA"l' FOREIGN
SERVICE

64, "Mr. Ajmal AU Choudhury: Will the Minister for Foreign Aff8irs
be pleased to state:

(CI) whether it is a fact that an officer of the Pakistan Foreign
Service has been allowe ? CI 'Oned::, 1 ~oc-",i;:m ",~,c1'aD':re quota of Rs. 2,000,00
per month ever since he joined that Service; and
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(b) if the answer to (a) above be in the affirmative, the reasons
thereof, and whether Government propose to continue this concession to
him; if so, the reasons therefor ?

Mr. Muhammad Qasim Malik: (a) Yes.

(b) The foreign exchange was agreed after taking into consideration
the special circumstances of the officer concerned.

The Government does not intend to continue this concession
indefinitely and for this reason reviews the case every year On merits.

Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: Will the Parliamentary Secretary
be pleased to state to whom the foreign exchange was allocated under such
special circumstances?

Mr. Muhammad QasilJ1 Malik: The officer concerned is the second
son of His Highness the Nawab of Bahawalpur and the amount has been
sanctioned to him in order to enable him to maintain his social status.
He was appointed to the Foreign Service in pursuance of Government
policy that the rulers' children should be encouraged to join Govern-
ment service. The quota granted to him is from his CVvl1 means. The
name of the officer is Prince Abbasi.

Mr. Hasan A. Shaikh: It is a part of the project which depicts ' poor
Pakistan' or is it 'princely Pakistan'?

Mr. Muhammad Qasim Malik: He represents the 'poor Pakistan'
abroad, such as Pakistan is abroad and, as I said, this is to encourage
the sons of the Chiefs to join Foreign Service and because of the poor
pay the amount was allocated to him in keeping with his status, It will
not continue for a long time to come.

Mr. Ajmal Ali Chowdhury: How long will it continue?

Mr. Muhammad Qasim Malik: As long as the Government feels it
necessary.

Dr. Aleem-al-Razee: Will the Parliamentary Secretary be pleased. to
state whether the assignment cf this gentleman was absolutely indis-
nensable for the Government of Pakistan to propagate foreign policy of
Basic Democracies?

Mr. Muhammad Qasim Malik: It was done in 1950 and I have given
the reasons and it is not considered advisable to bring about a change
of contract, agreed upon by the previous regime.

OJ". Aleem-al-Razee : How do ycu profess to be a revolutionary Gov-
ern rr.ent if you do not want to chance und esir ablo things of tho l~~·"';.-ious.

ApPLICATION OF' DR. J AMSHED BAKHT FOR RETUR',," TO P[,KIST' C,

fi5. *Ml·. AjmaI Ali Choudhury: Will the Minister [or Foreign Arfairs
be lJ1P:l "pel to St8 tf~ :

(a) whether one, Dr. .Iamshed Bakht of Sylhet. had applied to the
Pakistan Embassy in Rome for financial help to enable him to return to
Pakistan in ] 958; and
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(b) whether it is a fact that he was given £ 80 as help to enable

him to return to Pakistan; if so, whether this amount was recovered
from him?

Mr. Muhammad Qasim Malik: (a) and (b) Material for answer is
being collected and will be placed on the Table of the House in due

• course.

Mr. Ajmal AIi Choudhury: Any action has been taken?

Mr. Muhammad Qasim Malik: The material is being collected by
Government.

Mr. Ajmal Ali Choudhury: Why Government did not take action
before?

Mr. Muhammad Qasim Malik: He is going on asking questions when
J have already said that material is being collected.

EMPLOYMENT OF PAKISTANI LABOUR IN GERMANY

66. *Mr. Ajmal Ali Choudhury: Will the Minister for Foreign Affairs
be pleased to state whether Government was ever approached by the
Government of Federal Republic of Germany to allow 80,000 migrants to
go to that country? If so, is it a fact that Government refused to allow
migrants to go to that country? If so, why?

Mr. Muhammad Qasim Malik: No such request was received from
the Government of Federal Republic of Germany. It was in fact the·
Government of Pakistan who approached the Federal Government of
West Germany to consider the employment of Pakistani labour in that
country. In a note addressed by our Embassy in Bad Godesberg to the
Minister of Interior of West Germany in July, 1965, we suggested that a
joint German-Pakistan body should be set up in Pakistan and suitable
Pakistani labourers-both skilled and unskilled-selected for working in
West Germany. -

This proposal was made with the view that it would, on the one hand,
provide employment to OUr people in West Germany and, on the other
hand, earn foreign exchange, which could be used for offsetting the de-
ficit in our balance of payments with West Germany.

We are pursuing this matter which is now under the consideration
of the Government of West Germany.

U.N.-PAK. DRILLI?-:GPROJECT

67. *Mir Nabi Baksh Zehri (put by Mr. Hasan A. Shaikh) : Will the
Minister for Natural Resources be pleased to state:

(a) the results of drilling done by the Geological Survey of Pakistan
or under the UN-PAK Drilling Project in .Sor Range, Sinjohi and ~;e-
gari areas; and

(b) whether drilling has been carried out in the Sinjdhi coal mining'
area; if not, the reasons therefor, and the approximate date by which the
drilling, if any, will be done in the said area?

Sardar Khizer Hayat Khan: (a) A statement showing the results of
drilling by the Geological Survey of Pakistan and the UN-PAK Mineral,
Survey Project is placed on the Table of the House.



278 NATIONAL ASSEMBLY 07 pAKISTAN [20TH NOVEMBER, 1965

(b) The Geological Survey of Pakistan has not carried out any
drilling in the Sinjdhi coal mining area. Drilling in that area is not
considered necessary as it is undertaken only when geological and
geophysical studies do not provide sufficient information for under-
standing sub-surface structure. The area has already been mapped in
all possible details. The behaviour of the coal seam has been studied
thoroughly. Siesmic investigations have also been made. With this
data the geology of the area is well understood.

,STATEMENT SHOWING THE DETAILED RESULTS OF ALL THE 17
BORE HOLES DRILLED IN SOR RANGE-DEGARI-SINJDHI
AREA BY THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF PAKISTAN AND THE
UN-PAK MINERAL SURVEY PROJECT.

Hole No.1

Location.-Lease No. 102, new area, Central Scr RmJge.
Dep:h of HoLe·-331 feet.

Remarks.-Hole was drilled tc ootain information about th'3 sub-
surface structu r e.
No coal.

Hole No.2

L:,e;lon.-Lease No. 102, new :'::-e:}, Central S'Jr R2nge.
Depil of HO!'?-237 feet.
Rer,:arks.·-No coal hole dril lcd tel test the sub:':.,rfClC s:n.iC"_lre.

Hole No.3

De:ch of Hole.--431 fe2t.
Remarks.·--2 coal seams; first a! ~'19 fe,;t with thickness of' 1 foot and

the other at 378 feet also with thickness of 1 foot.

Hole No.4

Location.-Ncw Area, Central SOl' Ran ge.
Deeth oj HG>;---~~'~; fec~.
Re:·',o:rks.-4 ft":et tl,jck coal r.E'(~ at ~'tf :·2A.

Hole No.5

Locatian.--Le:1~e :\0. 5, ~Egari.
Depth of Hok.-·--1 f:1 ieet.
Rern.arks.-9 irlf.,h0: c~\a} bfd at ~t~9ie~t.

Hole No.6

Lacatiol'l.-Lea~e No. 5. DEgan.
Depth o] Hole.--392 feet.
Remarks.-Coal bed of 7 inches at 313 feet.
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Hole NO.7

Location.-South of Lease No. 59, Northern Sor Range.
Depth of Hole.-600 feet.
Remarks.-No coal. Hole was drilled to obtain geologic information,

Hole No.8

Location.-Lease No. 58, Northern Sor Range.
Depth of Hole.-260 feet.
Remarks.-4 feet of coal bed at 223 feet.

Hole No.9

Location.-Lease No.3, Degari.
Depth of Hole.-271 feet.
Re: u::rks.--l foot coal bed at 264 feet.

Hole No. 10

Location.--Lease No.2, Degari.
DC"Dth of Hole.-l,411 feet.
Remarks.-Repeated mechanical troubles made it di1ficult to

beyond this depth. No coal seam was encountered
this depth.

drill
up to

Hole No. 11

Location.--Lease No.2, Degari.
Depth of Hole.--·l,378 feet.
Remarks.-No coal.

Hole No. 12

Location.--Lease No.2, Degari.
Depth of Hole.-761 feet.
Remarks.-No coal.

Hole No. 13

Location.--Lease No.2, Degari.
Depth of Hole.-788 feet.
Remarks.-No coal.

Hole No. 14 (WDH-H)

Location.-South of lease No. 102, new area, Central Sor Range.
Depth of Hole.-2,171 feet.
Remarks.-No coal. Could not reach coal bed due to mechanical

trouble.
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Hole No. 15 (WDH.12)

Lo~'ation.-Between hole No. 14 and coal out crop, Central Sor Range.
Deixti of Hole.-1,508 feet.
Rcmarks.-Coal beds at 1,429 feet and at 1,438 Ieet-c-with thickness

of a feet and 4~ feet

Hole No. 16 (WDH.14)

Location.-About 1 mile west of hole No. 15, Central Sor Range.
Depth of Hole.-1,968 feet.
RernarJ..:s.-Coal seams at two places, first at 1,847 feet with 6 inches

of thickness and second at 1,868 feet with 1 foot of thick-
ness.

Hole No. 17 (WDH·15)

Location.-! mile north of Ushbul Spring-Northern Sor Range,
Depth of Hole.-1,019 feet.
Remarks.-Hole abandoned at 1,200 feet. No coal seam encountered

up to this depth.

DEMOTION OF A TELEGRAPH SUPERVISOn

68. *Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Will the Minister for Communications
'be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that Mr. Taleb Ali, an employee of the
Telegraph and Telephone Department in Dacca, who is a matriculate, has
been demoted after officiating as Telegraph Supervisor for eight years:
and

(b) whether it is a fact that the Telegraph Supervisors who are non-
matriculate and junior to Mr. Taleb Ali have already been confirmed or
absorbed as Telegraph Supervisors?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: (a) No. Mr. Taleb Ali was only
a Telegraph Supervisor, a purely stop-gap arrangement made when re-
gularly recruited and trained Engineering Supervisors were not avail-
able. - Under the normal rules he was replaced by a qualified Engineer-
ing Supervisor.

(b) No. Only those who have completed the prescribed training
courses for an Engineering Supervisor's appointment have been absorbed
in the cadre. Mr. Taleb Ali has not qualified at any of these courses and
is, therefore, not eligible for appointment as an Engineering Supervisor.

~Ir. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Will the Parliamentary Secretary be pleased
to state why the particular employee wa s employed as a stop-gap
arrangement for 8 years?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: The technical services are
generally lacking not only in this particular case, but practically in
every walk of Pakistani life and it takes time to educate and train
skilled people. It is very gratifying that we have been ablr- to replCl.ce
unskilled people with skilled people at such junior level.
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Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Is it not a fact that some of the temporary
supervisors who were also employed on the basis of a stop-gap arrange-
ment and who were junior to him and who were non-matriculate were
absorbed?

lVIian Muhammad Rafique Saigol : Others who were absorbed have
qualified by passing the examination prescribed by the Government,
though they were junior to Mr. Taleb Ali.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Is it not a fact that Mr. Taleb AU had earned
good confidential report but he was not spared for the training; this is a
case of injustice. I wish the Parliamentary Secretary to assure me that
he will call for the files and render justice to his case.

NEan Muhammad Rafique Saigol: I assure the honourable Member
that if injustice has been done to him, it will be looked into, but
.according to the brief that 1have in my possession, Mr. Taleh Ali did
net i.ake the trouble and the advantage of completing the prescribed
c: urse and, therefore, he had to suffer.

Mr. Hasan A. Shaikh: Will the Parliamentary Secretary be pleased
VJ state whether he has any powers to call for the files?

Mian Muhammad Raflque Saigo l : I assure the honourable Member
that in cases which relate to parLamentary affairs the Secretariat is very
considerate and affords utmost co-operation.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: It is responsibility of the superior
offif'ers who have not spared him for training which should have enabled
him to qualify for the examination.

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol : Sir, I have already said we shall
look into it.

Mr. Mohammad Abdul Matin (Pabna) : Will the Parliamentary
Secretary be pleased to state whether 1\1r. 'I'aleb Ali was enjoying all the
priv ileges as a Supervisor for last eight years?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: I do not know what privileges Mr.
Abdul Matin is referring to?

Mr. Mohammad Abdul Malin (Pabna) : Privileges like pay, allow-
ances and other things as Supervisor.

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol : Mr. Taleb Ali was enjoying all
those privileges as admissible under the rules.

~dr. Mohammad Abdul Matin (Pabna): Will the Parliamentary
Secretary be pleased to state what was the purpose to keep Mr. 'I'aleb in
service when he was not found suitable to be absorbed in the permanent
cadre as supervisor because he had technical quality. I do not know
what was the purpose for the Government to give him all the allowances
for last 8 years.

Miun Muhammad Rafique Saigol: The purpose was that there was
nobodv else available for appointment and it is only when trained quali-
fied p'2rsons who had passed the course became available that Mr. Taleb
Ali WClS replaced.
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TELEPHONES FOR THAN AS

69. *Mr. A. S. M Sulaiman: Will the Minister for Communications
be pleased to state:

(a) the number of Police Stations connected so I2.!" by telephone
under the thana scheme in East Pakistan; and

(b) the approximate period within which all the thanas of East
Pakistan will be connected by telephone?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: (a) 345.

(b) By the end of this year.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman : Will the Parliamentary Secretary kindly
inform us whether all the Police Stations in East Pakistan have been
connected with the telephone?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: Sir, I do not have a list of the
Police Stations which have been connected with telephone but from the
brief I have with me I can say' that about 345 thanas have been con-
nected. The remaining 68 thanas are in the process of being connected
either by land lines or by high frequency radio and this work wil: be
completed by the end of the year.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Is the Parliamentary Secretary aware of
the Iact that the progress of the thana scheme has already been stoiped
in East Pakistan?

lVIian Muhammad Rafique Saigul : No, Sir; this is incorrect. This
is a project to which the Government attaches great importance

1\11' A. S. M. Sulaiman: Is the Parliamentary Secretary aware of
the fact that in some of the than as the telephones have been installed
in the local Muslim League Offices instead of installing the telephone in
the Post Offices which is the regular practice?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: Sir, this is absolutely incorrect
and I deny it.

Mr. A. S. M. Sufaiman : Is it a fact that a telephone has been
ir.stalled in the Arai Hazar Muslim League Office instead of installing
it in the Post Office?

Mian Muhammad Rafi:que Saigol ~ This is a specific question and T
would like notice for this.

Dr. Aleem-al-Razee: Will the Parliamentary Secretary please tell
the House that the Public Call Office established in the Nagarpur with-
in the District of Mymensingh and Tangail Sub-Division remains ou: of
order normally five days in a week?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: This may be one of the instances
where machines fail man, but we try to keep the services goinrj or 35
efficiently ae; possible. .
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TELEPHONE EXCHANGE AT GOPALDI BAZAR

70. *Mr. A. S. M Sulaiman: Will the Minister for Communications
be pleased to state the steps taken so far for installing a telephone
exchange at Gopaldi Bazar and P.C.O. at Baradi Bazar in the Dacca
District?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: The provision of an Exchange at
Gopaldi Bazar and P.C.O. at Baradi Bazar having been found unre-
munerative, further action has not been taken.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Will the Parliamentary Secretary kindly
inform the House what are the consideration of unremunerative
installations ?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: Sir, the Department has 'a
particular formula by which it works out the economics of any particular
exchange and, according to the brief which I have, the cost of the ex-
change was such that it would be prohibitive and would take a very
very long time to pay for; and the Department, being a commercial
organisation, did not feel it could undertake this heavy expenditure at
the cost of the Government Exchequer.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Is the Parliamentary Secretary aware of
the fact thati Gopaldi Bazar is one "of the important commercial centres
nut only in East Pakistan but as compared with any other market in the
country as well. There are sufficient applications for telephones and
will the Parliamentary Secretary consider their cases for installing tele-
phones.

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: The Government would certainly
be prepared to consider the cases where it can be proved that a parti-
cular expenditure is remunerative and justifiable.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman : Is the Parliamentary Secretary aware of
the fact that there has been a Telegraph Office in Baradi Bazar in the
Dacca District and installation of a telephone is absolutely justifiable?
Will he look into this case?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: We will look into this case and
I must again emphasise that only if it, is a commercially feasible pro-
position, it will be taken into consideration.

Al-haj Moulvi Sultan Ahmed: Will the Parliamentary Secretary
kindly tell the House whether the Government has any plan to connect
the Sandz/ip Island which is an off-shore Island, with a telephone. This
island is always affected by cyclone. Is there any proposal that it shall
be connected with the telephone very soon ?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: I am sorry 1 could not hear at all.
Could you please repeat?

Al-haj MO,ulvi Sultan Ahmed: Will the Parliamentary Secretary
be pleased to tell the House whether he has got any plan of connecting
Sandwip Island which off-shore Island of Chittagong with a telephone
because it is far away from the main land and which is always in
danger of- cyclones every year; whether there is any propasl to con-
nect it with a telephone.
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Mr. Abdus Sobur Khan: Mr. Speaker, Sir, though this particular
question has got absolutely no bearing on fhe question just before the
House, yet for the satisfaction of the honourabfeMember I may tell
him that out of 345 Thanas which have already been provided with
telephones only 68 thanas are yet to be connected of which 45 forecast
weather and the remaining thanas are connected by high frequencies
radio communication. And these 45 thanas are particularly meant for
weather forecast and to communicate storms signa1 much ahead of time.
For that reason the land line is not supposed to be of any much assistance.
So far as the particular thanas are concerned, 1 would like to inform the
honourable Member that order for procurement of radio equipment has
already been placed and delivery is expected in about two months time.
'I'his entire work which is popularly known as the' storm belt' \ViE be
completed by the end' of this year.

BRANCH POST OFFICE AT KALAPAHARLt,. UNTO"

71. *Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman : Will the Minister for Communications
be pleased to state the steps taken so far to open a branch Post Office
at Kalapaharia Union in the Araihazar Police Station in East Pakistan?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: A post office at Azarkandi, the
headquarters of the Union Council Kalapaharia, is being opened shortly.

Mr. A. S. M. Su lairnan : Will the Parliamentary Secretary inform us
whether it is possible to complete the Post Office within this year.

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol : It would be completed as soon
as it is possible to do so.

Dr. Aleem-al-Razee : Is it a fact that the Branch Post Office is
50 far located in the house of the Chairman; and not in a separate
building?

Mian Muhammad Rafique Saigol: This is incorrect.

AMOUNT COLLECTED ON ACCOUNT OF WAR h;SUR,\NCE

72. "'Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman : Will the Minister for Commerce be
pieased to state:

(a) the amount collected so far on account of War Insurance after
the 9th September, 1965, from both the wings, wing-wise; and

(b) the total amount' of war claims paid to the insurers in East and
West Pakistan, separately?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: (a) The amount collected as premium
~m account of War Risks Insurance from 9th September, 1965 up-to-date
is as follows :-

(i) West Pakistan

(ii) East Pakistan

Rs.

79,79,908

11,02,350

Total 90,82,258

(b) No claims have so far been paid out of the War Risks Insurance
Fund.
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Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Is the Parliamentary Secretary aware of
the fact that during the last emergency the Government of India has
seized a good number of ships carrying valuable articles to Pakistan.
What arrangements have been made for claiming the damages by the
importers of Pakistan.

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury : I require notice for that.
Mr. A. S. M. Sujaiman : What amount of time you are likely to

take? The session is going to end. The Pakistani importers are suffer-
ing very badly. Can we expect that the information will be placed
before this House during this session ?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: If it is possible, then it will be placed
before this House in this session. Information is being collected and
if we get the information, we will place it before the House.

Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: May I know from the Parlia-
mentary Secretary whether the Government has got any figure of
those goods which were looted by India in deep seas, particularly near
the Andaman Islands?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: There is no information yet. The
matter will be looked into and I require notice for that.

Mr. Mohammad Abdul Matin (Pabna): Will the Parliamentary
Secretary be pleased to state what will be the legal position for, covering
the war risk insurance after the cease-fire is there?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: It is a matter of policy,

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman: Does the Parliamentary Secretary take the
responsibility of paying the claims for all those articles which have been
Seized by the Indian authorities?

Mr. Mizanur Rahman Chowdhury: Looted, not seized,
Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: It is a matter of law. It may be

clarified from the honourable Law Minister.

Mr. A. S. M. Sulaiman : Under what policy do you take the insurance
premium when you do not know that the claims would be paid by the
Governmen t ?

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: This will be looked into according to
the legal aspects of the matter.

Mr. A. 8.. M. Sulaiman : The law which allows them to collect
premium allows them to pay the claims also.

Mr. Nural Haque Choudhury: Yes, the law is there. The claims
will be paid.

Mr. Speaker: Questions over.

MOTION RE EMERGENCY SITUATION CREATED BY ARMED
AGGRESSION BY INDIA =concled,

Mr. Speaker: We will now have discussion on the motion That this
House do take into immediate consideration the emergency situation
created by armed aggresion by India against Pakistan.

::Mr.Nurul Amin.
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Mr. A. K. M. Fa:dul Quader Chowdhury: Mr. Speaker, Sir, when
the honourable Leader of the Opposition would finish his speech I would
like to speak on the motion. I want to make my ideas clear to my
countrymen on this important subject.

Mr. Speaker: I looked for you yesterday. You were not present.

Mr. A. K. M. Fazlul Quader Chowdhury: Sir,. may I draw your
attention to Chapter XV of the Rules of Procedure of this House which
you have taken an oath to observe. In Chapter XV there is no; provision
that the Speaker will call a particular Member to speak. The provi-
sion is that any Member could stand up and when he is recognised by
the Speaker, he would take the floor.

Mr. Speaker: The Speaker has a list before him and he calls the
Members accordingly.

Mr. A. K. M. Fazlul Quader Chowdhury: The Speaker is the master
of this House. Nobody has got the right to dictate" him. I had the
privilege of administering that oath of office to you as the outgoing
':;peaker of the House. I seek protection of that oath of office when I
.ay that I have got the right to speak.

Mr. Speaker: You had every right to speak yesterday. When I
called your name you were absent: It cannot be helped. The list was
agreed to by both the Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the
House. If you can accuse anybody, it is your Leader.

Mr. A. K. M. Fazlul Quader Chowdhury: t would have accused him
if there had been a provision in the rules. Had there been: any provision
in these Rules that the Speaker will take; names from the Leader of the
House and the Leader of the Opposition, I would have sought their
protection, and not yours. Sir, it wil l go down in parliamentary history
1iJCJtyou are denying the floor to your predecessor in office who had
the privilege to administer oath of office to you. It will also go down
in parliamentary history how this House is being conducted.

Makhdumzada Syed Hamid Raea Gilani; On a point of order. Sir,
the House wants to hear Mr. Chowdhury's speech. (House in a. chorous
spoke: "We want to hear Mr. Chowdhury".)

Mr. Speaker: All right, Mr. Chowdhury is allowed ten minutes to
finish his speech.

Mr. A. K. M. Fazlul Quader Chowdhury: Sir, the hon'ble Leader
of the Opposition was on his legs. He must have his say first. Other-
wise, he will be annoyed with me.

Mr. Speaker: I will request him not to be annoyed by you.

Mr. A. K. M. Fazluj Quader Chowdhury (East Pakistan) : He wiII be
annoyed with you and not with me now. Mr. Speaker, Sir, I congratu-
late you for recognising the convention of this House and for agreeing to
conform to the Rules of Procedure of the House that you have the sale
tight to recognise any Member for taking the floor.
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Sir, the Motion before the House is the situation arising out of the
Indian aggression. Sir, I will catalogue one by one the particular situa-
tions that have arsien as a result of Indian aggression. One situation that
has arisen is that we must be always on our guard against the Indians
and they can never be trusted. This is the first lesson we have learnt
trom the recent Indian aggression. Secondly, Sir, we should evacuate
those areas which are threatened by Indian invaders. Thirdly, we must
take all necessary steps to forestall any future Indian aggression.
Fourthly, we should choose our friends in the international fields amongst
those who stood by us in OUr hour of trial.

The most important matter for the consideration of those who are
in authority according to me is : how to make the people of Pakistan
trained in, the use of arms for the defence of their country. Sir, ours is
a peculiar geography with one part of the country more than thousand
miles away from the other part intervened by an enemical country and
in the political set-up of the world, we have a big neighbour who had
never accepted the sovereign State of Pakistan. It is the need of the
hour that we must have OUr people trained in the 'use of arms for the
defence of the country. Mr. Speaker, Sir, of course, I am quite conscious
about the fact that the Government has its financial limitation. Never-
theless, it is a must that our people must know the use of arms. More
SU, in view of the standing Indian threat to our sovereignty. I have
a suggestion, to make. My categorical suggestion is that nobody in any
University should be granted a degree unless he has passed the ele-
mentary military training. In fact, nobody should be allowed appoint-
ment in Civil Service or in any Class I or Class II Services unless he
produced a certificate of elementary military training. That is the
first step. I don't insist on complete military training because it may
not be possible to impart that sort of training to the entire public. But
everybody in this country must be given elementary milit ary training so
that he could defend his country against aggression.

Mr. Speaker, let me emphasise again as I have emphasised in my
earlier intervention, in the House that our Armed Forces did their best
and their performances saved Pakistan through the grace of God. We
have all praise: for them and we have words of encouragement for them.
But, Sir, when there is war, there are two fronts for the country to fight,
i.e., fight,ing the aggressor in the battle field and fighting the enemy on the
diplomatic front. In my opinion, diplomatic front, if not more important,
is at least equally important as the battle front. There are innumerable
instances in history that victory in the diplomatic front always decided
the ultimate result of conflict amongst nations irrespective of victories
in the battle front. So' nations always strive to put in/ their most skil-ful
and experienced politicians in the foreign office. A friend of mine
asked me as to what is diplomacy. I, on my parll,asked him about his
view about diplomacy first. He said, Sir, in his opinion diplomacy was
neither a game of intrigue nor a game which couldIie played successfully
by an apprentice in politics. In his opinion, diplomacy was not also
Teddyism. Diplomacy is an art which can only be conducted by one
successfully who has mature experience of conducting: of human affairs.
Sir, I did not tell my friend whether I agreed with him or disagreed with
his views on diplomacy, since I had no interest in pleasing or displeasing
him. But, Sir~according to me, diplomacy is an art which calls for
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handling by most experienced and skil-ful political wisuorn for success-
ful culmination in a particular way. I have a feeling, Sir, that what-
ever we have done in the United Nations, on the face of it, everybody
in Pakistan was of the opinion that the resolution of~the 20th September
by U.N. Security Council on Kashmir was most unsatisfactory and, in
fact, Pro-Indian. But, Sir.•.when on the 4th of November same resolu-
tion of 20th September was confirmed, surprisingly an announcement
came from the Foreign Minister that it was a satisfactory resolution.
I thought on the face of it, it was not so. But it might possibily be
satisfactory because the Foreign Minister had said so. As you know,
Sir, sometimes diplomats argue in camera and they sometimes get
commitments. May be our Foreign Minister also got a commitment
from big powers regarding holding of plebiscite in Kashmir. So may be
he has, his own reasons to pronounce November 4 resolution on Kashmir
as satisfactory. I must congratulate the President of Pakistan that
during the emergency and before that and after the war, his statements
were dignified and appropriate. But, Sir, may I appear to everbody in
this country including those in authority not to embarrass the President
of Pakistan by statements, which will not improve the situat.ion, rather
may lead to further deterioration. Successful diplomacy will be to win
more friends without hurting old friends. That is exactly 'what a
diplomat would strive for. I am sure the Foreign Office is quite
conscious about it.

I wonder and the people would also wonder and Scy how is it that
in 1943 when Pakistan was not ~O strong, we had a categorical unanimous
resolution from the Security Council of the U.N indicating plebiscite
in Kashmir whereas in 1965 when we are much stronger than in 1948
we have a resolution from the Security Council of the U.N. which
favoured India and never cared to mention about plebiscite in Kashmir
completely ignoring the 1948 resolution of the Council. In fact, such
Pro-Indian resolution was almost unanimous, except that Jordan
abstained. 1965 resolution of the Security Council on Kashmir indicates
positively complete collapse in our diplomatic front in comparison with
our position in 1948. I am sure the Foreign Minister will clarify the
position. We all know he is a good speaker. I congratulate the B. B. C.
for P'Win9; him a tribute. I wish a representative of the B.B.C. was in
the Security Council to advise the members to get us a resolution to
have a plebiscite in Kashmir. I am sure thn Foreign Minister, whose
task is arduous but who is a good speaker with good energy, with his
diplomacy will win Kashmir for Pakistan. We are eagerly waiting
for that.

Let me express OUr gr2titude to all friendly countries who stood by
Pakistan in Our hour of trial and peril. I also thank those foreign coun-
tries, who had been helping us since the birth of Pakistan. I also thank
those countries who passed the resolution in 1948 categorically stating
that there will be a plebiscite in Kashmir. Let us not abuse anybody,
that is not diplomacy. Let us try to have more and more friends. We
should retain our old friends and we should have more friends. Abusing
and slandering does not convince anybody to become friends or to
continue friendship. I am sure the Foreign Office is alert on this point.
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Sir, as far as the United States is concerned, they had been
our friends. I must say that big powers including the U.S. were instru-
mental in getting us the resolution in 1948. I must "say the U.S. and
other big powers helped us in the field of economy as well as in other
fields. May be their present policy does not suif the interest of "pakistan.
But, Sir, it is not necessary to abuse them. If any nation cannot be
Our friend, it does not necessarily follow that we shall make them our
enemy. We must be thankful for help but We must not antagonise any
nation unnecessarily. Playing to the gallery, unmindful of implications
in National and International spheres could only be resorted to by
political novices and political adventures. Political wisdom and
statesmanship will look well ahead and will care not only for the present
but also for the futuro and always in national interest. I would like to
state that the honourable Minister, NIr. Faruque, made a very balanced
statement day before yesterday that we should not abuse anybody
unnecessarily. That is true. \Ve should not antagonise anybody.
\Ve should take lessons from the statements of the President of Pakistan,
which were so sober and balanced.

Let me appeal to the members of the Security Council and say
that at the present time the U.N. Organisation is on trial to justify its
existence. If the world nations want to save the United Nations for
world peace and save that world body from extinction, they must pro-
cced on the basis of the Charter of the U.N. and the most important
part of the U.N. Charter, is recognition of the right of self-determination
of neople which could only bring lasting peace in the world and in case
of Kashmir, U.N. is pledge-bound to hold a plebiscite in Kashmir in
the light of 1948 resolution.

~. agree, Sir, we have a great responsibilrtv towards the people of
Kashmir who are living under constant agony. Our Muslim brethren
are suffering. We have a responsibility no doubt. We have a moral
responsibility to help them as much vas We can. We cannot and must
not forget them and we will help them with all our might, keeping al-
way" in view the interest of the sovereignty of Pakistan before us. If
w., exist in the international field as a trong sovereign nation, with our
scve,eignty and integrity in ie.ct, and very much in tact, it would be
possible to help anybody. I believe and my opinion about international
diplomacy of a sovereign nation is based on 'friendship with all and un-
necessary enmity with none '. \Ve should have more friends and we
shall not unnecessarily make more enemies and we should not lose our
old friends. We are grateful to the Republic of China for the help and
cooperation they gave us during Indian aggression. We are
also grateful to the President of Indonesia and to other coun-
tries of the world who came forward to help us. It is grati-
fyin~ that almost all the Muslim countries came to our help in our hour of
trial and peril. Of the 18 nations that spoke in the General Assembly of
the U.N. favouring plebiscite in Kashmir, 11 were Muslim countries who
are Members of the Arab League. On that score we are successful. The
flag of Islam is rising and unity of the Muslim-world is getting stronger
dav by day, and the responsibility for consolidating further that unity
rests to a great extent on Pakistan because the concept of Pakistan
came in the minds of the Muslims in order to strengthen the unitv of
the Muslim-world and further the honour of the flag of Islam. I hope
the authority in power will keep it in mind. In view of the statement
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of the Foreign Minister, the 4th of November resolution was a satis-
factory one. I thank all the big powers who passed that 'satisfactory'
resolution.

Thank you very much.
Mr. Hasan A. Shaikh: What about Jordan?

Mr. A. K. M. Fazlul Quader Chowdhury: Of course, all members of
the Arab world. I am sorry Jordan was not happy over the resolution.

Mr. Nurul Amin (Leader of the Opposition) : ] understand, Sir, that
there are some other Members of the Government Party whom the House
may like to hear. Let the list be exhausted. r

Mr. Speaker: Any other Member from the Government Party who
wants to speak?

(Some Member'S rose in their seats)
Mr. Speaker: In that case we will have to hold a session in the even-

ing also, if it is agreed.
Mr. Nurul Amin: There is indiscipline in the Government Party,

and you are also not enforcing your right and authority, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker : I asked the House.
Mr. Nurul Arnin : It is not for the House, it is-for you to decide as

to who will speak and who will not. If you go on vacillating, if YOLl go
on revising decisions then there will be no finality in the decision.

Mr. Speaker: I am not revising my decision. I understand the
Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the House came to an agreed
settlement as to who will be speaking and I followed the list as far as
practicable and then now as there are other Government Members who
are ready to speak, you cannot say anything to them but it is the Leader
of the House who can say.

I now call upon you (Leader of the Opposition) to speak.
Mr. Nurul Amin : Agreements now-a-days are more honoured in

their breach; there was an agreement but what has happened to that?

Mr. Speaker: I call upon you to speak.
Mr. Nurul Amin: I want to know from you, Sir, whether any other

Member from the Government side will be allowed to speak after me ?
Mr. Speaker: No. I am not going to allow them.
Mr. Nurul Amin: Thank you, Sir.
Mr. Speaker, the motion that is before this House for discussion

embraces a vast subject. It will take hours and hours, days and days to
touch even the fringe of the various angles and the point that have been
attracted by this all-embracing motion, now before the House. It takes
us back to the history of Indo-Pakistan sub-continent beyond thousand
years. It takes us back to our relations amongst various people residing
in the sub-continent of India before we achieved independence. It also
does not rule out the consideration of our relationship with Our neigh-
bours, with our friends and our future policy with regard to our rela-
tionship with the world outside. It also concentrates our attention to



MOTION re : EMERGENCY SITUATION CREATED BY ARMED 291
AGGRESSION BY INDIA

what has appeared and come to the surface as a whole in the 17 days of
undeclared war between India and Pakistan on account of this cowardly
aggression by India on the soil of Pakistan. But as the time at my dis-
posal is very limited, I shall make a passing reference to certain matters
and may devote more time to some other points which I may, in my
humble opinion, consider to be important from the point of view of the
circumstances.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, the aggression, the cowardly aggression by India
on the soil of Pakistan is not a crime against an individual or a group of
individuals, not against the particular Government but it is a diabolical
crime against a nation. It reveals t!ie psychology of Indian leadership
which they were entertaining not only since the partition, since the
emergence of this great country of Pakistan but from the very day when
the Muslims wer~ trying to wrest th -eil' just rights from the unwilling
hands of the then Government Or foreign rulers, which were under the
influence of the majority community, the Hindus, in India. If we take
into consideration the history of the struggle between Hindus or Muslims
and the leaders of the two great organizations, I mean the Indian
National Congress and the All-India Muslim League, for the independ-
ence of the sub-continent, we will find that the Congress leadership,
which was also under the influence of the Hindu psychology was always
trvin£! to evade verv reasonable solution which was offered on the side
of the Muslim leadership, I do not like to dilate upon the 14 points that
were offered by Mr. Jinnah, Iaterly Quaid-i-Azam Mohammad Ali
Jinnah. the Founder of the Nation; I do not like to discuss the Lucknow
Pact between the Indian National Congress and the All-India Muslim
League, which was, in fact, much less than what Muslims demanded
later on, and the Congress had to yield to the partition of India. They
thought that the Muslims could always be befooled, the Muslims were a
weak nation; they were disorganized; they would not be able to put up
their demands unitedly and they could not have one leadership. There-
fore, it was their policy to put them off on this or that excuse and deny
them their just and legitimate rights which they were demanding.
Now, Sir, it is a matter of history that if the Indian Congress at that
time had agreed to the 14 points of Mr. Jinnah or to the Lacknow Pact,
perhaps the Pakistan movement would have been much deferred, might
have been taken to the next century but in their shortsightedness they
followed a mean policy and they wanted to deprive us of our just rights
an-I the result is now before us. India resisted the just demand of
Pakistan tooth and nail, supported by OUr erstwhile rulers, the British,
who also were enamoured of the slogan of ODe India because it Was of
their own making. India, which was consolidated from Khaiber Pass to
Cape Comorin was due to the British rule. They had a sort of love and
affection for one India. So, the line of thinking of those who could
give us independence, namely, the British Rulers and those who were
thwarting our efforts, narnelv, the Congress headed by Mahatma Gandhi
coincided, i.e., one undivided India. The indivisibility of India was as
much dear to Mahatma Gandhi as nerhans it was to the British Rulers.
They thought that it was not possible-it was not practicable. It took
years and years, various arguments, numerous sittings, talks and con-
versations to convince the British that Pakistan wa= a practicable pro-
position. They thought that it was economically impracticable on
account of interception of territory which was not friendly to Pakistan
by a thousand miles as the two wings of Pakistan were lying far
distant from each other. It was, therefore, a political impractic-
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ability. These were the arguments that were put forward by
political Pandits both in foreign countries and in India but it was the
determination of a hundred million Muslims of undivided India, it was
the force of will, i~ was the unity and it was the great leadership of
Quaid-i-Azam Mohammad Ali Jinnah that made it practicable. Those
who considered the idea of Pakistan to be a whim or a dream of some-
body, realised within a time shorter than anybody else could imagine
that it proved to be a fact. It is this nation that now stands face to face
again in confrontation with India.

Now, Sir, it must be remembered that the emergence of Pakistan
and emergence of India as two independent nations was a matter of
agreement between the Indian leadership and Muslim leadership. It
was not achieved by armed conflict by conquering one by the other, by
suppressing one nation by the other, but it was an agreed solution.
What was the agreement that was arrived at between the then leaders
of the Indian National Congress and the All-India Muslim League?
The agreement was that for the best interests of both the countries, that
for the best interests of the teeming millions of the people and that for
the best interests of the minorities living in the two countries the best
solution is that we part with each other. We make a division of India
and we try to live as friendly countries as possible as we can and try
without entangling ourselves in warfare; to develop and improve the
standard of living of the teeming millions who were exploited for cen-
turies by Imperialists. That was the idea with which the agreement
vias arrived at between the two leaderships. At that time nobody knew
that either of the party had any reservation in its mind with regard to
that agreement. Of course, Partition harl some unpleasant memory in
its trial which could not be avoided, but so far as the leadership is con-
cerned, it was a matter of satisfaction to both the p<>rtiesas the Parti-
tion was an act of agreement between the parties. It was not thrust
upon by a third party. NO\v, Sir, it appears that since the Partition-
since Pakistan emerged as an independent and sovereign nation-signs
of psychological change in the Indian leadership were visible. They
were visible even before because when the Cabinet Mission came with
a proposal for giving some sort of consolation to the advocates of
Pakistan and giving full satisfaction to those who were against the
vivi secticn of India the Conzress Jn the first instance accepted the
Cabinet Mission proposals. The Muslim League also accepted it unre-
servedly. But since the Muslim League accepted it, Pandit Nehru came
uut with a statement that he would deal with the matter in any wav he
liked because he would have the majority in the Constituent Assembly
and he would not be bound by the solemn assurances given by the Cabi-
net Mission to the Muslim League which induced the }atter to join in
that scheme. Since that was issued, as you know, Sir, the Muslim
Leazuc was forced to reject that proposal. Quaid-i-Azam said that he
could not surrender if) the" brute majority" of the Congress. This was
a wrong decision of Nehru. That was due to a peculiar mentality which
is still hovering over India. It was mentioned bv no less a person than
the right hand man of Pandit Nehru, Maulana Abul Kalam Azad in his
book 'India wins freedom '. He has characterised it as an act of folly,
and of indiscretion on the part of Pandit Nehru to make that statement
and to force th~ Muslim League to reject that proposal a-n-dto force the
partition of India. We are not responsible for the partition of India.
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It is the Congress leaders who are responsible for the partition of India
and as a result of their own policy they now find that another nation has
grown side by side with them. They are trying to undo that nation.
It is that psychology which we find in every negotiation, in every agree-
ment, in every commitment and in every assurance that is made by
India. India makes these agreements and gives the assurance in one
moment and the next moment she tries to find out some sort of excuse
to resile and to go out of that agreement. This is the mentality that is
pervading the entire history of the dispute between India and Pakistan.
This is the mentality that is responsible for the present situation in
which both India and Pakistan are placed. Now, Sir, the invasion of
India on the 6th of September on the sacred soil of Pakistan has been
condemned by all nations of the world. It must be condemned because
if there is any sense of morality still left, if there is any justice in the
world, nobody can support an act of aggression by a nation on another
neighbour, an innocent neighbour which does not desire aggression at all.
By the grace of Allah our boys, our Armed Forces have given a befitting
reply to that aggression. They have pushed them back. They have re-
pelled the aggression successfully and" Insha Allah" they will do So in
future if and when such an aggression comes from India.

This 17-day war has given us some insight into some of the points
which we did not so long discover or could know both internal and ex-
ternal affairs. We have known our strength. vVe have also known
our weaknesses. That is why it is said that good comes out of evil.
Many good things have come out of this evil. By evil design of India
we have been benefited in many ways. Where does our strength lie?
Our strength lies in the fact that we have once again proved and de-
monstratcd not only to ourselves, not only to India but to the world as
a whcl: that :P::~:lstan cannot be ignored by 3'-:'~y ..c untry. ·V./.l::~~e\-2r
might be the might of any country: whr.tever might be the evil design
of any nation, whatever might be the r2SOu~'CC:S and mr-npr wer, the will
of Pakist-mis is sufficient to r spcl all tr.ese evil d2sigr~s. That is a
prov "d. ;Jct i10V:. It i~ not only our Armed Forces that have won the war
in tJ")0 battl?-fields but it is the 100 million citizens of Pakistan who
unitedly stood like a rock against tha Indian aggression. Our Armed
Forces were backed by the entire nation. There could be no two opinion
abou ; that. This is a good thing that has come out of this war. \lle
h"ve cone to know what our nation is. It was demonstrated once in
the prepartition days; it was domonstrated before and after the parti-
ticn in for ties that the nation can stand as one solid man like a rock.
It h25 again b=en demonstrated in 1965 that it can stand iJ1 the hour of
our need. It is also demonstrated that our Army is a national Army in
the true sense of the term. There is no difference between Punjabis,
Pathans, Sindhis, Baluchis and Bengalis. They stood like one man.
They forgot about their provincial colour. They forgot about their pro-
vincial needs and requirements. They subdued an their demands,
all their grievances to the greater can of the nation and they
fought the 17-day war. 'Ne had no occasion to iudge for our-
selves and to show to others that nUTS is a National Army
because we did not have such an occasion before. India has
provided that occasion and we are thankful to India that we have
just tested our boys and we are now proud of them that they stand as a
National Army and can defend our frontiers and we can safelv rely for
OUr security on our Armed Forces. Now, Sir, it has also, as I have said,
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demonstrated the unity amongst the people, unity for the great cause,
unity for the preservation of our sovereignty, for our security, for main-
taining our borders. We have no expansionist design. We fight in self-
defence. It is a natural right, a birth-right of everyone to fight in self-
defence. It is allowed in individual case; it is allowed in the case of a
nation also and we are fighting in self-defence and I can tell you that the
zeal with which an Army and people can fight for self-defence is much
more greater than the Army which fights for lust of power, fQ.rlust of
expansion of the territory and that is a trump card with us because we
have no sordid design to encroach upon anybody else's land; that we
fight for a just cause, we fight for righteousness. That is our
safeguard and we hope by the grace of Allah justice will
always take us to victory to victory, to glory 10 glory. Now
that the people are united, it is for the Government of the
day to take advantage of the situation and to think out as to how this
enthusiasm, this unity can be maintained for all times to come. The
unity that was achieved in the wake of independence between 1940 and
1948 waned away. The unity which has been achieved today may also
wane away in course of time. It is for the Government of the day to
think over the matter and to find out some means, some solution as to
how to take advantage of the situation and to make this unity a perma-
nent incidence for all times to come so that nothing can deviate the
nation from the right course. It is for the Government of the day to
take the people into confidence in the real sense of the term. They
should not be complacent by seeing what is happening on the surface.
They should think over the matter, find out how far the people and the
Government can be welded in thought and action which will strengthen
the Government; and at a time when such unity of thought and action
is necessary, it is an enlightened leadership only that can unite the nation
on political plane.

Now, Sir, I am sorry to find that while the President is trying to
have the unity in the country whicYl:'is necessary-the backing of the
people which is again necessary-the advice he receives is not always
healthy. Already the House which he built in his dream to be invincible
seems to have shown the signs of cracks. It is in the very nature of the
system. It is not a good augury. So. Sir. I also draw the attention of
the President to this side of the question which has come up before this
House, which I have noticed with regret. It may be that some system
was introduced, something was put in some way, but it will not be a sin
to have a re-thinking on that. To err is human; but to rectify is wisdom.
(Hear, hear).

Sir, I would now take you to the other question. This war has also
shown that there is no difference between martial and non-martial race.
This theory which was invented by some interested 'quarters should be
thrown to the wind, and we should go on recruiting army from all areas
of the country, so that there may be pan admixture of an army, and give
a national character to that army. That should be taken into considera-
tion.

Another factor that has come to light is this; that we were deficient in
many respect s, It is quite natural. I do not want to hold any post
mortem on what has happened in the past, who was responsible, what
were OUr defects and what were our deficiencies. It is for the future
historlans to apportion the blame and the praise to particular persons or
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group of persons; but for me I shall be satisfied if the realization is there
in the proper quarter that there was some drawback in us which has got
to be Immediately mended. I was heartened to listen to the speech
delivered by the Defence Adviser the other day, that we are trying to
pool all our resources to make our defence requirements self-sufficient.
That is the policy which must be followed with as much quickness and
honesty as possible. We must not be dependent either on one particular
country or a group of countries for ourselves. Of course, it will be
necessary for us to take help from other countries, but primarily we must
be self-sufficient in our defence. We must exhaust all our resources to
put cur defence requirements into proper keel; and I was glad to know
from the Defence Adviser that all arrangement is being made in both
the wings for proper action in that direction. No country will respect
you, no country will come to give you any help, unless you can show
your worth, unless you can show that you have got also your potential
for that. That is what we want that the country should build now.

Now, Sir, with regard to the other point that was raised by the
Defence Adviser, that defence must be looked upon as a whole. I agree.
I am not an expert, but I agree on principle. But as, we are situated
poles asunder, although the broad policy of defence must be one, there
must be self-sufficiency in each wing of Pakistan. That must be taken
into consideration, and must be kept in view in preparing and giving
effect to any scheme of future development in that direction.

Sir, I would now come to another point: whether the present state
of things, the present state of emergency, should continue. Of course,
as we hear the threats coming from India every day from no less a per-
son than the phflosopher-President, Dr. Radha Krishnon, that he is aiso
preparing for another round against Pakistan, I shall not advise the
Government not to make good and effective preparation to meet that
challenge; but, at the same time, it should not be the policy of the
Government that on our part we should try te create a situation for it,
and hold ourselves responsible in future. When we have once got a fore-
warning from the Government of India that they without any considera-
tion for the universal principles and policy, attack a sovereign country:
they may do so whenever they like or in whatever area they choose to do
so whether it is in the East or West and for that We must be ready. I
have no doubt in my mind that whatever may be the higb-sounding words
used by India, by the Grace of Allah we have got such mettle in us that
we shall be able to repel the future attack or aggression with better
and far more success than before. But a war for India is certainly
ruinous to its vast majority of the population. She is trying to hide the
facts as to what has happened during the 17 days of war, but foreign
correspondents have given an impartial account of what happened dur-
ing the 17 days of war. It has been admitted in all the countries that
Pakistani Army is much superior than the Indian Army. It has been
seen by the people that the Pakistani Army has fought one against six
and the Indians could not advance an inch and they were kept where the
Pakistani Army wanted them to be. This fact also proves that those
who backed the Indians in order that they may be of any help to them in
future hostilities with some big country have been disillusioned. I think,
they should also reassess their estimate about India; whether it was in
the vear 1962 against a bigger army Or it was in the year 1965 against a
smaller army, the fate of the Indian army was the same. It will not be
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expedient for any country to depend on India for containing any big
power; it is putting up paper wall. They should reassess and rethink the
policy. Pakistan in this area has got a very important position not only
by its geographical situation but also on account of) its highly superior
army and for the determination, of the people with their high moral
sense always standing for justice and fairness supporting the right cause
not only in Kashmir but everywhere all over the world; that is a coun-
try which is far more dependable and will be useful at the time, of need
than a country which looks a vast one, has much larger population, but
has not got any potential strength in itself; that is a fact to be realized
by those who are entirely dependent on India.

Now, Sir, it will be another matter to think whether there can be at
any time friendship between India and Pakistan. There is a school of
thought who thinks that judging by their past performance friendship
with India is to be ruled out. They think; there is no possibility of any
friendship between India and Pakistan; but as an old man, I still hope
that we should go on placing before them reasons, .and arguments, so
that at some time or the other their sense of reasoning may respond to
us ; their conscience may be pricked, though some think that it is hoping
against hope. India does n_otbelong to Shastri, Chavan and Nanda only;
India also belongs to people like Raja Gopal Achari, Jai Prakash
Narayan, Shri Parkash, Mr. Numjudripad and Miss Mridula Sarabai,
There is a section of people in India who feel that Indian policy with
regard to Kashmir is wrong; that India is resiling from her international
commitments. They are finding fault with the policy of the present
Government. I have no doubt in my mind that the days are not far dis-
tant when these forces will come up and will subdue the coterie which
is now in power. So, when I speak of re-conciliation I have an eye on
those who think in that line, who have already seen reasons, who are
also thinking in our line. Let us try to win their friendship. So, my
appeal to the people of India who are the worst sufferers in this war, is
that they should rise against the present Government and force them to
take their hands off from further war-mongering which is bringing serious
miseries to India; the people are starving; they are depending OIl

Amrican wheat aid; they cannot be self-sufficient in fcod in any fore-
seeable future. So, they should try to raise their heads and see that the
leardership sees reason. It is not that I make this speech owing to any
weakness in OUrstand but peace in this area is the uppermost considera-
tion in my mind. The peace in the world is the goal of Pakistan. We
must try and exhaust all. the probable avenues for reaching that goal.
We are ready as before and we shall not be lacking in: defending our-
selves and giving effective reply to any attack that India may plan.
Now, Sir, it is difficult because negotiating with India is to pick up mer-
cury with fork they are vacillating always. You cannot catch them
anywhere but still go on trying and expose them as much as you can be-
fore the world.

Now coming to our relationship with our friendly countries I would
refer to the relationship We have with the United States of America and
the United Kingdom. So far as Pakistan is concerned, it has not in any
way shown any sign of slackness in continuing that relationship. There
has been some misunderstanding and that has got to be examined.
Who is responsible for that misunderstanding, and who has let down
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whom. We were friends; we are friends. America is a great country
which has got a vast influence on India. It seems she is a bit more in-
clined towards India. What is the reason for that? So far as Pakistan
is concerned, Pakistan has not budget an inch from the cordial and
friendly relationship which it had with America since 1953 or 1954. It
was rather increased and grew deeper and deeper. Pakistan entered in-
to several Pacts in which America was interested like Baghdad Pact.
which was later on known as CENTO Pact, and the SEATO. Pakistan
was a member of all these Pacts and it was done with the collaboration
of America. What was the purpose of entering into these Pacts and
these Treaties? Was it for enjoying a club life or to have a cup of tea
there or to play tennis or to have something more? There must be some
understanding, some agreement. What was that understanding and
agreement? Are we not in a position to examine whether those agree-
ments and understandings, whether those assurances have been honoured
by both the parties? If Pakistan has failed in that, Pakistan will be held
responsible for that. If America has not fulfilled those assurances,
America should search her heart again and find the solution. Sir, the
bigger nations must create ccnfidence in smaller nations. How can they
create that confidence in smaller nations unless they fulfil the assurances
given solemnly to the smaller nations. That is the principle which must
be kept in view when the talks between the countries go on.

The United Nations Organisation which was created for the sake of
keeping peace in the world; in the United Nations Organisation in which
the membership is now 117 of which barring about 10 or 12 countries,
all can be classed as smaller nations, small countries. These countries
have got to be given full assurances and the confidence has got to be
created in these small countries by the big nations that whatever assur-
ances whatever commitments, whatever agreements are entered into by
these big nations will be honoured and fulfilled. If that is so, the smaller
nations will certainly have respect and regard for the bigger nations.
There is no other way to keep these smaller nations with the big nations.
Well, if any power thinks that Pakistan can be taken for granted, they
are sadly mistaken. Pakistan will go by its own interest and if she finds
that her interest is jeopardised, that her sovereignty, her security is in
any way jeopardised, she will not hesitate to come out of that position or
Pact. That is the criterion. Barring that, any other reasonable talk they
are prepared to have with any country for their mutual interest. The
more the big nations will show their resilement from the commitments,
the less will be confidence of the smaller nation in them. They will think
thrice before they contract any friendship with these nations. So I would
suggest that this point of view has got to be taken into consideration
by the big nations. America, no doubt, is a big nation, U.S.S.R, is an-
other big nation. Their responsibility is much more than any other
country to keep and maintain peace in the world. If peace is broken in
any part of the globe, it will be they who will be responsible for the dire
consequences because of the mishandling of the situation, It will be
the Big Powers who will be responsible and not small ones because they
have neither the resources nor the: intention to create any trouble to
break peace either at home or abroad.

Now, Sir, I may remind this House that when Pakistan entered into
the Baghdad Pact in 1953,Pandit Nehru said that this entrv of Pakistan
into the Baghdad Pact had brought cold war nearer to India's borders
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and Pakistan did it as an ally of America. Then again in 1954 he said
that it is a step not only towards war, even world war, but one that will
bring the war right up to the Indian doors. That is what Pandit Nehru
said. Since then Pandit Nehru and Indian leadership was thinking as
to how they can put a wedge between America and Pakistan. Her policy
of neutrality, co-existence, her friendship with China, although at that
time the Bandung Conference was held all this was merely an eye-wash
and in her heart of hearts she was thinking of courting American
friendship. Failing in all their methods, of cajoling and chicanery, they
raised a bogey that China was attacking them. Pandit Nehru, as a
shrewd politician, knew that that would be the right medicine for
America which will have effect because the Americans are very allergic
to China and it produced the desired results. As soon as that was done,
without consulting Pakistan, they began to supply massive arms to India.
They did it in spite of protests by Pakistan. It was always said on be-
half of America that these arms will not be used against Pakistan and
they stood almost surety that these arms would not be used against
Pakistan. On behalf of Pakistan the protest was always there
and it was pointed out to them that this China bogey is only
for the purpose of making themselves strong, not to fight China.
but Pakistan, because India is not in a position to fight China,
India cannot fight China and India will not fight China. That
is a fact which our friends, the Americans, could not understand.
That is why it is said that without understanding the full implications
they were backing the wrong horse. Their purpose would not be served
because even if the arms were supplied the Indian soldiers were not
equal to that. They cannot stop China from any attack even if they
want to do so. I do not think that China will ever attack India. But
if it is argued that China may, at some future time, attack India. and
extend its sphere of activities in that area, well, it is not India which
will be able to prevent her. They have not got the proper mettle in
them. Their army has proved incompetent not only to fight against
China but against a much smaller army of Pakistan. So from that point
of view I do not believe that India can be a bulwark against China.
But if that be the argument of our friend, America, even then Pakistan
is an important factor. India alone is not in any way competent to
serve the purpose.

Now, Sir, in 1956 the State Department of the USA made this public·
statement with regard to the Baghdad Pact, nOW CENTO:

" The United States affirms its support for the collective efforts of
these (i.e., Baghdad Pact) nations to maintain their indepen-
dence. A threat to the territorial integrity or 'political inde-
pendence of the Members would be vie·wed by the United
States with the utmost gravity."

That is a public statement made by the State Department of the
United States on 27th November, 1956.

Then again in November 1957 Mr. Feroz Khan Noon, who was
Pakistan's Foreign Minister at that time, after having a long talk with
the Secretary of State of the USA, Mr. John Foster Dulles, issued this
statement in Washington in the press under the very nose of the Govern-
ment and was not contradicted. It said:

"I had a full and satisfactory discussion with the Secretary of
State, Dulles, with respect to various matters of mutual con-
cern. Among other things I raised with Secretary Dulles the'
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question of assistance which Pakistan could expect from the
United States in the event it was the subject of armed aggres-
sion. Secretary Dulles referred to the relations of the United
States with Pakistan under SEATO, the joint Resolution on
the Middle East and association of the United States pursuant
thereto with the Middle East Baghdad Pact countries and ob-
ligation of the United Nations. He left me in no doubt that
the United States would promptly and effectively come to the
assistance of Pakistan if We are subjected to armed aggression
which, however, the United States did not anticipate."

This was a solemn assurance given by the USA. Thereafter, Sir, in
1959, there was a bilateral agreement between USA and Pakistan.
These are public documents. I do not know how many private assuran-
ces have been given:

"In case of aggression against Pakistan the Government of USA,
in accordance with the Constitution of the USA, will take such
appropriate action including the use of armed force as may
be mutually agreed upon and as is envisaged in the Joint Re-
solution to promote peace and stability in the Middle .East in
order to assist the Government of Pakistan at its request.t',

Thereafter, Sir, in 1961, a joint communique was issued by the two
Gcvernments, which is known as the Ayub-Kennedy Joint Communique,
dated the 13th July, 1961,which says:

"The Government of the United States records as! vital to its
national interest and to wor ld peace the preservation of inde-
pendence and integrity of Pakistan. The U. S. A. and
Pakistan also re-affirm the value of existing collective security
arrangements as an instrument for defence against aggre-
ssion. "

The present Ambassador of USA, Mr. Walter ,P. McConaughy, issued
a statement on the 19th November, 1962, in a press conference. He said:

" The United States in turn has assured the Pakistan Government
that if this assistance, namely, the United States military aid
to India should be misused or misdirected against another
country in aggression, the United States would undertake
immediately, in accordance with constitutional authority,
appropriate action, both within and without the United Nations
to thwart such aggression by India."

Mr. Speaker, Sir, these are the public assurances and commitments
made by the United States Government. I only refer to these things
not to accuse the Government of the United States of America but to
remind them of what commitments they made to Pakistan and how
far they have fulfilled those commitments. It is for them to judge. It
is for them to examine and analyse how far this has been fulfilled
during this 17 days war between India and Pakistan. We naturally ex-
pected that America would come to our help, that America would stop
arms supply to India, that America would put other pressure on India
to stop this aggression, which was uncalled for, which was condemned
by all the nations of the world. But whether they did SO or not, it is
for them to consider.
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Now, Sir, it may be said that so far as the United Nations is
concerned, the Americans have successfully tried to pass a cease-fire
resolution, but under the agreements referred to they are also bound
to do whatever lay in their power both within the United Nations Or-
ganization and outside. Nothing has been done so far as outside in-
fluence is concerned. Something might have been done within the
United Nations, within the Security Council, but whether that is satis-
factory or not, whether that is capable of different interpretations by
different persons, by different countries, by the countries concerned, by
the parties concerned. that is to be seen in future. If they really mean,
that the cease-fire and the withdrawal of forces are inter-linked with
the solution of Kashmir affairs, that is well and good. But if they have
also some reservation in their mind, that cease-fire withdrawal of armed
forces from tha border and the political solution of Kashmir are different
matters, and should be tackled on different planes, I think it may not be
fair on the part of Pakistan to act upon that because we stand by the
commitment which We made to the Kashmiris. It is not only our
commitment, it was India's commitment; the world knows how many
times they have committed that they will grant them the right of self-
determination. I don't want to recapitulate it. All the archives of the
United Nations' Office are full with the record of the negotiations
between India and Pakistan and the measures that were taken by the
United Nations to come to a solution. But it seems to me strange that
the United States, if they mean business,. cannot bring India to senses
and to see reason and to come to a conference table and arrive at a
solution on this point. Everybody must know that Kashmir problem is
such that we cannot abandon it at any ti.me. Under no circumstances,
Pa kistan can 'let down the Kashmiris; Pakistan cannot do that. Their
interest is bound with Our interest. We do not want Kashmir We are
not claimant of Kashmir. We are simply advocates of Kashmir. We
want to secure that right of self-determination for them. We do not
want that the vote should be cast in favour of Pakistan. We want that
the world organisation should see that the Kashmiris have a right to
voto freely. Let them vote in favour of Pakistan, in favour of India,
or in their own favour. I will not mind it. But our duty will be
finished if we find that a situation has been created in which the
Kashmiris have been able to exercise their vote for self-determination
freely and fairly. That is what we want.

Now, Sir, it has been proved by the blood of our martyrs how near
and dear this Kashmir question is to our heart. But for the Kashmir
question, our young men would not have given their blood in Sialkot,
in Lahore and on other fronts. So, if even then the magnitude of this
question is not realized by the world organization, I do not know when
they will realise it. If the atrocities committed on the unarmed people of
Kashmir do not shock the conscience of the world, I don't know what
ofher thing will shock their conscience. Hag; the world become con-
scienceless or have they got any conscience left? If so, they have got
to come to the rescue of the Kashmiris.

-" --. 'Sir, with regard to the United Nations, I submit that it is not doing
its duty. I shall not dilate upon that. I shall only reproduce a few
lines from the speech of .::t freedom fighter, a President of a small
country, like Ireland, de-Vale-ra, who was presiding over the session of
the League of Nations in the year 1932. I believe that what he said can
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be used word for word by any President of ~he Security Council at ,the
present moment by replacing the League of Nations WIth the United
Nations. He said that-

"Both friends and enemies of the League feel that the testing
times has come. They are watching to see if that test would
reveal a weakness presaging ultimate dissolution Or a strength
that would be assurance of a renewal of vigour and growth.
There were on all sides complaint, criticism and suspicion.
People are complaining that the League is devoting its acti-
vities to matters of secondary or minor importance while vital
international problems which touch the very existence of
the peoples are being shelved, postponed or ignored. That
quality of status did not apply in .the things that mattered and
that the smaller states, while being given a voice, had little
real influence in the final determination of the League's
action. Out beyond these wan~ there is the public opinion of
the world and if the League is to prosper or even to survive,
it must obtain the support and confidence of, that public opi-
nion. In the final analysis, the League has no sanctions but
the force of World opinion."

These words can apply at the present moment equally even after
the lapse of 25 years and I would point out that if the United Nations
stands Ior the cohesion of all the forces of all the Members, it must do
justice to the smaller nations when justice is called for. It should not
be used as a ground for collusion of a few but as one for coalition of all.
Next, Sir, I am coming to the end of my speech.

While it has been noticed that there is a change of attitude and reali-
zation in the mind of the big powers-the United States, the U.S.S.R.,
France, the U.K., who it seems mean business, I have a great hope that
if all these powers try to bring about a solution of Kashmir problem,
it will be possible for them to do that. It will be inexpedient and lack
of foresight on their part to keep this couldren bubbling and this
volcano in Kashmir, to keep this time-bomb set on there, which may at
any time burst and not only bring this area of the world into conflict and
cause breach of peace but it may create conflagration which may engulf
the entire globe. This they have ,got to take into consideration because
the Pakistanis have stood by.the Kashmiris not by word of mouth but
by the blood of their sons. There is a feeling that our big friends-the
Americans=-are annoyed with us because w.r:are friendly with our next
door neighbour, China. China-is a big power, it cannot be ignored. We
are a small nation, we have _gs>tto have friendship with all our neighbours.
We are trying to have friendship with India, so what is the harm if we
have friendship with China. That does not mean that we are going from
one camp to the other. We do not belong to any camp; we belong
neither to West nor do we intend to go to the East. We belong to our own
camp. We follow our own independent policy. That must be clearly
understood. When we make friends with our neighbours, with Big
Powers, we do it in the hope that in times of need they will come to
our help for our economic development, for 'our existence, for every
way that we need them, because a friend in need is a friend indeed. China
h3S got to be recognized in this area. She is powerful and a time will
come when the United States of America and China will sit on the same
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table in the Security Council, in the United Nations Organiz~tion .and
it is in the interest of the world peace that she should be admitted mto
tl.ai organization. She should not be allowed to be out of that organi-
zation. So Sir. with these words, I conclude my speech and I would
say that w~ must follow a policy which will create more friendship
with our old rriends and also create new friendship with ,others. Thank
you.

A Member: Very good.
Mr. Speaker: I call upon the Leader of the House to speak.
Mr. Mohd. N. A. Lashkar : No break.
A Member: No need for tea.

Mr. Abdus Sobtrr Khan (Leader of the House) : Sir, before I s~art
to address the august House I have got a message from the Commander-
in-Chief of the Army to convey to all Members, irrespective of their
party affiliation and irrespective of. their location in this House, t~at
for the words of praise and tributes that have been paid to them dur'ing
the last 3 days' debate, he, on behalf of the Armed Forces, feels over-
whelmed and he acknowledges it with extreme gratitude. He also
wants to inform us that they did not perform any miracle; they only
did what their sense of duty prompted and he assures that you will find
the Armed Forces performing their duty in future whenever a situa-
tion demands. Sir, in the resolution which was moved by me here on
the floor of the House, there was no mention about the wIant defence
put up by the people of Sialkot, Lahore, Rajasthan and civilian popula-
tion which were bombed in - Sargodha, Peshawar, Kohat, Rangpur,
Thakurgaon, Chitta gong, Dacca, Lalmunirhat and' Jessore but, Sir,
I did not include it in that part of the resolution because of. the fact
that these areas are well represented by their chosen representatives
and it is beyond- any shadow of doubt that the high morale and the
spirit of sacrifice that have been demonstrated by these people will ins-
pire the rest of the nation, whenever any such exigency arises. Sir,
a doubt has been expressed in many quarters and I have got reason to
believe that there are some reasons too to suppose or to apprehend if
America or the C.LA. had any direct hand into the armed conflict with
India. Sir, this doubt has been voiced from many responsible quarters
inside the country and from abroad. But, Sir, with fullest responsibility
I can say, as I have personally been in the States myself, r have tasted
their hospitality, I have mixed with a cross-section of their public
opinion and I know the press in the United States which probably is
all powerful and the extent of civil liberty enjoyed by the people of
America and in view of all that It cannot be possible for America to be
responsible for any direct armed clash with India, because the people
and press of America would _not have liked that. Because in both the
countries where America has got a tremendous amount of say, it is not
correct and proper to say that America was directly responsible for
this armed conflict between India and Pakistan. But, Sir, one thing I
want you to remember and that is that soon after the border conflicts
wh!ch took place J:letween China and India, with a view to containing
China, both America and USSR started to arm India to the teeth.
Both our friends with whom we have had defensive alliances, and the
USSR thought it necessary to supply massive arms to India. It was



MOTIONre: EMERGENCY SITUATION CREATED BY ARMED 303
AGGRESSION BY INDIA

said that in order to stop Chinese expansionism, it is necessary that the
second largest world population should be armed and equipped to
contain China. Sir, our President at that time very clearly and in ~
very unmistakable language pronounced that India is not capable of
fighting against China and particularly China has got no expansionist
design in India. These massive arms which have created imbalance in
this part of the sub-continent will one day be used against all her neigh-
bours, particularly, against Pakistan. What President spoke in 1962 of
the tragedy and irony of fate has come true literally, morally and physi-
cally .in 19£5. Atl that time our triendsl and these powers did not
raalise that the neighbours of India, particularly Pakistan, were appre-
hensive about thi.s arms aid-massive arms aid to India.

We have followed a persistent policy of cultivating friendly rela-
tions with OUrimmediate neighbours Burma, Nepal, Ceylon and with all
these countries we have got at the moment the best of friendly rela-
hems and despite our sincere efforts we have not been able to cultivate
friendly relations with India. What was the difficulty? If Burma
could settle her border difficulty with China around a table, if Nepal
could resolve all their border troubles or problems around and if
Pakistan could. also create an understanding, so far as the border de-
marcation with China is concerned, amicably around a table, what was
the reason that India failed to do so. The bogey of expansionism of
China does not hold good because last year I myself had been to Peking.
I had a talk with one of' the greatest leaders of China and deliberately
I do not mention his name. I asked him, ,. How is it that when you
reached up to the outskirts of Tezpur and when you were in a very con-
venient position to take possession of entire Assam with all its oil-fields,
suddenly you returned back to your line of control"? What was the
reason ? The reason was, he said, that despite the best mobile units
that we had got in that region, we tried our .Ievel best to stop the fleeing
Indian army. With OUr best mobile units we could not contain them.
We could not fire on them. He said, "If there is no enemy within
the sight. we cannot waste bullets by firing into tile area and naturally
we had to come back into our own line of control." We did not want
to of:cl1pyany territory of India, he added. It is never our intention
to occupy any portion of India at all. In the same context, he told me
that they are at the moment busy in arranging food and clothing for
tbe seven hundred million people and what would they do with a
country with 450 million people who are now completely at the verge
of starvation, famine and ruination. Who will be. going to take ad-
ditional responsibility of clothing and fooding for these 450 million
people. So, they had to go back to their own line of control.

Sir, it is very clearly stated that China is after following a policy
of expansionism. If it he to enlarge one sphere of things, I have got
nothing to say. If it is stated that they are anxious to enlarge the
sphere of commercial activities, may I ask: is there any large country
in the globe which is not anxious to increase its sphere of commercial
activities? Today particularly Pakistan is anxious to establish its
commercial relations with almost all the countries irrespective of the
East or of the West. There has been a plenty of misunderstanding about
genuine intention of China and there has been a gross misrepresentation
about the intentions of China excepting South Korea. Just T wanner
if they can find out a single instance inLaos or even in Viet-Nam. We
have seen not a single Chinese has been captured. It is true that
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Chinese machineries=Chinese .armaments-have been used. It is true
but it does nut hold good. During -the struggle between Pakistan and
India, India used American armaments. India used Russian arma-
ments. Can they deny it that the armaments which were given to
them for defending against Chinese attack were used against Pakistan?
America completely equipped six Mountain Divisions tc contain China
and the Mountain Divisions were deployed against Pakistan Army on
the Western Front.

Members: Shame, shame.

Mr. Abdus Sobur Khan: May I ask if this policy is not of expan-
sionism? Then who can escape this blame when arms supplied by
America and Russia were used against Pakistan during the fateful
period of thoso seventeen days. Sir, we know and the world at large
knows that India is not capable of containing China. I asked the same
friend of mine in Peking, "You handed over the war prisoners, but
how is it that you handed back the armaments that you seized from
fleeing Indian army completely c·iled and greased." The reply came
from my friend who is one of the top-notches in China that after their
troops returnee back to the line of control they found that the arma-
ments and equipments used by India were quite different. They did
not know how to maintain. So, before handing them back, they gave
some job to their boys and that was to oil and grease it. And along
with war prisoners they handed hack those armaments because they
did not require them.

Sir, it is true, and, recently=call it a battle of yak or whatever it
might be-an ultimatum which was given by China served the purpose
in so far as, before the period expired, India had removed those fifty-
eight barrack's without a single fire being shot. It has often been alleged
that China was in collusion with Pakistan. Sir, may I ask from this
august House a question. Today a cease-fire exists. Of course, hostility
also exists. Then a cease-fire in terms of the United Nations between
Pakistan and India also exists. Intermittent firing and surreptitious
attempts to infiltrate into our own territory are still going on. But you
have noticed that even yesterday the border clashes occurred in Sikkim
border between India and China. They will never _deliberately come to
an understanding with China to keep this sub-continent in a state of
peace and stability because they continue to have these border skir-
mishes only to make the Western powers jittery so that they pour in
more money, more economic aid and more military hardware to bolster
up the ruined and shattered economy of India. Sir, America is regarded
to be a bastion of anti-Communism. They are supposed to be Mecca of
anti-Communism. China is a big nation and a powerful nation.
Pakistan being a smaller nation, we cannot afford to have any quarrel
with a big power like China and when our friendship is more fruitful,
more enjoyable, is there any sense why we can make China hostile to us
now. Anti-Communist America is rushing arms aid to India. Ameri-
can supersonic jets are being matched with MIGs supplied by U.S.S.R.
In India the ground-to-air missiles of U.S.S.R. are being matched by
mountain guns supplied by the United States of America. Sir, for the
settlement of our border dispute with China, according- to American
press. we are accused of flirting with China. May I ask, by spending a
couple of years in honeymooning with U.S.S.R., how far India has been
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able to maintain her verginity. Sir, it is a question I ask of the
American people through their leaders. They have got to think about it
because we do not understand what harm we have done. What is the
reason of straining our relations with India? Our friendship with
China has not brought about any change in the social structure which
we had and it has not brought in the so-called communist infiltration or
invasion into this country. We are maintaining OUr ideology, our own
fiscal policy, but there has been a deliberate attempt to mislead and in-
fluence the American public opinion and their leaders, too, to do injus-
tice to us. I think in cooler moments, the American people and their
leaders will think that this misunderstanding has been created not be-
cause of any fault on our side but because probably they want this
misunderstanding to be created. They feel that India is a very big
State and to contain China India is a must. The same thing is thought
of by U.S.S.R. Unfortunately both belonging to the socialist world are

. divided today. It is not my intention to poke my nose into the domestic
affairs of any other country. But the point is that both the countries
equally love India because both of them want to contain China and they
believe that India can contain China. But the fact is that India is not
capable of containing China, if we are ever confronted with that hard
reality.

Sir, very recently it has been announced that America has stopped
economic and military aid both to Pakistan and to India. Very well.
Probably it is one of the wisest decisions and wisdom is their exclusive
monopoly. But may I ask: by stopping military and economic aid who
is going to be harmed in a much more worse manner. All the arma-
ments and all the equipment, I have told the other day, we had from
only one source of supply .and that was the United States of America.
Today they have stopped economic aid and military aid to both India
and Pakistan. Sir, we are aligned with the United States with SEATO
and CENTO and we can seek a moral justification that in the hour of our
trial, as has been very efficiently pointed out by my esteemed friend,
the Leader of the Opposition, the SEATO and CENTO through which we
are aligned with the U.S.A., while India is allegedly non-aligned should
have given aid to us. So stoppage of military aid and economic aid has
been much more harmful to us than to India. It may be that we are not
being able to get any replacement from America, but may I ask them:
what prevents India from getting further military assistance and quite
a number of squadrons of MIGs and quite a number of air-to-air missiles
since the hostility broke, from Russia, from Israel, from Korea? What
prevents India from getting this arm supplies from these countries?
So, apparently it looks very well that America has decided not to give
arms or economic aid to India and Pakistan. But militarily it is more
ruinous and more disadvantageous to us. I believe this aspect of the
question will also be taken into consideration by both American public
and American leaders.

Now, Sir. as has been already mentioned by my President, we are
in search o-ffriends, and not masters. Sir, we are not an ungrateful
people. The assistance that we have received :from the United States,
the assistance and economic aid that we have got during the First Five-
Year Plan, during the Second Five-Year Plan, and the assistance which
we expect :from the United States, hac; been very helpful. Sir, I invite
members of the World Bank, I invite the members of the Consortium
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countries, to come here and see for themselves if we have been able to
utilize every penny that has been given in the shape of aid or credit to
OUrcountry. So Sir, I invite them to come and to inspect whether we
have abused any' of their credits or guns which were made available to
Ius, and we are grateful to them for their assistance. Sir, we are
Mussalmans, and we are not ungrateful. We know that in various ways
America has been of great assistance to us, and with gratitude we re-
member that. But, Sir, at the same time, I want to express that we
are also, at long last, in the process of establishing friendly relations
with Soviet Union also, and we expect that for the fulfilment of the
Third Five-Year Plan, the U.S.A., Japan, West Germany, Canada,
Australia, the U.K., Eastern and Western Europe will come to our
assistance, so that we can carryon with OUrThird Five-Year Plan; and,
at the same time, our peaceful intentions are amply manifested in the
friendship that We have been able to establish through R.C.D. amongst
Turkey, Iran and Pakistan for our mutual development. Sir, the alli-
ance that we have been able to establish will, with the passage of time,
prove to be one of the most beneficial things for the entire region for its
'economic growth and its material prosperity. At the same time, Sir, I
also want to mention that we have received aid from China as well. An
interest-free loan which we have received also from the U.K., we have
also received loan from China. It is not my intention to plead for China;
but I believe the China bogey is so powerful to-day in America that the
American public opinion is not allowed to see reason; and we would
appreciate that they see reason, and be very clear in their own mind.

Now, Sir, let me characterize about India. Well, India, as vou know,
had never been a composite whole except under foreign domination.
The history before Mogul and Path an rule shows that it was divided and
sub-divided. Only during the Mogul-Pathan rule did it become a com-
posite whole. India can never remain a composite whole, Sir, because
of her peculiar social customs and their peculiar behaviour towards the
other minority communities, due to which it can never remain together.
It is only the foreign power which has kept India together, otherwise
India was never a composite wholc ; it can never be a composite whole.
For .that reason to-day the Indian Leaders, with the passage of time, are
making no secret that they are determined to annul the Partition.
But I can tell you, Sir, that the hundred million people of Pakistan will
never allow, whatever might be the consequence, to annul the Parti-
tion ; and if they think that they can convert Pakistan into a satellite
of India, they are sadly mistaken. Whatever might be the consequence,
every man and women of Pakistan will face it.

Sir, what is India to-day? It is a vast prison camp. More than
sixty thousand people, more than seventy thousand people, are in jails
today. People who raise their voice of opposition, their voice is stifled
and they are put behind the bars. There is no room for free opinion or
public criticism in India. There is no freedom of the press in India, not
to speak of the heinous and maltreatment that is being meted out to
minorities. Sir, the bankrupt Congress leadership today is only subsist-
ing On the war cry against Pakistan; otherwise hunger and sufferings
are rampant there, and industrial growth has been completely stopped,
and India is at the verge of ruin. The Congress policy has been found
out to he hollow, and only war-mongering and war slogans against
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Pakistan are keeping them seated. The Congress leaders think that
only by this way they will be in a position to retain power; that by
speaking venom and hatred against Pakistan they can remain in power.
But I can tell you this much, Sir, that Indian lobby today is very power-
ful in the western world; but it is not very far off when, like Chiang
kai-shek, Shastri, Chavan, Nanda, Choudhri & Co. will be thinking ot
conquering the mainland of India from. .. (Thumping). That day is
not very far off, Sir.

Sir, now let me come back to the position in which we are finding
ourselves in Kashmir today. I leave this for my great friend, the
Foreign Minister, to mention to you; but, Sir, I would like only to tell
that of the four permanent Members of the Security Council, France,
of course, has given her support. Sir, I can tell you the barbarity that
is being perpetrated on the Muslims in Kashmir. Even the cannibals
of New Guinea would blush to see the atrocity, the amount of mons-
trous atrocity and torture, that is being unleased on the people of
Kashmir. Sir, if you ask about infiltrators, may I ask whether the
school and college students, both boys and girls of Srinagar, aln also in-
filtrators? How do they feel like when their young daughters are
raped before their fathers and husbands? How do they .feel like when
the breasts of young girls are cut before their guardians? It is a thing,
Sir, which would make the primitive man blush to think about the
atrocity and genocide that is being perpetrated in Kashmir. What
is the sight today in Kashmir? Sir, streams of people are
flowing from there. Their able-bodied men and young girls have
been taken away; either they have been burnt alive or they
have been killed. The old men and women, catching the hand
of their grand-children, grand-daughters and grand-sons, are marching
towards Azad Kashmir, probably they are marching towards eternity,
in search of shelter, in search of civilization, in search of food, in search
of succour.

Sir, I do not want to make out any more points, because I know that
the whole House is anxious to hear our esteemed Foreign Minister. I
had many other points to say, but I think the rest of the points will be
covered by him. I have got only one appeal to make to the nation.
Please be prepared to shed more blood, more tears and more sweat- and
WF! know cur cause is just; and, "Insha Allah ", justice in the end' shall
prevail.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: The Foreign Minister will now wind up the debate.
Mr. Zulfikar Ali Bhutto (Minister for Foreign Affairs) : Mr. Speaker,

Sir, I would like to apologize to the House for not being present here
yesterday to hear the honourable Members on this important motion. As
you know, I have been slightly indisposed, and it is only because of my
indisposition that I have been denied the privilege of listening to the
Members of the House. At the same time, Sir, I want you to know that
through my friend and colleague. Malik Muhammad Qasim, Parliamentary
Secretary for Defence, I have been kept in the picture on the various
issues raised by the honourable Members of this House.

I would like to express the Government's gratification to the Leader
of the Opposition and to the Members of the Opposition for the patriotic,
united and steadfast support that they have given to the Government in
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this gravest national emergency that has faced Pakistan. Their co-opera-
tion, sense of understanding, has, indeed, been a source of inspiration to
the Government. It is not possible for a few people who compose the
Government to face such difficult and Himalayan responsibilities without
the combined support of all the people in the country; and by the patrio-
tic stand that the Opposition leaders and Members have taken, they have
demonstrated beyond any doubt that the nation stands indivisibly united
for meeting this grave emergency that faces our beloved country. The
whole nation, Sir, stands united, and there can be no doubt about it ; and
this, Sir, is our greatest source of comfort and satisfaction. We are pitted
against a mighty and powerful neighbour ; but because this nation stands
firmly united, courageously united, we are able to meet the overwhelm-
ing odds that we face bravely and with a sense of confidence and courage.

Sir, this crisis has taught us many lessons. At a time of trial people
discover many facets of their individual and collective character. This
crisis has shown that the fact of East Pakistan being separated by a thou-
sand miles of alien territory is in no way a deterrent or impediment to
the solidarity and unity of Pakistan. This crisis has shown that East and
West Pakistan are the two mighty and dynamic pillars of Islam galvaniz-
ed against the decadent society of India. (Thumping) Our brethren from
Bengal, from the distant lands, have stood shoulder to shoulder with the
soldiers in the battlefront arid in the trenches of the Lahore sector and
the Sialkot front. They have fought courageously and honourably to
protect the sacred soil of Pakistan. The Pathans have shown their tradi-
tional valour; the Baluchs have fought bravely; the desert people of
Sind, the Hurs, have held their ramparts in the deserts of Rajasthan and
Sind heroically; the refugees who are Pakistanis in every sense of the
word have shown their valour and the greatest devotion and love for the
country and, above all, Sir, Punjab has shown that it is the sword arm
of the sub-continent. The bravery and valeur which the people of Lahore
and Sialkot demonstrated in this crisis leaves no doubt in anyone's mind
that these are the people who were capable of fighting and struggling
against the combined onslaught of the British and Indian majority com-
munity for the creation of Pakistan which was then regarded as an im-
possible task. No task is impossible for them; every task is capable of
achievement.

The Armed Forces of Pakistan to whom glowing tributes have rightly
been paid by every Member of this House have also shown that they are
amongst the finest fighting material that the world has known. It is not
~ossible for an army to withstand a massive offensive which is launched
uy an enemy. A very momentous aggression is capable of finding its
own objectives. Here the Indian army was held at bay. It was made
to stand still in spite of the fact that it had launched a treacherous and
massive attack at the nerve centre of Pakistan. This in itself was a great
achievement-the fact that Lahore, which is only 15 to 16 miles from the
Indian frontiers, was protected and saved from the Indian army. The
tributes which the people of Pakistan paid to the Armed Forces of Pakis-
tan were rightly paid. We have known that in the past the capture of
important centres had pervading influence on the conduct of war; we
have seen how Napolean who swept across Russia was unable to take
Moscow although he went deep, and his army went deep into Russian
territory; the fact that he failed to capture Moscow, in spite of the ter-
ritory his forces had taken, snowed that they had been defeated; the fact
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that Hitler in the last war in spite of the fact that he penetrated deep
into the Soviet territory, was unable to take Moscow showed that he had
been defeated. Here is a demonstration of the fact that the Indian army
was not capable of achieving the objective of faking Lahore for the fact
that it was held at bay-held at its own frontiers. It was a magnificent
achievement of the people and the Armed Forces of Pakistan. Our war
is a people's war. The Indian may have bigger army; they may over-
whelm us in numbers; but they must know that as far as Pakistan is
concerned, they will have to fight every man, woman and child of Pakis-
tan; they will have to fight in the streets, in the houses and in the villages
of Dacca, Chittagong, Lahore, Kalat, every part of Pakistan, before they
can consider themselves victorious; it is just not possible. The Indian
war-lords must know that the defeat of Pakistan is impossible. Just as
they were unable to prevent the creation of 'pakistan, so also it is ab-
solutely impossible for them to think that Pakistan will ever be defeated
by the Indian hordes merely because of superior numbers or because they
have an army which has been supported from various sources and it is
augmented by various countries.

Sir, as I have said, ths.nation has been united and has stood 1ike steel.
We have also received overwhelming support from the world and I under-
score' overwhelming '. It has truly been overwhelming and in contra-
distinction India stood alone and isolated. This is an admission which
the Prime Minister of India made to his own nation. The greatest and
most spontaneous support came to Pakistan from the down-trodden,
under-privileged and oppressed proletarian nations of Asia and Africa;
and this is natural because the pain that we felt is the pain they feeL
They know our struggle is a struggle for decolonization, just as their own
struggle has been for decolonization. The nations of Asia and Africa
know what it means to be oppressed; what it means to be tyrannized;
they know how a people must face bravely and courageously, whatever
odds, a wanton and monstrous aggressor, because they also have faced
aggression. Our experience we have in common with them. We have
waged the same struggle, and, as Mr. Mashiur Rahman said, this is a
collective struggle; indeed, this is a collective struggle. There is no
difference whatsoever in the process of decolonization in Jammu and
Kashmir, in southern Rodeshia or in any other part of Asia and Africa.
That is why the nations of Asia and Africa were in the forefront, in the
vanguard of the movement for the support of Pakistan, because they
knew that Pakistan was suffering in the way they have suffered, that our
call for justice was their call for justice; our call for redress of the
people's rights in Jammu and Kashmir was also their cry and their
struggle which they also have waged heroically against superior odds,
against overwhelming numbers; that is why the nations of Asia al!d
Africa were in the forefront, in the vanguard of the support that PakIS-
tan received in the struggle against the aggression that India launched
against Pakistan.

Sir, I would be failing in my duty if I do not refer to some of the'
countries which gave us outright support in our struggle. This is not an
easy undertaking. Sir, other nations have their own problems and diffi-
culties to consider before they can commit themselves without qualifica-
tion, without reservation for a just and an honourable cause. Some-
times we should ask ourselves the question that-suppose two countries,
far away from our frontiers, are engaged in the struggle, and although
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we may have sympathy with one against the other, would it be easy for
-our nation to commit itself or do the same thing that others have done
JOT us? Sir, it is from this point of view that I would like to refer to
the support that we received outright and without reservations from a
number of countries in Asia and Africa.

Iran and Turkey gave us unqualified support and, Sir it is with some
pride and satisfaction that I wish to mention that our ~R.C.D.partners,
the great Iranian and Turkish nations, stood by Us and rendered moral
and material support to us in the time of crisis against Indian aggression.
lran declared, and I quote, "The Iranian Government and people with
.all the moral and material resources at their command stand ready to
support Pakistan in this hour of most urgent need to safeguard her ter-
ritorial integrity and political sovereignty." A large number of Iranians
volunteered to fight the Indian aggression side by side with Pakistan.
Iranian nurses came to serve the wounded Pakistani soldiers. The Iranian
Prime Minister flew to Ankara to consult the Turkish Prime Minister
as to how best they could assist us in our fight against Indian aggression.
In a communique issued after the meeting the Iranian and Turkish Prime
Ministers declared on 11th September, 1965, and I quote: "The initia-
tion by India of large scale military operations across the internationally
recognised border of Pakistan threatens peace not only in the region but
throughout the world." They added and I quote again: "As long as
the Jammu and Kashmir dispute remains unsolved, the recurrence of
such a grave situation cannot be ruled out and [they] reaffirm the soli-
darity which links Turkey, Iran and Pakistan and declare that they
are ready to support Pakistan, a brother, an ally Pakistan." The Iranian
Prime Minister and the Turkish Foreign Minister came to Pakistan to
consult the Pakistani leaders and the Pakistan Government about the
assistance they could give to Pakistan. On the diplomatic front, Iranian
and Turkish Governments supported and advocated Pakistan's case. The
Turkish President wrote to President Johnson and Prime Minister Harold
Wilson. The Iranian Ambassadors in London and Washington under
instructions from their Government took up the question with those
Governments as if this was their own question. The veteran Turkish
leader, Mr. Ismat Inonu, who fought the battle of independence along
with Kamal Ataturk in Turkey to repel the aggression on Turkish soil
and helped in making modern Turkey I quote Ismat Pasha: "The ag-
gression launched against Pakistan is downright unjustified. This ag-
gression is aimed at usurping Pakistan's legitimate right over Jammu
and Kashmir which has been irrefutably handed over to India. This is
again totally unjustified." The fullest support which we have received
from the Government of Iran and Turkey during our trial doubly show
the solidarity of the RCD countries and it cemented further the bonds
of friendship, of brotherhood, of common understanding.

I now, Sir, refer to the great and glorious support which Pakistan
received from the Republic of Indonesia and here, Sir,l can do llO better
than recall the words of President Ahmad Soekarno. President Soekarno
while addressinz the Islamic Unity Party on September 13th said, and I
quote: "Presid~nt Soekarno on behalf of the Indonesian people has
deliberately chosen to side with Pakistan in its conflict with India be-
cause in this struggle there is justice in the cause for which Pakistan
is fighting." He said, "do not be like Malayasia and say, we are
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f~iend~ o.f both, therefore,. neutral. Ther~ is no neutrality when a prin-
ciple IS Involved. There IS no compromise when truth is there. I say
to those foreign correspondents and diplomats who are present here to-
carry my words and dispatch them to all corners, for truth is here mani-
fest and must be supported against Indian aggression". Indonesia, Sir,
with its one hundred million people or more has been a tower strength
during our trial, which has forged unshakable bonds of loyalty, love,
partnership and brotherhood. The unreserved support given by the
people of Indonesia has touched the innermost core of our heart and
built a reservoir of goodwill and love amongst all our people. In ac-
knowledging in the General Assembly of the United Nations on the 28th
of September the support that the people of Indonesia gave to Pakistan,
I voiced the feeling of the people of Pakistan when I had said: "From
this rostrum permit me on behalf of the Government and the people of
Pakistan to pay a lasting tribute to the President of Indonesia, to the
Government of Indonesia and to the great people of Indonesia who gave
us their unstinted support in our hour of trial. The people of Pakistan
shall not forget the true friendship given by the Indonesian President
and the Indonesian people. The bonds that bind OUr people have been
tested in this crisis and have become stronger.'"

Mr. Speaker, Sir, I now come to another great and powerful Asian
country which gave Pakistan unstinted support: that is the People's.
Republic of China.

China reacted immediately and spontaneously to Indian ag-
gression against Pakistan and condemned this unprovoked attack as well
as India's suppression of the freedom struggle of the Kashmiri people'
in the strongest terms. A statement issued by the Chinese Government
on 7th September 1965 declared jnter Ullia :

"India's aggression against anyone of its neighbours concerns all;
its neighbours. "

The statement expressed confidence that "With the sympathy and
support of the peace-loving countries and the peoples of Asia and the'
whole world, the one hundred million people of Pakistan will rise as one
man to save their country and finally drive back Indian aggressors.
The Chinese Government also reaffirm its support to the right of self-
determination of the people of Jammu and Kashmir on which the Indian
Government had given commitments to Pakistan and to the people of
Jammu and Kashmir. "

Throughout the period of conflict Chinese Government and people
continued to support Pakistan's heroic resistance and offered to give
Pakistan all assistance in its just struggle. This consistent support from
the great Power with a population of seven hundred million people was-
a source of great encouragement to Pakistan.

And here again from the rostrum of the UN General Assembly I ac-
knowledged the support which the People's Republic of China gave to
Pakistan. I declared:

"Our great neigbbout: to the North, People's Republic of China,
gave us full moral support and, rising high above ideological dlfferences,
upheld the cause of righteousness and condemned. the war of aggression
launched against us by India. "
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Sir, the support which the People's Republic of China in this great
crisis gave to Pakistan is, indeed, a matter of great significance for a
number of reasons. First of all, by any definition of the term, China is
a Great Power. She is a Great Power in the sense that she has a right
to occupy her place in the Security Council of the United Nations as a
Permanent Member. She is a Great Power because she possesses atomic
weapons like other Great Powers and is now one of the nuclear powers.
She is a Great Power because there can be no meaningful disarmanent
in the world without the participation of China. She is a Great Power
because no important dispute of Asia can be settled without the co-
operation and participation of the People's Republic of China. So, the
support that we got from this Great Power is, indeed, significant and
meaningful.

In addition to the support we have received from the People's Re-
public of China, we have had support from other Asian countries like
Ceylon. The Prime Minister of Ceylon declared in the Ceylonese Parlia-
ment that Indian aggression against Pakistan was deplorable. The Leader
of the Opposition, Madam Bandranayaka, condemned Indian aggression
against Pakistan. We have received support from the Philippines, from
Japan, from North Vietnam, and from the people of Afghanistan. In every
Afghan home there were prayers for Pakistan and they felt the struggle
to be their own struggle. According to the Newsweek, Afghans condemn-
ed the wanton Indian attack on Pakistan. They considered it as their own
cause and as their own fight. We would like to pay a lasting tribute to
the people of that great country who stood by us and supported us and
sympathised with Us in the moment of great crisis.

Sir, the whole of the Aral? world for the first time collectively sup-
ported OUr position on Jammu and Kashmir at Casablanca. The Casa-
blanca Resolution will go down as a historic document. It created com-
plete disillusionment and frustration in India. The Indian leaders had
begun to use their usual tactics of blackmail and threats on the Arab
Governments by saying that they could respond more constructively and
positively to Israel if the Arab countries pursued their support to Pakistan.'
But the Arab Governments were not deterred and collectively at Casa-
blanca there was a Resolution in support of the just and honourable set-
tlement of Jammu and Kashmir dispute. We pay homage and we show
our gratitude to the great Arab world with whom we have unbreakable
religious, historical and cultural ties. In particular it is necessary for us
to mention the overwhelming support we received from Saudi Arabia,
Syria and Jordan, both inside and outside the Security Council,
(cheers) and from Sudan, Iraq, Morocco, Tunisia, and, above all.
Algeria which is the beacon light of the people's right of self-determina-
tion.

I would also like to mention the whole-hearted support we received
from Albania. The outright and completely unreserved support which
Pakistan got from Iran, Turkey, Syria, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, Iraq,
Morocco, Tunisia, Algeria, Sudan. Albania, China and Indonesia is the
support of more than half of humanity. In terms of nations it numbers
a dozen or more. But in terms of people (and in final and ultimate ana-
lysis it is the people who matter) more than half of humanity stand
shoulder to shoulder with Pakistan in its just struggle.
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In Africa also we received overwhelming. support and sympathy in
the Security Council. The representative of Ivory Coast in the Security
Council compared India to South Africa. I think it is a valid and ob-
jective comparison, because India is to Asia what South Africa is to Africa,
We received support from Somalia, Nigeria, Tanzania, Togo, from Mali
and Senegal and from many of the other African States.

Going to the distant continent of Latin America. with whom we have
hardly any contact-few diplomatic missions. We have only one Mission
in Brazil. That is all we have in the whole of Latin America whereas
India has diplomatic representation in Brazil, Argentine, Venezuela,
Mexico, Cuba and a number of other Latin American countries. We have
representation only in Brazil. But in spite of the fact that Latin
America is far away; and we hardly have any contact with that great
Continent, nonetheless, on the question of Jammu and Kashmir, the Latin
American States have always given us deep and profound support. When-
ever the qustion of Jammu and Kashmir has gone to the Security Council
we have received support from Latin America because here it is not only
a question of contact or diplomatic relations, here the fundamental and
incompromisable question of self-determination is involved. That is why
in spite of India's efforts and in spite of India's forensic and strenuous
ways and methods, the States of Latin America have supported Us in the
Security Council. This time the representative of Uruguay who was the
President of the Security Council had this to say:

"If we have a wounded bleeding foot we have to apply anasthesia
and cure it. We have to get over the crisis. It is true, but
would it be wise or sufficient to do all that and then merely
replace the foot in the same shoe. If there is still the nail in
the shoe which causes difficulty and immediately reopens the
same wound what would be gained. How can we consider
logically the resistance to coming face to face with the cause
of the crisis if no guarantee is given that at least it would call
for immediate attention of the Security .Council ".

And then he went on to say:
"In 1948 and 1957 the Security Council established Commissions

and entrusted the President of the Council to collect direct in-
formation on the spot. This experience was fruitful. If such
action was opportune my delegation would support the entrust-
ing to our President Or to a special Three-man Committee the
task of gathering impressions on the situation in Jammu and
Kashmir without possessing the power to investigate".

"Shortly the Security Council is to discuss other problems con-
cerning the self-determination of people. Its legal authority
and moral and political strength are increased depending on
the attitudes and the conduct adopted. What the Council may
say Or do regarding the lamentable situation confronting us
will have a direct bearing on the situation with which the
Council may have to deal tomorrow".

These were the words of the representative of Uruguay.

Thi~ shows the strength of our cause. Although our resources are
limited, we don't have diplomatic missions in every country as India has,
we don't have the resources Or the power to propagate in every corner
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of the world, despite the fact that there is no contact with all the coun-
tries of the world, nonetheless, all the countries, even those as far
away as Uruguay, have come in support of the right of self-
determination f0r the people of Jammu ana Kashmir. This
shows how much strength the people of Pakistan have on the ques-
tion of Kashmir. If Pakistan were to be isolated, we would know the
difficulties of isolation. Therefore, please appreciate the strength and the
value of international support. India, which is wholly and totally iso-
lated, laments the fact of its isolation. And here is Pakistan, which is
upholding a righteous cause, which has not abandoned the cause of Kash-
mir, is mustering greater and greater support throughout the world.
These are mostly the pillars of our strength in the liberation of the peo-
ple of Jammu and Kashmir.

So also in Eastern Europe, more and more States are getting directly
interested and involved, and who believe that there must be a settlement
of the Jammu and Kashmir dispute. A few years ago Eastern Europe
was blank to us. There are countries in other parts of the world with
which we do not have any contact, but Eastern Europe is not far away
from us, and yet a few years ago Eastern Europe was blank to us. We
had no contact with it, we had no trade and dealings with it, whereas.
India had made strong effort , to penetrate Eastern Europe, like Czecho-
slovakia, Rumania and others, where they had diplomatic relations and
we had no contact whatsoever. For us the rest of the world was two
or three countries, and perhaps one country. There was no other world
except that, and now that we have made efforts and we have established
contacts and propagated our views, and we have explained the righteous-
ness of our cause, that We are the aggrieved party, there is more and
more sympathy and support in Eastern Europe and the Scandinavian
countries.

The Foreign Minister of Rumania had useful discussions with ma on
the dispute of Jammu and Kashmir, and I hope from Moscow I will be
able to pay a day's visit to Rumania as well. There is a greater realiza-
tion throughout the world, even in Eastern Europe, with which although
we are close, we have had no contact So far. Now we are trying to get
universal support on the question of Jammu and Kashmir.

I now come to Western Europe and without casting ally aspersion or
showing any disrespect for any great country of Western Europe, I must
say that two important countries, i.e., France and West GErmany, support-
ed- Pakistan on the question of the right of self-determination for the
people of Jammu and Kashmir. The other countries of Western Europe
also supported us. West Germany again and again said that on the
question of self-determination there can be no compromise. France-
another Great Power, a member of the .Security Council and one which
played an exceptionally constructive and positive role in the Security
Council, both in September as well as in November-true to the great
traditions of France, the mother of all revolutions and the mother of
fraternity, equality and freedom, has taken a positive, courageous and
right stand on the dispute of Jammu and Kashmir.

You must also, Sir, remember France's position in the present-day
world. Today France has got an exceptional influence in Africa, espe-
cially amongst the French-speaking African States. France occupies a
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unique position in the heart of Europe. Apart from her influence in
Eastern Europe as well as with the Soviet Union, France has established
special relations with China in Asia, and it believes that no problem or
no dispute of Asia can really be permanently settled without the parti-
cipation of the People's Republic of China. As in Asia the Great Power
of Asia supported Us on the dispute of Jammu and Kashmir, so in Europe,
France and Germany supported the right of self-determination for the
people of Jammu and Kashmir. So much so that when Madam Pandit
visited Paris and had met Gen. De Gaulle, after the meeting with him,
she held a Press Conference and there expressed disappointment and said
that it was unfortunate that people there did not appreciate India's
position.

What is unfortunate about that? What i:, there to appreciate about
India's position that she has to lament that the people of the world do
not appreciate the Indian position? We know India is sending delega-
tions helter-skelter throughout the world, but what purpose will it serve?
It will help in exposing the Indian perfidy. What explanation will they
offer to the countries that they are visiting? Will they tell them that
they enter into international agreements and it is their right to break
international agreements? Will they tell them that no pledge was given
to the people of Jammu and Kashmir for exercising the right of self-
determination? It is no use saying Kashmir is an integral part of India.
That is not going to make Kashmir an integral part of India. Kashmir
cannot become an integral part of India.

The United Kingdom has also maintained its traditional position on
the Jammu and Kashmir dispute and it must be said to the credit of the
United Kingdom that the Prime Minister of United Kingdom condemned
in no uncertain terms the Indian aggression on the territory of Pakistan.
In its condemning India's aggression On Pakistan, what has been the re-
action in India? In India Indian leaders have threatened to leave the
Commonwealth. They have threatened to nationalize British assets in
India. Now the British, of all the foreign powers, know the Indians
quite well. They have had about two hundred years dealings with them.
They know that these are empty threats. These threats cannot be imple-
mented. India has no great love for the Commonwealth. It is in the
Commonwealth merely because Pakistan is in the Commonwealth and
India will remain in' the Commonwealth as long as Pakistan is there.
What is good for the goose is good for the gander. If India will quit the
Commonwealth merely because they have taken the side of the righteous
cause, then Pakistan has also the same right, but in spite of our many
differences with Great Britain-c-on the partition there were anomalies,
which were, perpetrated against Pakistan-Pakistan hac; not taken the
position that with every turn, everv adjustment of the situation we should
threaten to leave the Commonwealth, or threaten to take such action which
we have no intention of taking. Also, the Prime Minister of India. Mr.
Shastri, has said that if the Great Powers, including thp United States,
were to try and impose a settlement of the Jammu and Kashmir dispute,
they will have nothing to do with the Great Powers. Prime Minister
Shastri. who goes about as a little Nepolean throuehout India savs that
he will have nothing to do with the Greflt Powers if thev tried to impose
p settlement of the' Jammu and Kashmir disoute. Let us ponder over
that, Mr. Speaker. India. which receives 9 million tons of food grains
from the United States of America every year, which means 20,00'0 tons
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per day, is solely dependent for economic assistance as well as military
assistance; these assistance, are understandable. All under-developed
countries require economic assistance from more opulent countries.
There is nothing shameful about it because these loans are repaid, because
it is not averse to sovereignty but, it is strange for a country, like India
to give such a threat to the Big Powers, whose fragile, poverty-stricken
and miserable people have no food, and yet for a colonial ambition on
the State of Jammu and Kashmir, they should have the audacity to turn
round and say that We would have nothing to do with you if you try and
bring about justice. Now, suppose United States of America were to
impress upon India to come to a fair settlement about Jammu and Kash-
mir, what is immoral about it. If United States or any other Great Power
impresses upon India to do that that is not doing something immoral or re-
prehensible or wrong. So, if Pakistan tells U.S.A. you must use your
influence to settle this dispute because you promised yourself that the
people of Jammu and Kashmir like any othe- people will have the right
of self-determination, because objectively self-determination is involved,
because by using our influence we will bring peace and tranquillity and
happiness to the people of the sub-continent, which means over 500
mil.ion people, where is any immorality involved, where is the question
of using influence in the wrong direction involved? If, of course, the
United Stater, were to say to India that they must give away part of
India like Mr.dras to some other country or certain other part; if there
was somethir g wrong, one could understand. Here you could use your
great and powerful influence fairly. Is that unjust or immoral? Be-
cause when you use your influence in the right direction even the people
of India will be finally grateful to all those powers who use that influence
in the right direction which will bring peace to the sub-continent, which
will alleviate misery, which will bring an end to exploitation, which will
bring an end to genocide, to human misery, to human rancour, to the
savagery arid brutalities that are being committed in the State; all this
will be put to an end. Is that not the just and moral obligation of the
whole world, including the Great Powers? Sir, a country like India is
dependent on United States for 900 million tons of Ioodgrains a year and
economic assistance. India's economic situation today is in a critical
state. It is a lmost facing bankruptcy. It is dependent on the economic
assistance of United States and, to a lesser extent, of U.S.S.R. and it re-
quires and n~eds military assistance in addition. If the Great Powers
were to use -';heir influence positively and constructively to bring about
peace and hanpiness for 500 million people, it is not an immoral exercise
or unjustified exercise of moral position which they have to do. If the
Great Powers can determine the future of Europe, if they can take a blue
pencil and d=cide this part goes to U.S.S.R.-Czechoslovakia, Germany
and others, thic is what happened at Yalta Conference-if they can have
Yalta Conference to bring about peace which nobody respects. is not an
honourable peace more desirable ? Why cannot they have the same Yalta
Concept for Asia? Is there any difference between Europeans and
Asian". is peace not as important to Asia as it is to Europe? Is misery
anv different for people of Asia than it is for people of Europe? Is
r-enocide any different. when it was perpetrated bv Hitler azainst
European Jews, as is beinr perpctrated aaainst Kashmiris of Jammu and
KW'hmir? Do Wp not. fpel pain in the ~:1mp W8V as ppon](' of Euron=
feel ? An> not t/';jf" of the same colour, do they not come from the same
eyes vhether they are Asian eyes or European eyes? Is there not need
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that there should be the same inhibition to compel India to do the right
thing; to compel India to face international conscience to give to the
people of Jammu and Kashmir the right of self-determination which they
have pledged to them?

The United States position in this crisis .bas been mentioned elo-
quently both by the Leader of the House and by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and by a number of Members cf the House. 1 uo not want to
repeat what .bas been said and it is true that in the last three years
fortuitously, and due to circumstances it has been my respunsib ility to
shoulder the crisis and to articulate Pakistan's pains and pangs in re3-
pect of United States policy towards this country. But this is a res-
ponsibility which I owe not only to Government but to a hundred million
people of Pakistan, a responsibility I have carried out, I have been carry-
ing on courageously and with conviction. Pakistan has June no wrong
to the United States of America. I would want any c.bjective person
to tabulate the grievances of the United States of Amcrrca as against
Pakistan and I would want, not an objective person, but even a child
to tabulate the grievances we have against the United States and let it
be an unequal tabulation; let it be, on the one hand, a scholar and, on
the other, a child because whatever has happened in the last two to three
years has been unfortunately directed against the vital interests of
Pakistan culminating in the aggression which was launched by India
against us. Had it not been for the military augmentation of India's war
machinery, India would never have dared to launch an aggression against
Pakistan. And we feared this all the time. We have not gone mad, we
have not lost our sense that we should unnecessarily have a policy of
strain and stress with a great country like United States of America
with whom we share a special relationship. I know tIlut some of the
Members of the Opposition, and understandably" have said that it is neces-
sery to have good relations with all the Great Powers. But this is also
a truism. It is obvious; it is necessary to have good relations with all
the Great Powers. Who does not want that? That has been OUr very
purpose. It has been our endeavour all the time. This has been our
effort, but you see at the same time you must weigh equities; you must
put them in a balance; you must see changed realities; you must have
objective considerations; you must see changes in policies. After all
policies are dynamic, they are not permanent; it is not that United
States of America had some special love and romance for Pakistan, there-
fore its global policies should not change. How should thi : Government
be held responsible if the United States global policies changed, which
bring about a certain stress and strain in our relationship. This Gov-
ernment would be all the more anxious to have a solid good relationship
with the United States of America for the simple reason that we have
pursued Our foreign policy of establishing good relations with the whole
world. I am not being critical of any Government because this is a time
of national crisis. I am just mentioning the factual position. Up to 1958
we had no contact-I repeat, no contact-with the great power like the
Soviet Union. Was that right. and realistic that weehould have had no
relations with a great powerhouse, as my ambassador to Moscow
describes the Soviet Union as a powerhouse to the north, so close to Pak-
istan, a great power with all its reS01Jl'CeS, industrial poteut+al, with all
its ability to help and support any other country. . With them we had
no contacts at all ; absolutely none. It was for tne first time in 1961
that we established OUr first economic agreement with the Soviet Union.
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Is that not shameful that our foreign policy was So geared that we had
put all the eggs in one basket"? Is it realistic not to have any relations
with the SOVIet Union"? How many times Pandit Nehru visited the
Soviet Union; how many Indian delegations went? What special efforts
were made by Indian leaders to establish special relations with Soviet
Union"? You must check all that, in the totality of events, in its his-
torical perspective. It is all very well to say why this Government did
not get support from the Soviet Union? You have to consider the his-
torical situation and in respect of Soviet Union this Government has
made profound changes and our relations with the Soviet Union have
improved vastly. There is a great improvement in Our relations with
the Soviet Union now. If we want to improve our relations with a
country with whom we had no contacts, surely it follows that we would
like to consolidate our relations with a country with whom we already
had good relations. We had made from 1958 to 1962 great efforts.
Please consider all the measures that this Government took to establish
good relations and to consolidate good relations with the United States
of America. This is the same Government, composing of Field Marshal
Mohammad Ayub Khan and his cabinet, which may have changed from
person to person. What happened. from 1958 to 1962"? This Govern-
ment went even further than other Governments in establishing good
relations with the United States of America. India which is our mortal
encmy-s-India which is determined to destroy us--but because it was in
view of the global interest of the United States of America we made
special efforts from 1958 to 1962 to have good relations with India also,
in the interest and in the enhancement of the global policy of the United
States of America. But a time comes when the people have to cry
halt and say thus far and no further, if it comes to jeopardising the
interests of a country. This is all that we have done and said to the
United States that by arming India, by giving to India teeth, by giving
India military might and military power, all that will happen is that
all those guns will be directed against Pakistan and against no other
country. in doing so strains have been created. We are sad-we are
unhappy-we do not like it, but we cannot abandon our national security,
we cannot abandon our national rights. This is the position of the peo-
ple of Pakistan and it is in this context and in these circumstances that
the President of Pakistan is going to visit the United States of America.
Our hands are clean, OUr conscience is clear. We have nothing to con-
ceal. We are the aggrieved party. Let us discuss it. Let us discuss
it a thousand times. Be it at Presidential level or at any level because
an appraisal will show that not only are we not opposed ·to America but
our apprehensions have come out true and it has been justified by the
lives and the blood that has been shed for these seventeen days. These
seventeen days which shook the sub-continent need not have taken
place-we would not have shaken the sub-continent had it not been
for the arrogance of India-and this arrogance came about because India
believes that it has the mi litnry might and the military potential and
it has an armada and the force to destroy Pakistan. But
India can never destroy Pakistan even if India gets help from the whole
world. It is just not possible to destroy and decimate a valiant and a
valorous nation of a hundred million and this much I would like to
tell the House that India wants thirty Divisions. India can have sixty
Divisions if it wants. India wants an atom bomb at Trombay. It can
have its Trombays and it can have its Tchombays, but the question is
that it cannot intimidate Pakistan. If India wants to have an atom bomb,
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let her have the bomb because, as Mr. Sobur has said, there are such
things as paper tigers and to use the word 'tiger' in context of India
is not correct. Even if you say paper tiger, do not use the word 'tiger'
in that context. It is inconceivable, It is not possible and if India is
to have an atom bomb, the people of Pakistan will be prepared to eat
grass, but they will also have an atom bomb.

Now, Sir, I would like to say that on the Jammu and Kashmir dispute
you cannot take a neutral attitude. It is not possible to take a neutral
attitude in a situation where there is an aggressor and an aggressed,
where there is an oppressor and an oppressed, where there is an exploiter
and the exploited, where there is a dominator and the dominated, where
there is an attacker and the attacked. How can you be neutral in a
situation like that? What we expect the whole world to do is to take an
impartial attitude to determine the issues involved impartially-whether
self-determination is involved, whether an international agreement is
involved, whether people are being oppressed or not. In taking an
impartial attitude, they will definitely come to the correct decision which
will be the support of the people of Jammu and Kashmir. So, it is not
a question of supporting Pakistan. It is not some blind romance that
people either like Pakistan or India, that we like Pakistanis therefor., we
su oport Pakistan-we like India because they are snake charmers. This
is not the question. The question here is to determine the issue on its
merits-on the rights and wrongs that are involved, not that India is big
and Pakistan is small or' that Pakistan has the Khyber and India has the
Taj Mahal. That is not at all involved. The question here is the ques-
tion of international morality-of adjudication, of sitting as you are
sitting, Mr . .speaker, and judging as to who is wrong and who is right,
who has committed mistakes and who has broken promises and who has
given the pledges. It is on that basis. If countries come to a decision,
India should not say that these countries have gone against us. These
coun tries have gone in, the right direction. They have supported truth
and justice and they are supporting truth and justice. They are not sup-
porting Pakistan. It so happens that Pakistan must support truth and
justice because that is the ideology of Pakistan and the dictate of Islam.
We support the people of Jammu and Kashmir for the redress of their
grievances, not because of any territorial ag,grandisement, but because
Islam enjoins upon us to support the oppressed whether they be in Kash-
mir or elsewhere in the world. It is a dictation of our national interest.
It is a dictation of our ideology. It is a dictation of our religion and we
cannot abandon any of these principles. We cannot abandon any of these
positions. .

Mr. Speaker, you know that the Soviet Union has offered its good
offices and Pakistan has accepted the good offices of the Soviet Union.
We believe that this is a positive and a constructive gesture. Soviet Union
is concernerl about an international dispute with regard to a territory
which previously it regarded and considered to be an integral part of
India. Now that it has taken this important initiative, it naturally im-
plies that the Soviet Union recognises this dispute not only by offering
his good offices' initiative but also by the position that the Soviet Union
took in the Security Council where unlike in the past it did not veto the
Resolution, where it supported the Resolution of September .20and. agreed
to the Resolution of November 4, but abstained on an entirely dIfferent
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ground. These are all important and positive signs. We hope that in
the mutuality of our interests, in our efforts to impress on the Soviet
leaders that peace and goodwill can only come by settling the Jammu
and Kashmir dispute, Insha allah eventually we will he able to get the
powerful and mighty support on a right and just cause from the Govern-
ment and the people of the Soviet Union as well.

Now, Sir, I come to Malaysia. We have been asked by a Member at
the Opposition why Pakistan broke relations with Malaysia and why did
it not break relations with the USSR or with India. Now, Sir, we broke
relations with Malaysia, not because this State supported India on the
question of Jammu and Kashmir. That is not the reason. In the past
there have been, as I have said, Soviet veto and support for the Indians.
There have been one or two other stray countries which have supported
India on the Jammu and Kashmir dispute for their own reasons=-Ethio-
pia and Yugoslavia. We have not broken relations with Ethiopia and
Yugoslavia. It is not because Malaysia supported India on Jammu and
Kashmir dispute that we broke relations with Malaysia. We broke re-
lations with Malaysia because Malaysia challenged the very existence of
Pakistan. Malaysia had every right to support India if they chose to do
so. They could have committed all the perfidies. They could have com-
mitted all the chicaneries and supported India. That is understandable,
but I would like to read out to the House some of the statements made
by the Malaysian representative in the Security Council. Malaysian re-
presentative said that the Jammu and Kashmir dispute is due to estab-
lishment of Pakistan. And then he said that:

"the Jammu and Kashmir dispute originated because Pakistan
was created".

And then on the right of self-determination and the United Nations Re-
solutions, this representative said-I quote him:

"ancient Resolutions from the musty records of the past. 'I.
Now here is a country which challenged the very basis of the State for
which Pakistanis had to wage a heroic struggle against the might of Bri-
tish Imperialism and against the opposition of the majority community
of India, their homes were torn as under. Refugees in millions had to
sacrifice their lives, their honour and wage a great struggle which has
been one of the greatest chapters of the peoples' struggle for independence
and who carved out a State of a hundred million Muslims in the sub-conti-
nent with all the sacrifices. They should live to see it. Why the repre-
sentative of this wobbling State from whom Singapore has already seceded
should question the very basis of Pakistan? What other honourable
course had an honourable people been left with? Germany and the United
States have waged war against each other. United Kingdom and Ger-
many have waged war against each other. Soviet Union and. Germany
have waged war against each other. Have they ever questione.j the
sovereignty and the existence of each other? Then not only that. After
this unparalleled and unprovoked reference to the esbblishment of Pak-
istan we gave an opportunity to the Malaysian Government. We addres-
sed an aide memoi1'e to the Malaysian Government and said that. the .re-
presentative of Malaysia had unnecessarily and without any justification
challenged the very"basis of the existence of Pakistan and they would
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please clarify the p?~ition. VIe gave an opportunity to the Malaysian
Government to clarify the situation. And they could have dissociated
themselves from the references .made by the representative of Malaysia.
But, instead of that, the Malaysian Government said, "we fully support
each and every word of what the Malaysian representative had said in
the Security Council". Therefore, Pakistan was left with no other hon-
ourable course but to sever diplomatic relations with Malaysia and
I. hope the House will un~erstand and appreciate that this was the posi-
tion and these were the CIrcumstances under which we broke diplomatic
relations with Malaysia.

Now, in this respect, Mr. Speaker, some reference has been made to
the work of our Ambassador. I do not think it is a right practice to men-
tion Ambassadors' performances or their disabilities by name in the
House. I think the practice in the past had been and the Leader of the
Opposition will bear me out that names were not mentioned and indivi-
duals were not mentioned. In this respect if there are any complaints
against any envoy or any ambassador, surely this can be made. This can
be made to the Government. This could be made to me, to the Foreign
Secretary, to the President. But I would implore the House to continue
the practice and the tradition which this House has maintained in the
past of not mentioning either in praise or in blame the individuals. There
is limitation to the work of an ambassador or an envoy. He cannot change
the fundamental policies of his Government. It is not fair to expect that
from an envoy or an ambassador; and in So far as this particular case is
concerned, our representative in Malaysia, let me inform you, Sir, that I
and the Foreign Office and the Government are fully satisfied with the
sedulous and earnest effort Ambassador Hasan has made in Malaysia and
it is not on his account, not because of him that there had been this at-
titude of Malaysia. There are other considerations. India's influence in
Malaysia, Pakistan-Indonesia relations; Indonesia-Malaysia nostil ities and
a number of other factors which are beyond the scope of an envoy and
I would like to repeat that Ambassador Hasan within the limitations of
policy objectives had conducted himself with exemplary zeal and ski1l.

Reference was made to our dissatisfaction with the September 20
Resolution and our satisfaction with the Resolution of 5th November. I
believe that the Law Minister has already dilated on this matter but as
the observation came from an eminent Member of this House for whom
I have very great respect, Shah Azizur Rahman, I would like to take
some time of the House to explain the position. In so far as our attitude
to the United Nations is concerned, the sense of frustration, the sense of
disappointment which we have had to experience in t.he last. 18 years
over the Jammu and Kashmir dispute, I think, I left no doubt in the
minds of the United Nations and of the Security Council of Our appre-
hensions and our fears and frustration from the Security Council and
the United Nations. On the 22nd of September in the Security Council
itself I said that " a cessation of hostilities is not onough. The Security
Council, the most important organ of the United Nations must now ad-
dress itself to the heart of the problem. For 18 years it has played and
toyed with the future of Kashmir. It can no longer make a plaything or
toy out of 5 million people. It is th~ moral resp?nsibility. of the Security
Council to address itself to a meaningful. a lasting solution of the pro-
blem of Jammu and Kashmir. The Security Council has been seized of
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the problem for 18 years. There are more documents more resolutions
on Jammu and Kashmir-the most fun,rl.amcntal problem facing the world
today-:-than on any o~her problem. Is It n~t ironical that with regard to
a conflict th~t m~y .lead t<:;,world conftagration=-and the present situation
~as shown tnat It IS possible for the conflict to lead to world conftazra-
tion-xtha .Security Council has shown its lethargy, its indolence', I ~vas
?2re a y~ar ag? and the Security ~'ouncil was not prepared to give Pak-
istan a piece of paper or a Resolution. It did not even want to consider
th~ problem. It thought that it was a dead issue; that it was dormant.
ThIS can never be a dead Issue; it can never be dormant. This is the
~ast chance for th.8 .Secu;·ity Coun~il. to put all. its force, all rts energy, all
ItS moral responsibi lity behind a Iair and eqUlr.able and honourable solu-
tion of Jammu and Kashmir dispute. Historv does nUL wait for Councils
organisations or institutions just as it does not wait for individuals. Ul~
timately we shall have to be the final det'~nnitlcrs of our own course,
Let me tell the Security Council on behalf of my Government that if now
after this last chance that we are giving the Security Council, it docs
not put its full force, full moral responsibility and Iull weight behind
an equitable and honourable settlement at J ammu and Kashmir dispute,
Pakistan will have to leave the United Nations. I am not saying that in
the form of an ultimatum. I am saying it as I am honour bound -to res-
pect the very purpose of the Charter. In leaving the United Nations,
Pakistan would be fulfilling the Charter or the United Nations and then
one-third or more of the world will be outside this organis8.tion and some
countries which call themselves States will be members of the Security
Council. "

Then again in the same respect, as far as the inadequacies of the
Security Council are concerned, again on the ~5lh October at the time
of the latest Resolution I said:

"I speak this evening with a bleeding heart. I come from the
battle-fields of Pakistan where We have fought a monstrous
and habitual aggressor and I tell you, Sir, that vi« are prepared
for the ultimate consequences, but we shall never surrender our
honour and our self-respect. The Security Council must know
this, The permanent members of the United Nations must
know this that Pakistan will face extinction; we shall face
decimation; wc shall face destruction, but we shall honour our
pledge because we are an honourable people and this much you
must know".

Then again to them I said: "The security council gave a pledge to
the people of Jammu and Kashmir that they would .not be placed under
the sovereignty which was imposed on them by an 1111.1110ra1 an-x:y of oc-
cupation. On 27th September the Council constituted its prestige and
power to go into the heart of the problem .and.to secure a ~ust:.and ~,onour~
able settlement of the dispute. The question IS: should the counCl.l allow
the other party to veto its efforts ? If so, then one l11us.t b~ candid .and
say that the United Nations whic? we took upon as an, 1,n~htuilon at t~~
world's conscience is now a destItute of courage and 01 ained of all l~

power and its moral resources. The l?~g h~story of Jammu and Ka:hmll'
dispute is sufficient proof of how India S WIlfulness has been encouraged
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?y the s~eming ~elplessness of Council. The betrayal of Ethiopia when
It ~as pitted against Italy brought death and dishonour to the League of
Nations, How can the consequent history of the United Nations betrayal
of J arruDl:land Kashmir. be any different? The betrayal of Czechoslovakia
befor~ Hl~er's hordes involved the world in a disastrous war. The cal-
culation of power interests in the case of Jammu and Kashmir may point
differently today but :vhile these are bound to be ephemeral, the world
l<l;wsare eternal and inexorable, It it were a question of obtaining any
kind of peace, there would .be no I?-eed for a Security Council; there
would be no need for the United Nations. Why not have Hitler's. peace?
Why not ~ave Chengaiz Khan's p~ace? You can have peace on the terms
of the VIctor. You can have dishonourable peace at any time. Why
sho~d there have been a San Francisco Conference at which you, Mr.
President, represented Uruguay and put your signature to the charter?
Was that your concept when you went as a representative of the Uruguay
to the San Francisco Conference that there should be peace on any terms ?
Peace on any term is always easy to achieve. Peace on any term is some-
thing that can be achieved without war. It can be achieved On the basis
of dishonour, on the basis of surrender. The United Nations came into
being with its charter to achieve, not peace on any terms, but a just and
an equitable peace. "

So, we made our position quite clear to the Security Council on its
inadequacies, on our sense of frustration, on our sense of disappointment.
But, at the same time, on the 4th of November, when this second Reso-
lution was passed, you must remember that it was in an entirely different
context. The first resolution was passed when there was war, bloodshed
and hostilities; and they were anxious willy-nilly under any circumstances
to have a resolution So that there should be a cease-fire. Then it had
three parts to it : cease-fire, withdrawals, and the pledges to assist in set-
tling the Jammu and Kashmir dispute under the cloud of war. Not only
under the cloud of war but when hostilities were taking place. The Re-
solution of 4th November was passed when there was a cease-fire, in
entirely different circumstances. The Security Council Members argued
with us that" We already have a resolution; we have already committed
to it." But we said, "No; there is genocide taking place in KashmIr.
New developments have been taking place, for whi~h, the Se~~rity co~-
cil must meet again." It was in the teeth of India s OppOSItIOn. India
said that she would not attend the Council meeting; that she would have
nothing to do with it. And then there were certain' elements s~patheti.c
to the Indian position, and who also did not want the SC.Cil:"lty COUDCll
meeting. So it was out of gratitude and sense of appreCIatIOn for the
efforts of France, a permanent member, and other non-p~rmanent mem-
bers including Jordan, who had aSSOCiate?thrcmsel:ves WItl~us for ;'1. ):e~
solution and for a meeting of the Secunty Council, t~at. 111 the United
Nations itself we had to express our thanks and appreciation to them fo.r
having made sedulous an? tireless .. efforts to not only ~ave a co~ncll
meeting in the teeth of India's opposltlOn, supported by povJ~:ful el.em~nts,
but for not succuml"in~ to India's boycott and for T't'O':~eQlng with t~~
resolution, which re&ffirmed in all its narts the reso.luhon o~ Sep~em~-
20th It was in that l+mited context, and in that sltE8hnn dl~1: 11: the
Unit~d Nations sati"faction and appred::ttion was expressed '. But If YhOU.
ask, "Are YOt; satisfied \-'l'rh the sitt atjrD ? ", then T NIl! (']11-, r(uote VI at
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1 said to the Security Co~ncil itself. So I hope that explains the position.
As far as the United Nations is concerned, this is a grave Issue. it is not
that for the ~rst tiI?e ~he l!ni~ed Nations has told us, "Lay down your
arms. We ~Ill assl~t in bringing about a settlement." Eighteen years
ago the United Nations told the people of Pakistan, "Lay down your
arms; have a cease-fire; and we will give you a settlement-an honour-
able and just settlement"; and there were two resolutions of August
194~ and, Ja.nuary 1949, co..mmi~ting the whole power a!ld prestige of the
United Nations and the Secur ity Council memoers, incrucung tile GreaL
Powers, to an honourable and Just settlement of the Kashmir dispute.

Now, Sir, what happened in these 18 years'? So much so that when
in 1963 and 1964 I went back, some of the members said to me that this
is a dead issue; that this is a dead horse you are floggmg ; and one re-
~resentative of a Great Power said, "Please do not ormg mternal ques-
tions to the forum of the United Nations. Do not exploit the United
Nations for internal consumption." And to that extent, SIr, they were
not prepared even to have a resolution. That was the position. And now,
again, the people of Pakistan had to make the ultimate saeruices to wage
a heroic struggle, and again the United Nations, being wiee by its ex-
perience, should have again interposed itself with threats of its sanctions
to stop the fighting and this time to bring a settlement. Surely the United
Nations should be wiser by its experience. It it feels that the problem
is so complicated and so difficult, then it should not intervene again, and
say that, although we know that it is a difficult problem and a compli-
cated problem, nonetheless this time we are determined to settle it. Is
the United Nations So powerful that it can tell Pakistan, "Stop'''; that
it can tell Pakistan that all the lives that have been shed be in vain, and
at the same time so powerless, so powerless as not to be able to tell India
that you must honour your commitment? This is a juxtap'\sitioD. This
is a question of double standards. Either the United Nations apply the
Same standards for India and Pakistan, or it must say that the greatest
betrayal has been committed against the people of Pakistan f?l' the second
time in less than two decades. So, after all. we have a right to reap-
praise our whole attitude to the United Nati~;m in the ci.rcHrnstcll1ces,if
the United Nations fails to fulfil its own commitm.ents, its own Charter.
What does the Charter of the United Nations sav ? The Charter of the
United Nations, in clear terms, in its own Preamble and in Article 1, has
this to say. The Preamble says--

WE THE PEOPLES OF THE. UNITED NATIONS DETERMINED

to save succeeding generations from the scourage of war, wl:ich
twice in our lifetime has brought untold sorrow to mankmd,
and

to establish conditions under which justice and respect for the
worth of the human person, in the equal rights of mer and
women and of nations, large and small, and

to establish conditions under which justice and respect f.or the
obligations arising from treaties and other sflurces. of mt~r~a-
tional law can be maintained, and t.o promote social progress
and 'better standards of life in larger freedom,
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AND FOR THESE ENDS

to practise tolerance and live together in peace with one another
as good neighbours, and

to unite our strength to maintain international peace and secu-
rity, ...

Then in Article 1 it says-
The Purposes of the United Nations are:
"1. To maintain international peace and security, and to that

end: to take effective collective measures for the preven-
tion and removal of threats to the peace, and fot the sup-
pression of acts of aggression or other breaches of the peace,
and to bring about by peaceful means, and in conformity
with the principles of justice and international law, adjust-
ment or settlement of international disputes or situations
which might lead to a breach of the peace;

2. To develop friendly relations among nations based on res-
pect for the principle of equal rights and seH-dderminaLOil.
of peoples, and to take other appropriate measures to
strengthen universal peace; "

So, the Preamble talks about saving the sco~rage of v.:ar. which
twice in cur life 1:3S brought untold sorrow to mankmd and Article 1 says:
it commits its own Charter to promote international security and to
settle international disputes which are a threat to peace. Is it not right
for us to question the effectiveness or the power of the United Nations,
if again a war is waged on the people of Pakistan and I think the time
has come when the United Nations must take a courageous and right
position in respect of countries which do not honour its own resolutions:
we have got South Africa which has defied the United Nations resolu-
tIons; \\'C have got Israel which has defeated the United Nations Tesolu-
tion and we have India that has defied the United Nations resolutions.
The first mora] obligation is to expel countries in the future from the
United Nations Organization which do not implement the United Nations
resolutions. We are with the people of Africa to support the expulsion
of South Africa from the United Nations, we are with all the people of
Arab world for the expulsion of Israel from the United Nations and
We hope that the whole of Arabia and the whole of Asian and African
world and the whole of Latin America will he with us for our demand
for the expulsion of India from the United Nations because there is no
difference in the resolutions of the United Nations between Israel, South
Africa and India. The United Nations should now ceaselessly struggle
fer the expulsion of those monstrous States who have dishonoured the
charter of th~ United Nations and have committed aggression and flouted
international law and morality. These are the grave issues which thO!
)JPople of Pakistan will have to decide and determine; these are issues
which will have to go to the people of Pakistan for their determination' it
is not for certain persons to say that We should not reappraise OUr.l1ttit~de
to the United Nations in spite of its betrayal. It is; not for the Members
of the Opposition to tell us that we should not reappraise OUr attitude :
it is n~t for any of our colleagues to say that we should not reappr"i"~
our attitude to the United Nations; it is for the people who will have ulti-
mataly to decide what attitude they must take with the United Nations.
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Now Sir, as far as the struggle for Jammu and Kashmir is con-
cerned, ~s I have said, whatever may be India's strength, her battalions,
her divisions, her atom bomb, her support in the world. we cannot
abandon the people of Jammu and Kashmir. India should know this,
the whole world should know this; let it be said in a spirit of solemnity;
in C> sprrit of serenity with all caimness and calculation at our command
that we cannot abandon the people of Jammu and Kashmir irrespective
of the consequences. Why do I say that? I Ray that because internationr
law is involved : international morality is involved; faith is involve;
race is involved; religion is involved; geography is involved and, abo ...•-
all, justice is Involved. If we are to surrender the people of Jammu
and Kashmir, we will be surrendermg Pakistan; the surrender of the
people of Jammu and Kashmir is like the surrender ~f I?a~ca, or .Lahcre,
or Chitagong, or Karachi, They are a part of us, indivisible, indistin-
guishable, inseparable part of us and they shall remain a part of us all the
time irrespective of the temporary expediencies and the temporary
situation. The redemption of the people of Jammu and Kashmir is not an
obsession with us ; it iQ our moral and religious obligation. Individuals
may come and go; Governments may come and go, but we cannot
abandon the people of Jammu and Kashmir and there is no question here
of anything emotional or subjective being involved. This is a problem
which goes to the heart of the very basis of Pakistan, for the struggle
of Pak: .tan and for the culmination. ~t l'o.k\'~\Q."\:\.Q.~ Q. i,\.~o.\ 'a1\.&. ~\{)1:\()'\lS
'5\a\e. Runnren million people of Pakistan-men, women and children-
are prepared to stand united like steel not merely because sentiment is
involved. This history of the last September and October events shows
that it is not a question of obsession here; every Pakistani felt its heart
throb: it is a manifestation of the most glorious aspects of human beings
to wage a struggle, in spite of the consequences, for their brothers,
for the right of the people to free themselves and liberate themselves
from the oppression of foreign yoke; and, Sir, that is why unfortunately
there has to be confrontation with India. We do not want confrontation;
we seek peace; all people seek peace and we, in particular, to remove
the burden of poverty from OUT shoulders; we want to wipe out misery
and want and disease. We want to give a better and honourable life
to our people, we seek peace more than the opulent States. We know
the meaning of peace, but at the same time there has to be confronta-
tion with India because India holds us in bondage in Jammu and
Kashmir and unless and until we break that bondage there will never
be real peace. real progress. real betterment, because if our economic
condition improves, even if We have a bettor life and a better lot, yet
our conscience will he in pain because with opulence and prosperity we
will see oppression in Jammu and Kashmir. Will that be any satis-
faction to us? Will the nightmares come to an end and will we be able
b sleep with a clear and clean conscience knowing that We have a more
mate+iallv better life, v..-t OU'r people in Jammu and Kashmir are get-
ting oppressed mere and more and [or ever and ever darknes« grows by
the n.n-{ and that their ch'ldr011 f:hould be slauahtered. their women
dishonoured and oppression become complete. Therefore it has to be
confrontation unt-l we achieve cur victory. \V,~ cannot have mushaira
on-; dav and murder tl,~ l"'?xt day ; W" ,-"nnot s=v let there be 9."00dwill
between India and Pakistan: bv goodwill the situation will jmprove.
We hAd goodwin before, from 1958 to 1961 and what had hanpened ?
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India said; "do not disturb the goodwill by discussing Kashmir". So, we
know the experience of the past; we know the fraud of goodwill. How
can you deceive the people 01 Pakistan ? So, confrontation must re-
main till the problem of Jammu and Kashmir IS settled. The people of
Pakistan must know the situation. The Bible says: Blessed are the
peacemakers ; end we want peace: we want to put an end to confronta-
tion; we want a perpetual peace with India; geography is there which
cannot be denied-the realities of the situation. But India must also
accept the realities of the situation ;i.t is not only that Pakistan should
accept the realities of the situation. India must accept .and face the
'calities of the situation and that cannot be done by saying that Kashmir
is an integral part of India. They must face the reanty ; they must

\ .<IlOW what the world knows and they must settle it. They will relieve
the burden from the shoulders of their people who are starving. Why
should they take the additional liability of the five million people or
Jammu and Kashmir. Indians are spending crore-, in holding Kashmir
in subjugation. The British abandoned their colonies when the British
empire became weak. Now that India is weak, they should abandon
Jammu and Kashmir. If they abandon Jammu and Kashmir, it will be
better for them. And, finally, Sir, if there is doubt after a long long and
profitable debate in which I again pay tributes to the sense of patriotism
of the' leaders and the Members of the Opposition that they have shown
and thereby demonstrated the indivisible unity of the people of
Pakistan-finally, if after this there is any doubt or any misgiving about
the situation or how it has been faced, as I would say, in that event, let
there be a people's court; let the people of Sialkot, the people of Lahore,
the people of Dacca, the people of Hyderahad and the people of
Peshawar; let our people of the cities and those who have suffered most,
decide and if they want our heads, we wilt give them our heads.

Thank you.
Mr. Speaker: The discussion on the motion moved by the Foreign

Minister is over. The House is adjourned to mee.t again at 9 a.m on
22nd November, 1965.

The Assembly adjourned till nine of the clock, in the morning, on
Monday, the 22nd November, 1965.
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