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CHAPTER I

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
(1947-1963)



After independence various political forces in the
country were united with their common weal-liberation cof the
country from the imperialist intervention. The Indian big
business played an important role in exerting pressure on
the government. ToO ascertain the will of the people and for
the promotion of world peace they put pressure on the govern-
ment to break away India‘*s relation from the tutelage of the
western capitalist countries. Jawaharlal Nehru, first Prime

Minister of India, "had great respect for the opposition than

1 He made concerted

any other Prime Minister of India”.
efforts to solve all problems India faced, national and

international, taking the opposition bench into confidence.

The Korean War had a great impact on the entire foreign
policy of Indla., Nehru made it clear that India was deter-
mined to fight against imperialist conquest and enslavement,
Declaring the motto bf foreign policy of India, President
Rajendra Prasad said, ™y govemment are deepiy concerned

2 The CPI supported the

over the present conflict in Korea.*
position of Indian government on Korean problem, It realized
that defeat of imperialists was an indispensable condition

for the achievement of world progress, Anti-Us feeling

1. Brecher, M., India and World Politicg: Krighna Menon's
View of the wWorld (Toronto Ont,: ord University
Press, 13%8), p.264.

2. C;)ngregg__a_gl_;etin issued by the Office of the AICC, No,5,

Julv=-Ancuat. 1350. b.250.



gradually intensified because America ignored Nehru's call
for a ceage-fire to avoid the spreading of the war, At that
stage, India headed by Nehru, made invaluable contribution to
bring peaceful solution to the Korean war, The government
enjoyed the support of broad sections of the people, The
main cbjective of the foreign policy of India was "to pursue
peace not through ali gnment with any major power or group of
powers, but through an independent approach to each controver-
sial or disputed issue. w3 Notwithstanding to 1ts declared
policy, government of India, yielding to the pressure, voted
against immediate wi thdrawal.of foreign troops from Korea and
on the question of Ukraine's representation in the Security
Council, It was a device to paralyse the democratic forces,
The CPI condemned the government for its inability to avoid

Anglo-American bloc, 4

Since the western industrialist countries feverishly
looked for a new base, Kashmir emerged with ar; uncertain
future, It became the bone of contention between Indla and
Pakistan, After abortive attempt in the Commonwealth Confe-
rence, the USA and Pakistan proposed for a plebiscite under

the U,N, auspicion, The Anglo-American bloc attempted to

3. Nehru, Jawaharlal, Visit to Amerjica (New York: John Day,
1950), pp.23-30. ‘

4. The CPI Congress opened at Calcutta on Feb, 28, 1949;
;%gg.a and Pakistan Yearbook and Who's Who (Bombay: Times
of India Pub,, 1949), p.5®.



force Indla to agree for an arbitration which India categori-
cally denied. Thus, Kashmir question aggravated the deterio-

rated Indo-Pak relations.

Speaking in the Parliament, the CPI leader, A.K., Gopalan
made it clear that the proplem should be left to the people
of Kaghmir ¢o decide their future, He rejected any solution

> Looking at the

of this problem under the U,N. supervision,
acute proolem of the Kashmiris whose freedom was at stake,
Jawaharlal Nehru stressed his argument in these words - "We
are neither blind to reality nor 4o we propose to acquiesce
in any challenge to men's freedom from whatever quarter it may
come, Where freedom is menaced, or justice threatened, or
where aggression takes place, we cannot and shall not be
neutral, <5 Analysing the situation in Kashmir, Central

Commi ttee of the CPI viewed with grave concern on the reports
came from Kashmir that "some personalities of the Sheikh
Aodullah group demanding independent status of Kashmir, w7
It was a moment when India’s foreign policy had to face the
test of time. The non-alignment, pursied by India was in grave

danger, At that cruclal and increasingly complex situation,

5. Lok Sabha Debates, Vol,IV, No.8, August 7, 1352, Cols,
5802-06. '

6. Nehru, Jawaharlal, India’g__i_‘_oreign Policy (Delhi: °
Ministry of Information and Broadcasting, Publication

Division, 1%1), p.591,

7. Cross Roads, August 2, 1353.



Nehru made a short speech saying that India was determined

to "uphold to the ideals what i1t had proclaimed, «8

The relationsbetween Indla and Pakistan sharply aggrava-
ted, Several problems demonstrated again in straining the
cordial bilateral relation, The western capitalist countries
engineered military blocs to encircle India. It used Pakistan
to give life to its proposed strategic plans. It became a
sorest spot in Indo-Pak relations., By granting mili tary
assistance to Pakistan, the USA changed the peaceful environ-

ment for the worse.

Thus the military alliance of the USA and Pakistan, ext3n-
sion of U.S, War bases constituted a threat to India‘’s sove-
reignty. It was a blackmail against India to divert its stand
on foreign polic:y..9 On the other hand, in the midst of hostile
atmosphere India repudiated the attempts by the US war-mongers
to draw her into the western bloc, She withstood with the
presence brought to her by the imperialists. Nehru expressed
his unwillingness for any sort of military alliance with the
USA and Pakistan, As a result, by 1954, Indo-Pak relations
severely deteriorated and seriocusly intensifiegd their diffe-

rences. India thought that the US-Pak axis would worsen Indo-

8, Selected speeches of Jawaharlal Nehru (1349-53), (Delhi:
Ministry of Information and Broadcasting, Government of
India, Publication Division, 1954), p.144.

9. Mukherjee, H., Lok Sabha Debates, Vol,X, No, 29, Decenmber
23, 1953, ©ol, 2995, '



Pak relationg, would affect the whole prcbability of easing
their tension, Indirectly, it led to the growth of armaments
both in India and Pakistan, and roused anti-Pak feelings
among all sections of the people of India. Notwithstanding
foreign policy deviations, rampant corruption and rousing
socio-economic problems, the Indian bourgeoisie stepped up
their efforts to improve Sino-Indian relations in 1954, All
the poli tical parties were eagerly waited for better relations
with China. Late in 1354, the famous Panchsheel made its way.
Nehru spoke of the agreement, "We have doned nothing better
in the field of foreign affairs during the last six years

than signing the agr:eement."lo

Nehru had taken a stand
against many of the U,.S. machinations in Asia, The PI warmly
and enthusiastically welcomed the development of relations

with China, 1!

In 13954-55 Pakistan joined in SEATO and CENTO and then
the Indo-Pak relations confronted with crisisg, | D scussion |
of the Kashmir question by SEATO was tentamount to create
anger among the bulk of the Indians, Kashmir turned into
a playcard by the USA and freedom menaced, justice threate-

ned in the valley, The CPI consideredl? SEATO as the modern

10. Rajan, M.S., India in World Affairs, 1354-56 (New Delhi:
Asia Publishing House, 1%4), p.220.

11. Ramamurthy, F., "Drive U.S. out of Asia® New Age, July
18, 1954, p.14.

12. Mukbherjee, H,, Lok Sabha Dd)ates, Vol,IIX(31), March 28,
1956, Cols. 3621-27




version of conspiratorial acts against the peace and freedom

in Aasia.

In 1357 the US launched a fresh of fensi ve against Indlia,
Facing challenges from many sides Indian bourgecisie were
making an effort in lining up with smerican plans, It enabled
the U.S. imperialists to mask their intervention, Despite
the outcry raised, it proved utterly hopeless, As a result
Indian foreign policy beginning with non-ali gnment
tumed with a certain western bias., The PI could not mark
any line of improvement in the fofeign policy of Indian
government, It viewed the government as "a government of
the landlords and monopoly capitalists collaborating with
British imperfali sm and regarded its policies as designs to
protect the interests of bourgeois classes and against the
interests of the common peOple."13 pakistan’s military
preparedness impaired its prestige in Asiz and the world.

It brought about a tense international situation.

The PI launched a mighty propaganda against the dange-

rous war preparations of the USA and considered 1t as a plen

to subjugate Asia, 14

Indla’s securi ty and sovereignty was threatened by the

Us-Pakistan alliance. In that turmoil situation India found

13, _Communist Party Documents, 3330-3956 (Bombay: CPI Publi-
catlon, 1957), p.201,

14, Gopalan, A.K. and Hiren Mukherjee, Communists irn Parlia-
ment (Delhi: CPI Publication, January, 1957), pp.26-29,



it beneficial not to get aligned with any power bloc, Nehru
realized that by judging each issue from its own merit, India
would protect her own interest. He pursued non-alignment as
a way of life and action, as a matter of principle, not of

opportunism or the convenience. 15

Non-2lignment position of
India got the support of all political parties. Nehru assured
the people to continue the policy because it *hagd its roots

16 as the foreign policy pursued by the

deep in the soil, "
governmment conformed tb the interests of the people, to
eliminate the vestiges of feudalism and colonialism, the CPI
criticized it much less, The party consistently supported

the government and worked for strengthening it., *The US
imperialiem had again and again sought to prevent India from
acting boldly for peace and independence utilising the pressure
of loans and aids in the crudest possible manner, So the CPI
appealed that the imperialist manoeuvres against our indepen-
dent foreign policy need to be exposed and people mobilised.

against 1t, =17

The decision of the USA to give financial aid to India
was considered inimical to India’s national interest, to

create favourable atmosphere for its machinations. 18 The

15, Nehru, Jawaharlal, op. cit., p.348.

16. Congress Bulletin, January-February, 1957, p.28.

17. New_ Age, October 26, 1958, p.&.

18. Resclution of the CPI, adopted at the extraordinary
party congress, Amritser, April, 1958, pp.2-4.




decision caused apprehension to the CPI and its abandoned

the vaguely worded decision. - It saw the desirability of end-
ing westem aid. The U.S, decisidn evoked immedi ate comments

f rom many assembly members. The party considered the idea of
"helping India proposed by the pro-imperialist groups, had the
intention to explore the possibilities of exploiting India.

In one of its resolution, the CPI spoke that, "India‘'s national
"advance could be gecured and smoothened if 1t was subject to

the ups and downs of American economy, w19

The 1959 marked an abrupt cooling off relations between
India and China, However, the Tibet issue of May, 1953 added
to worsen thelir bilateral relations, The anti-national forces
took the Tibet affair as a pretext for a concentrated attack
on India’s non-participation in military blocs, The imperia-
lists and their Indian supporters tried to make a shift in
Ingia’s foreign policy. The pressure brought no nervousness
on the Nehru government and the non-alignment held on
its way. He resumed to0 rest on Panchsheel Principles and
kept India aloof from superpdwers‘ game, The CPI called upon20

Nehru and Chou-En-lai to take immediate steps in reducing the

tension and settle the disputes amicably,

19. Ibid., p.s.

20. New Age, November 1, 1953, p.13, Also see New_ Age,

December 6, 1359, pp.56-57.



Anti.Pak demagogtery infringed on India’s national
interests, it wounded the national pride. Fresh and bitter
memories, indigni ties and humiliations again appeared on the
scene, Jawaharlal Nehru repeatedly of fered no-war pact to
Pakistan, The CPI regardedz1 Nehru's ef forts valuable in tte
interests of both the countries. The party urged the govem-
ment to settle all the disputes through negotiations in a
si tuation when both sides have asserted with confidence and
hope that in a similar spirit of give and take they would

solve the rest problems,

During 1954-59 the CPI went on applauding Nehru'’s foreign
policy. It welcomed Neﬁru's decision of denying the UN obser-
vel in Kashmir. The party highly spoke of *"Panchsheel Decla-
ration, dvenunciation of SEATO, his visit to the Socialist
countries and demanded for the seating of the People‘’s Republic
of China".:22 The CPI believed that by adhering to the policy
of peace and anti-colonialism and establishing friendship with
the Socialist countries, India could play independent role in

23

the world politics, Ind an bourgeoisie was capable of

21. New Age, November 1, 1959, p.1.

22. Dange, S.A., Lok Sabha_ Debates, Second Series, Vol.,XXXV
(8), November 25, 1359, Cols,1721-24.

23, Draft Programme of the CPI, Sixth Congress, Vijaywada,
April, 1361, vide Tafig Ahmed Nizami, The_ Communist
Party and India‘s Foreign Policy (New Delhi: Associated
Publishing House, 1371) p.46.
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upholding India‘'s anti-colonial aspirations and determined
to end colonialism, As the western capitalist cduntries made
encroachménts on peace, India‘’s foreign policy naturally
became increasingly anti-imperialists, The reactionary
forces joined in fanning war halucinations. The undemocratic
elements having been aligned with the Indian bourgeoisie
pursued a policy subserving imperialism and started public
speeches and campaigns of criticism of the govemment in
Parliament, The CPI ‘regarded it as utterly alien in thought

and aspiration,

The Chinese attack of 1% 2 was the saddest chapter of

- Jawaharlal Nehru's life.24 China‘’s vigorous action against
India was at variance with its approach. The antecedents of
this operation were unclear but there were grounds for
supposing that China acted as it &4 in regponse tO a change
of policy by Indla where Counsels were divided. 25 The post-
war period witnessed threats of imperial dcmiﬁation over
Indian sub-continent. A tense struggle was going on between
the forces of world reaction and the forces of progress. The

Aver icans made open acts of aggression against newly indepen-

dent India, With this the matter did not boil down, A

24, Rau, M, Chalapathi, Jawaharlal Nehru, Life and Worck
(Delbi: National Book Club, 1373), p.400. ‘

2,5.. Calvocoressi, Peter, World Politics Since 1945 (London:
Longman, 1383), p.288,
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meaningful event took place in the mean time. The U,S.A,

came out with several of fers, The American radar wag to be
used. America was ready to station its alr sguadrons on the
Indian soil, The critics ralsed a hue and cry about Nehru's
covert aliance with the Americans. They took it as an absolute

subjection to a small cligue,

Speaking in the Parliament on the issue of VOA deal,
Nehru promi sed to continue India‘'s general policy without
injuring its basic interests.26 Some students of foreign
policy witnessed western powers' negative attitude in their
help t0 India. Nehru'’s desire té seek all round belp from
the U,S.A., tO satisfy our vanity, was inevitably of a complete
anti-national measures ignoring the interests and desire of
the broad sections of the people, ™The conflict with China
in 192 might be thought to have put India on the side of
the westem democracies in the Cclgd War, for Indla promptly

27

turned to the U,S, fcr aig. " The CPI called upon the govem-

ment of India to follow Colombc proposals for negotiation with

"
the People‘*s Republic of China, <€ It urged for cancelling

— om— o -

26, Lok Sabha IEbates... Fifth Session, Third Series,
Vol.XIX (2), August 14, 1%3, Col.41l.

27, Brown, W, Norman, The United States and India_ and
Pakistan (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1% 3),
p. 35S,

28, Lok Sabha [ebates, Third Series, Third Session, VCl,XII
{29), January 23, 1%3, Cocls,6007-12,
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air-umbrella offer as it was contrary to India‘’s declared

o}
policy of developing defence potential.z’

It must be approved without debate that the CPI consi-
dered China‘’s activities dangerocus to India's security,
.In spite of that it was interested for a peaceful settlement,
With regard to Kashmir the CPI demanded a lasting accord with
mutually agreed adjustmerxts.3c Speaking in the Lok Sabha
President Radhakriehnan said, "The issue of Chinese aggression
has been and is to-day, the over-riding issue before us and
everything else has to be considered in that context, «31 There
is no question of serious discussion on the point that the
Sino-Indian border conflict had been a }detemining factor in
Sino-Indian relations. Jawabarlal Nehru, nc doubt, enjoyed the
support from all sections but when he tried to push India into
the American camp, Indian press began with critical speeches.
B§ aligning itself with the U,S, imperialism India turned
empty-handed. It put country‘’s sovereignty in an 'awkward
position., *The central Secretariat of the CPI earnestly
appealed to all patriotic Indians tc join in strengthening

the demand for rejection of the joint air defence exercises. »32

29, Resgolution of the National Council of the CPI, New Delhi,
February 5-12, 1903, pp.23-24.

30. Ibid., pp.26-27,

31, Lok Sabha Debates..., Fourth Session, Third Series,
Vol.XI13 (1), Feb. 18, 193, Col.14.

32, New Age, July 21, 1963, p.12.
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Indo-Soviet relation marked a new phase when the Soviet
Union offered help to construct an i ron ang steél plant at
Bokaro, The govemment of India extended the relation by
buflding up inter-state and cultural relations in 1953, The
people of India expressed their high opinions when India
received much assistance and i.nvariable support from the
Soviet Union. At that marent the western capitalist countries
took up an utterly unrealistic step by setting India against

Pakistan.,

The critics arque that India, for her economic develop-
ment, should be linked to the developed countries, Jawaharlal
Nehru alsc realized that the fundamental task before him was
to raise the standard of living of the people. He told that,
"Jl timately, foreign policy is the outcome of economic policy
and until Indis has p;Operly evolved her economic policy, ber
foreign policy will be rather vague, rather inchoate, and will

be aroping, w33

Thus, India’s policy of non-alignment strengthened her
relations with the sSoviet Rugssia, A trade agreement was
signed on December 2, 1353, The U,S,S.R, rendered her substan-
tial economic aid, It was a major setback to the western
industrialists, Their monopoly of aid and credit facilitieg
cam¢ to a halt, Furthermore, on major international 1issues

both India and the Soviet Union revealed their closeness of views

33. Nehru, Jawaharlsl, op. cit., p.24.
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Nehru highly appreciated the enthusiasm and detemina-
tion of the CPI workers, It is because the CPI with its
devotedliness, dedication and intense propaganda machinery
consi stently helped the government to take Indian foreign
policy in a progressive direction. It cannot be denied that
the CPI, the most well-organized and disciplined party of

India, rendered valuable contribution in motivating and mould-

ing India's foreign policy.



CHAPTER 1II

POLICY OF NON-ALI®QIMENT



The growing disillusivcnment with the imperialist poli-
cies, the continued exploitation of raw materials from the
developing countries, their neo-colcnialist ambitions, in
fact, is far grimmer to-day than at any time before, On
the other hand, the national liberation movement ih Asia
and Af rica, growing strength of Socialist countries, the
di sarray of world economic system, all together in combina-

tion, brought a new turn in Inda‘’s foreign policy.

A foreign policy of Non-Alignment means an "anti-imperia-
list, anti-colonial policy for the purpose of strengthening
colonial liberation movement, world-peace, mutual cooperation

among the equal entities, n1

A non-aligned country méy not maintain equidistance
from the capitalists and socialist countries, nox" neutrali ty,
indifference; but 1t should not join any mili tary bloc and
in particular, stands against racism, imperdalism, Zionism.
Apparently, it reconciles with world peace as peace is vital
for the evolution of mankind to the pinnacle of its promises
and potential in this overarmed and turbulent world, Jawaharlal
Nehru, a concrete action man, advocated the policy of non-
alignment to keep India aloof from big powers®’ conflict and
his aim was "to strive for warld peace and justice for the

have-nots ",2 to save the newly liberated countries from the

1. Sardesai, S.G., Why Communists (Bombay: Popular pPrakashan,
1%6), pp.87-88,

2. salvi, P.G,, India in World Affairs (Delhi: B.R. Publica-
timc 19857): P 190
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possibility of nuclear disaster, as India, along with some

peace-loving nationsg, strived to strengthen it,

Initlally the CPI had the view that the government toe-
imj the line of the United Kingdom and {ts policy of non-
alignment was the policy of British imperiali em, However,
after the mid-fifties it extended its support to the Indian
gévernment and shared with the policy of non-alignment of the

Congress party,

Secti m:_I_

During the Shastri era the non-aligned movement (NAM)
was not used to allow the exhortion and admonition of the
great nations of tne world. It was applied in a more modest
geographical context, Non-Alignment tended to turn into non-

involvement, stayed out of other nations® complicated affairs. 3

Speaking on an occasion in the Rajya Sabha, Lal Bahadur
Shastri made clear about Indla's policy of non-alignment. He
said, "Our policy of non-alignment and peaceful co-existence
is strongly and fully endorsed and is going to continue as
our basic policy.... We are an independent country and we

should have authority to think independently, w4

3. Misra, K.,P., Foreign pPolicy of India - A book of rfeadings
(New Delhi: Thomson pPress, 17/7), pp.138-39,

4, India, Information and Broadcasting (Ministry of),
Speeches of Lal Bahadur Shastri (New Delhi, Government
of India, Publication Division, August, 1374), p.37.
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Time and again the critics said that our foreign policy
seemed to have subsided., Hiren Mukherjee, the CPI leader,
sharply reacted to the statement, Addressing the Parliament
he said that ~ we consldered our stand always just and not
tilting towards western capitalist countries, In his words,
"Let us make our non-alignment more vibrant, more dynamic,
more understanding of the present-day realities and then
surely we shall be able to make of it that gem which it is

and which has been right from its first formulations, "

Though
interdependence has been the hallmark of twentieth century,
yet the thirgd world countries heeb up their independence by
all means, 1In the words of Shastri, ®old imperialism is fast
d&ing. We have all to work for the achievement of a worlad
order in which all nations are truly equal and in which no
nation can impose its will on othercrs, b A1l the time the NAM
had faced vital attacks by .the pro-imperialist countries, At
this moment the survival of the NAM was at stake, The CPI
fimly rei terated to fight against US imperialism to protect
all the peace-loving and democratic forces of the worlg, for
“the U.S. imperialism wanted to discredit and humble India

into creating submission to its blandishments and pressures,

5. Mukher jee, Hired, Lok Sabha Debates, Third Series,
Vol.xXX1x(47), April 10, 1364, Col.10348.

6. Shastri delivered the speech with the text of an inter-
view with Yugoslav correspondent in New Delhi, June,
1365, Selected Speeches of Lal Bahadur Shastri, op. cit..
P. 225,
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One of their principal aims was to force India first to can-
promise and then to abandon its policy of non-alignment, ~7
The Indian bourgecisie faced criticism from all quarters for
its continuation of membership in the Commonwealth, On that
point the CPI felt that8 as the British govemment had showed
her uncompromising attitude in the Commonwealth meetings and
did not take the consent of other members on the importax:xt
issues like the Suez crisis of 135, the government of India
should quit it, "8y her membership India had not gained any=-
thing rather 1t gave moral prestige and alibi to the British
govefnment and helped to further her ends adherent to all

mankind., wd

Shastri’s contention waé that we might have divergent
views against the British Oommonwealth but he was adamant to
guit it, As a result affinity with the Bri tish‘i continued.

It was utterly a renunciation to the ideals of the non-align-

ment.

Besides this the Oongress government sanctioned invest-
ment in certain key sectors, sought for foodgrains and aid

7. Regolytion of National Council of the CPI, New Delhi,
April 5-11, 1965, pp.1-2.

8. Lok Sabha Debates, Twelfth Session, Third Series, Vol,
XLIV(29), Sept. 24, 1%5, Col.7439. _

9, Gupta, B., Quit Commanwealth (New Delhi: CPI (M) Publica-
tion, 1%6), p.%5.
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for maintenance of imports from the industrialised countries
and denies to some countries brought the image that the policy
of non-alignmént was on its way of being jeopardized. 10 par
its anti-impe r_ialist, anti-capitalist contents the non-alion-
ment is the movement not only of the Indian people but of the
Afro-Asian and Socialist countries, But this content of the
non-alianment was given up by wooing the U,S. imperialism for
more aid. Thus the CPI (M) warned the people to challenge the

opportunist evil deeds of the government.u'

In the opinion of
the CPI, India's tenacious renouncement to recognize German
Democratic Republic and developing relaticns with the Federal
Germany symbolf zed the surrender of policy of non-alignment

to the imperialist fcrces, 12

Section-II

In a fast changing world peaceful co-existence is more
important, Despite the breakdown of old alignments, the
eme rgence of newer pattern of poly-centric power and the
departure from the conformity of ideological powe r-greups,

a tense situation was created, Non-alignment had a great

10. Namboodiripad, E.M.S., The Programme Explained (Calcutta:
CPI (M) Publication, 1966), pp.i19-22.

11, People*s Democracy, February 13, 1966, p.7.

12, Resolution of the National Council of the CPI (Hyderabad:
CPl Publication, Jun€ 9-15, 1%6), pp.3-8.

+
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k)
role to play there.l"

The Indira government was watching like a mute spectator
on scme cruclal issues, It did not oppose the abetting and
aiding aggression of the U.S,A, The government could not
maintain its firm stand on Palestine problem, on the U,S.
dictate in Cuba and North Vietnam where the liberation struggle
was drowned in blood. To add fuel to fire it maintained cordial
relation with the U,S.A. knowing that America's naked aggression
was against the welfare of the human beings., Under the Ses
Custom Act the Indian bourgecisie refused to receive books
from North Vietnam whereas it laid no bar for the books of
South Vietnam, *®Distinguishing among the friendly natians
Indie could not win over any of its friencs, v14 rthe cpr1 M)
leaders demonstrated against increasing Indo-USArelationship,
They suspected that our long cherished policy of non-alignment
might succumb to imperialigt pressure, The party advocated

faor independent judgement on all iss-ues.15

The U.S, intervention in the Vietnam affair raised the
eyebrows of the peace-loving nations, India, too, took it to

her heart, In a broadcast to the nation Indira Gandhi repeated

13. sSelected Speeches of Ingdira Gandhi, *The Years of Chal-
Jenge' (New DBIhl: Government of Indla, Publicaton

Tvision, 1373), p.226.

14. People's Democracy, August 11, 1968, p.2.

i5. Pecple‘'s Democracy, February 15, 1970, p.4.
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India's stand., She said, "The war must end, and I believe

n16 "It is necessary to sécure

it is incumbent on all nations.
the withdrawal of all foreign forceg from Vietnam, r17  rhe
Communist Party of India was not satisfied with the steps
taken by the Indian government. It rejected the ‘Wait and
See Policy' and India must call upon the US and its allies

to stop the blatant j.nvas:Lon.18

Under Indira Gandhi‘'s leadership Indis's foreign credi-
tors allowed free access of private foreign capital and the
gove mment was laying her deaf ear, Under the pressure of
American debts, the voice of the govemment was ®“convincing
as they could not openly criticize the bambaric invasion of
Vietnam, Thus the government repeatedly compromised with the

18a

capitalists in her foreign policy. As non-alignment .was a

movement against imperialism, it should be based firmly on

anti-colonialism and anti-imperialism and on friendship and

cooperation with the Socialist countries,19 ‘ o ,3 3

A

16, Selected Speeches of Indira Gandhi, The Years of Chal-
lenge, cp. cit., p.3%.

17. Ibid., p.327.

18, Report and Resolution of the CPI, held from May 8-May 12,
1970 (New Delhi: CPI Publication), p.20. ,

18a. Election Manif to of the CPI (M) (New Delhi: CPI (M)
" publicatiom, 71), pp.7 e.

19, ElectiOn Manifesto of the CpPI, 1371, p.3.
DISs
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Notwi thstanding the opposition of the political leaders
the Indira government made advances to the western capitalist
countries and their allies and developed close military-economic
links with them. The govermment presumed that "when the USA or
the USSR helped through financial credits, they did it out of
their own national self-interest, which also helped India to

stand on its own feet, «20

But i1t was totally a faulty idea to
£ill in the lacunae in India‘’s economic and technological
devel opment getting aid from the west., It is worth-noting
that the most articulate persons in their personal life became
pro-capitalists, The foreign policy pursued by the Indian
bourgeoi sie had always beén to suit their class 1n'.tetests. No
doubt, Indira Gandhi had wanted to push India towards self-
reliance. But after twenty years of independence the economic
independence remained a far cry. The multinationals became
more and more unscrupulous in spite of the long suppressed
voice of the people became sharper and sharper, The western
imperialist countries were making an effort to subvert the
independence of the third world countries., With the help of
multinational corporations they startead throwir.xg their endemic
economic burden to the heads of the underdeveloped countries
and the latter were deeply moaning under the cruel impact of

the crisis of the world capitalist system.

'20. Selected Speeches of Indira Gandhi, °‘The Years of endeavour'
(New Deinl: Government of india, Publication Livision, 19373),

pP.686,
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Wwhen the Indian govermment allowed for setting up of new
subsidiaries by the British companies, the CPI (M) requested
the government to refute the connection, The People's
Democracy started with these lines - *The government of India
was not contemplatihg any restriction on the remittance of
dividends by foreign companies who have made heavy remit-

208 1he IBM and that type of blacke

tances of dividends. "
guards were sucking the life blood out of the economy our
country. The CPI made it clear that the determined intention
of the government to go ahead for self-reliance seemed 1illu-
sOory ‘as there was relaxation on foreign firms under the FF}M\,‘;"1
On this point both the CPI and CPI (M) demanded for curbing
the jurisdiction of the MNCs out and out as it was an ‘economic
exploitation for the developing countries including India.
Ranen Sen speaking in the Lok Sabha vehemently criticized the
opecration of the multinationals and considered that to accept
them for the development of industry and technological know-

how, were absolutely fake, unrealistic and incorrect, 22

Both the Communist Parties had been able to join hands

with the Indian government on the issues relating to peace and

A —— s

20a. People’s Democracy, March 139, 1972, p.10.

21. Mukberjee, Hiren, Lok Sabha Debatesg, Sixteenth Sessionm,
- Fifth Series, Vol.ULX(30), April 30, 1975, Cols, 315-23,

22, Ssen, Ranen, Lok Sabha Debateg, Sixteenth Session, Fifth
series, Vol,IX1(25), April 15, 1976, Cols.252-254,
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against imperialism, Zionism and for cooperation with the
Socialist countries. They considered the foreign policy of
the Indian government progressive which would help the forces

of peace and national liberation movement.

section-III

————

In 1977 when the Janata Party came to power it followed
the concept of genuine non-alignment., Morarji Desai made it
clear that his government would firmly adhere to the commit-
ment toO the policy of non-alignment, He clarified that India
would not have special relatian with any country. Stating
the policy of genuine non-alignment A.,B, Vajpayee said in

23 that the basic guiding principle of Janata govem-

Lok Sabha
ment strictly adhered to mutual respect for 1ndepen.denc_e,
sovereignty and territorial integrity of all non-aligned
states, The government was interested to keep off from

narrow regional and ideological issues which were essential

for restructuring the world economic and poli tical order,

An attempt was made to upheal and strengthen India's
attachment to the Commonwealth, Morarji Desai regarded the
Commonwealth as a “great institution, which in course of time,

will set a pattern for the fommation of Commonwealth of nations

23. Foreian Affairs Record, Vol, 24, No.8, August 1978, pp.293-
%.
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reflecting a vertable mirror of the world... an institution
which can in course of time set the pattem for a common-

24 The CPI(M) in its election

wealth of the whoie worlg, "
manifesto openly condemned India‘'s collaboration with the
British imperialism. It demandeci a consistent policy of
anti-imperialist struggle and stated that enhancement of
friendship with the Soctalist countries might help as the
weapons to drive a favoﬁrable bargain with capitalismn, The
‘party which was attached to the interests of the people & d
not go in favour of the anti-imperialist policy of the Janata
government.zs Accocding to the CPI, Janata government's
policy of non-alignment was alignment with all, The anti-
imperialist contents of the policy was being replaced by a
role of acgquiescence in imperialist conspiracies, hatched
against peace and national liberation movement. The CPI
repudi ated the pronouncement of Vajpayee in Havana Summit
which constituted a total rejection of the e§sence of our

2%

policy as evolved by Nehru, Wwhile non-alignment continued,

it made India‘*s foreign policy more and more pragmatic and

24, FMR, VOl.XXII(6), June 1377, pp.95-1Q0.

25, Election Manifegto of the CPI (M), 1377, (See also
People's Democracy, February 6, 1977), p. 3.

26, Report and Regolution_adopted by the National Council
of the CPI (New Delhi: CPI Publication, 1978), p.50.
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less and less doctrinaire as time passed by,
brought India more closer to the Soviet Union, Of course,

the relation was friendly and India could uphold the ideals
of non-alignment, peace through thick and thin and indirect

schemings from the wWwest.

Therefore the CPI in its Eleventh Oongress sought .to
sugtain that tempo of activity and vigilance enhanced. In its
view, Ind a must not be dejected from its correctly choosen
path, rather it should be taken widely, deeply near to the
working people. The party asked the government to defend
India’s principles to last resort as that was the only alter-
native to protect the manking from the evil faces of the

28
war-mongers,

Off and on the Indian bourgeocisie felt that these were
related fields chiefly to trade ahd economi ¢ assistance,
finance and defence organisations for which the British help
was inevitable, It was a moment when Indla sought to enter
to the world scene, but the international response to its
foreign policy of non-2alignment was uncertain, So inter-
natimal connection was necessary. But it was a sad line of

the history of India that Britain was not helpful and it

27. Prasad, Bimal (ed.), India‘’s Forei policy: Studies in
Continuity and Change (New Delhi: vikas, 1979), pp.oCé-
05.

28, Documents of the Eleventh Congress of the CpPI {(Bhatinda:
Bhakna Nagar, March 31- April 7, 1978), p.®&1.
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tilted to pPakistan till 1971, when Pakistan left it.z’ In

spite of playing much mischief by the western industrialist
countries, the tilt towards it was continued in Janata time,
The tilt swerved the policy of non~alignment which was the cost
of ocur national interest, The critics &l d not regard Janata's
eéonomic policy as a self-reliant one. Without scrapping of
concessions made to the foreign monopolies, the critics addegq,
and without changing the dsparity in economic relations be tween

the East and the West, self-reliant economy would be in peri},

In most of the conferences India was‘ compelled to discuss
things which were dominated by either America itself, or by her
followers. The buildng up of military preparedness, stock-
plling of nuclear weapons was increasing by the imperialist
war incendiaries in Diego Garcia. The multinationals were
continued their evil methcds of plundering our economy but the
government sat back as passive observer, There were many other
subversion and distortion in our foreign policy.when the govern-
ment showed no concern, e.g., imperialist intervention in
Ethiopia and in the Horn of Africa, Pakistan having been
instigated by the imperialists intervened in Afro-Afghanistan
territory, But in gpite of its adherence to non-alignment
the bourgeois government failed to condern it, "Indla‘s |

position on the question of recognising Heng Samrin government

29, Prasad, Bimal, op. cit., pp.331-37,
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of Kampuchea was contrary to the policy of non-alic;nfxment."3o
Hegitating to go along with the anti-imperialist peace forces
of the world, the Janata government was taking retrogrative

trends and our freedom and national sovereignty was in dancer.

Having succeeded in breaking the unity of the Arab world
the Americans were penetrating to our intemal affairs, To
avoid the danger of war, to play an effective role in the comity
of nations, to setermonize our policy of non-alignment it was
essential to continue the non-alignment policy with even greater
vigour. Therefore the CPI, put forward some suggestion to the
government., It appealed for, “fiomn and consistent support to |
the cause of peace, to fight against aparthied, There should
not bé more entry of the mul tinationals and sidé by side effec-
tive measures must be imposed to curb the operation of the multi-
national concerns and also a drastic curb on remi ttances abroad

31 On the contrary, the

by foreign private business concerns, *
bourgeols government made af ter the imperialists by its unilate-
ral declaration of surrendering the use of nuclear explosions
even for peaceful purposes, The government did it at a time
when "the westem capi talist countries attempted to enmesh India

in an anti-India derogatory agreement on nuclear progress, n32

30. New Age, January 10, 1979, p.1.
31. The Election Manifegto of the CPI, 1979, pp.11-14.

32, The Election Manifesto of the CPI (M), 19373, p.26.
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whereupon the CPI (M) remarked that the policies pursﬁed by the
then govemment had "compromised national honour and showed

the tilt of genuine non-alignment, w33

We may conclude with this point that India should quit the
world forums dominated by the western bloc and energy must be
utilised to develop new relations with the neighbours and Af ro-
Asisn countries, The Indian government should scrap all pacts
and agreements with the imperialist powers without going a
step further in converting into a dependent territory under

the grab of Anglo-American bloc,

Secton-1V

The world bi-polarity does not correspond to the ecmomic
development and the develcoping nations go on depending on the
world industrialist countries., It is totally impossible to
keep abreast of the changlng world, because of . the ugly noses
of the poverty and sufferings, Whereof the continuing struggle
of the third world countries to overcome all kinds of pressures:

economic and political, is yet to be seen,

When Indlra Gandhi, after a lapse of nearly three years,
retumed to power in 1980 found the private sector organisa-
tions inclined towards foreign monopolies. But she did not

make any serious move to discourage the private foreign

— B

33, Ibig.
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investments, This tendency of the ruling bourgeoisie increa-
sed the confidence of the elites to_look to the wegt for
‘industrialising India‘'s rural economy and spared no time to
get aligned with the MNCs causing economic ruin to India.
With a high hand the leading nations of the East refused to
make any economic concessions to India, Indira Gandhi spoke
urgently on  Inda‘'s need in the international economic
in terdependence., She remarked, "It is our experience that
the interest of the developed and developing countries are
sO interwined that we can all survive in harmony only in

34 Tnis stang of the

conditions of true interdependence, *
government encouraged the multinationals to run at Indian

economy,

The CPI condemned the activities of the multinationals
both in public and private sectors. The MNCs, the party
remarked, were able to carry the assets illegally and
dwindlered the national exchequer by charging l';igh prices.
The CPI leader, Bhupesh Gupta said, "If we go tO them with
a begging bowl, to transfer technology... we cannot have

an independent policy, "33

34, Indlira Gandhi, Speech at Cancun, in India‘'s Views on
the New International Economic _Order (New Delhi: Govem-
ment of India, 1982), p.S9f.

5. Baixa Sabha Debateg, Vol XVI (18), December 11, 1980,
Col, 263
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Without rhyme and reason the Indian bourgeoisie ran
after the western capitalist countries to get finandal
assistance., Thus India could have projected her image in

the world forums without being aligned to any power,

The most important ideology which the imperialist
countries were spreading in India and other non-aligned
countries encouraged peasantism against industry., The
imperialists were pressurising to follow the path of market

economy as opposed to the path of economic planning.36

It was a time when the whole international system got
wor sened and conflict acute, The USA continued its inter-
ference by .inducting arms to her subsidiaries and in the
nane of maintaining regional balance it created acrimonious
and internecine conflicts., The Reagan administration
actively engaged in arming the Afghan guerillas, This
aggressive design, the enemy of genuine freedom, posed
threat to the NAM, Condemning the activities of the U.s,
imperialism, Indira Gandhi remarked, ",..where there is
hostility, India’s policy is to make every effort to minimise
it, It is also our endeavour to find common areas, however
small, between us and other nations, and to enlarge them

37
our obligation is to,.. collectively resist moves to divide us, *®

36, Bhanbhri, C,P., The Foreign Policy of Indla (New Delhi:
Sterling, 1987}, pp.32-33,

37. Foreicn Affal rg Record, Vol.29, No,2, February, 1981,
pp.5 3-65, ’
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She protested against the interference by the great powers

in the affairs of small nations. To overcome the threat she
urged greater economic cooperation among the sufferers. She
warned,. *"the solution of the two dominating issixes of our day,
disarmament and development are not to be found alone or

38 The member states of the NAM were against

overnight, *
any. interference in the internal affafrs, directly or in-
directly, which indeed, was a sledge-hammer blow to imperia-
lism, The Sombre Prospects of destruction in chemical and
biological warfare engineered by the UsAalarmed the peace-
lovers of the world, At that time Indira Gandhi government
appealed for reduction in expenditure on conventional and
nuclear armaments and closer effort to eradicate poverty.

The government of India endeavoured to convince her immediate
neighbours not to use technological capacity to any hegemonis-

tic purpose, neither it allowed India to be anybody's camp-

follower,

The CPI (M) highly spoke of the stands taken by the
Indian government. It reiterated, *“The government has
rightly pointed out and gives a call to resist media exploi-

tation by the imperialist countries against NaM, w39 But the

38, Indira Gandhi's address to Seventh Conference of Heads
of States or Government of Non-aligned Countries (New
Delhi, March 1983). Final Documents, Annexe 2, Vide
Surjit Mansingh, India‘*s Search for Power, (New Delhi:
Sage, 13984), p.374. ‘

39, People's Democracy, January 31, 1984, p.3.
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party could not look in the same eyes for a long time. No
doubt the CPI(M) gave credit to the role "NAM was playing in
arresting the progress towards war, defending world peace
and keeping the third world countries out of the clutches

.40

of imperialism, but it condemned the role of the Indian

government for its "policy of play between the two camps

without any consistent policy of non-alignment, w41

The important question is whether receiving military
ald from the big powers was in violation of non-alignment?
The dbservers remark that by pursuing non-alignment, we
should not be military barren, nor should we be mili tary
acqvuistive. Consistent with its policy of non-alignment
the Indira Gandhi govermmment had no military treaties, India
had not stationed any troops within the territory of other

countries for sggressive desiagn,

section-v

The gloomy, dreary picture of the NAM puts it on the
brink of collapse due to the moves of the pro-cepitalist
countries to disrupt the movement, The two superpowers

are making their ways in producing arms and subjugating

—— c—

40, pPolitical Resolution adopted by the Twelfth Congress
‘of the CPI (M), (Calcutta, December 25-30, 1985),
p. 1€E.

41. Ibigd.
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small nations, To protect the glcbe from girdling with mili-
tary bases the non-aligned nations should be non-aligned both
in letter and spirit, Unless they are able to focus it to a
particular angle of treatment to & particular poWer, unless
the movement becomes energetic, forceful, resonant and real,
we cannot tackle the westem capitelist countries roaming

and creating di sturbance around us.

The Non-zlignment movement is a ‘complementary movement'
of the communist movement against imperialism, which as a world
system, shoulé be fought in a worldwide perspective., That is
why, the communist parties consider themselves as a part of
the world communist movemeént, and pursue their policies in
favour of non-alignment. Tho@gh the NaM is being laid the
national bourgeolsie of this country, however, it completes
a task to weaken the western capltalist forces. It is a
matter of fact that the newly liberated country like India
is having a national bourgeois government and its main
character within the country is pointed against the communist
parties ang their movement, However, to reduce the foreign
market in its own country, it opposes the foreign capital,
But the communist parties are of the view that the bourgeoisie
of this country take a vacilllating position time to time
when the policy of non-alignment has been hampered in é
historical process. To come out from this crisis it has
called off multinationals and collasboration with foreign

capital, but to defend the main content of the non-alignment,



CHAPTER III

INDIA-U.S.A, RELATI(NS
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Af ter remaining hundreds of years under British imperia-
lism, Indla got her independence in 1947, when the people of
the world were trembling of. the nuclear disaster, 1India, in
the initial years, being a champion of non-alignment, sought
to maintain cordiality with both the ideologically conflicting
powers. Even if the tendency of polarization was vibrating
in the world politics, the third country factor emerged, India
abiced to maintain friendly relations with the U,S.A,
which = was playing a canspicuous role in influencing inter-

national politics.

It is often argued that because India was pro-Soviet,
the Indo-pmerican relatioms .fdgnd problems to develop, But
this argumént hael no \valigity with it, It is true that Indsa
tilted towards Moscow, but it was certainly friendly and
India‘s relation with the USSR had not simulated the India-
US relations., It would be proper to state that if there
was something that caused consternation and angér in the
USA or in India was due tO the differences over the supply
of nuclear fuel for the Tarapore plant or arms supp-ly to

Pakistan, mainly.

Thus, the relation between the two great democracies of
the worlg, Indla and the USA, was marked by ups and downs,
zigs and zags. India‘s adherence to anti-racialism, anti-
colcnialism and importantly to anti-imperiali sm resulted in

di ssension between India and the western bloc, The opinions
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of India and the United States might differ on particular
aspects, but India seemed to have served by the United States
of America, In spite of India‘’s keen interest to have good
relations with the western capitalist countries, the critics
argued that the USA had undermined India's interest, However,
they emphasize that, though there were dissensions and fric-
tiong, we cannot set aside the existence of conflux in the

relations between the two countrieg,

The CPI held the view that the aggressive imperialist
camp headed by the USA was detrimental to the interest of
the peace-loving humanity. In every country where the ruling
classes had succumbed to the pressure of Anglo-lxmerican. impe-
rizlism, the cause of national freedom and democracy had

suffered a serious set-back, 1

Section-1I

Af ter Nehru, in a crucial stage, the then Prime Minister
Lal Bahadur Shastri found the ineluctability to cultivate the
most important plank of Indla’s foreign policy, and lingered
on friendly and cordial relations with the USA, In his time
the tumultous situation in Vietnam caused concern to the Indian
leagers, Shasgtri was whole-sculed to call all the interested

parties to settle it and ultimately leaving the destiny of the

1. Documents of Fourth Congress of the CPI, Palchat, April
19-24, 1956, pp. 3-4.
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Vietnamese without foreign interference from any quarter, He
was not in favour of military solution of Vietnam prdblem,
According to Shastri it was a questioﬁ pertaining to the
independence or self-government of the people residing there,
No foreign poWwer should keep any area of any other country
under subjugation, It was entirely the full right of the
people to seek self-cdetermination and India had always lent

2 The CPI lent its

full support to the freedom of colonies,
support to the Indian govermment that which was asking the
Americans not to spread war in Vietnam. It asked the govem-
ment to demand in co-operation with the peace forces of the
world to close the Vietnam war, The US provocations and
aggression, the party saig, agains;t the Democratic Republic
of Vietnam must be brought to a half.3 It was well aware of
the fact that the aggression agalnst countries would not be

over and if imperialism left unwrecked, socialism was a far cry.

The superpowers entanglement in local conflicts and
their strategic rivalries in the north-western corner of
the Indian Ocean caused worry to the people of India., Entry
of the Seventh fleet to the Indian Ocean raised eyebrows

among the leaders of the country. In the opinion of the CPI,

2 Speech of Lal Bahadur Shastri in a Pres:s Conference
in Ottawa, Canada; Spe@ches of Lal Bahadur Shastri,
Oop. cit., p.216,

'3, New Age, August 9, 194, p.17.
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it would threaten the security of the region. It was nothing
but bringing the Cold War into our sub-continent,? The
party warned the working class of India to strongly object
and protest against the entry of the Seventh fleet, for it

mi ght have carried strategic reasons of tuming the Indan
Ocean into a Zone of War., The Kashmir prablem and arms
supply to Pakistan were serious problems before the government
of India. At the time of Indo-Pakistan war in 1%5, the
United States did not retort to call by the Indian leaders
to insist Pakistan of not using the supplied weapons against
India corresponding to the declaration of U.S. government.

On the contrary the U.S. stopped food and economic aid for
Ind a. After being equipped with the Averican amms Pakistan

created tensim 1in northern region of India,

The improvement of Sino-Pakistan relations and american
pre-occupation in Vietnam af fected USA's position during Indo-
Pakistan war of 1%5, American pre-occupation.With the
Vietnam war prevented its playing an active role in maintaining
balance in South M‘ia,S Therefore, the CPI (M) in its day-to-
day pronouncement warned that the USA far fram wanting peace
and friendship in that region was only interested in roping
India and Pakistan in a front against China to sult its

S > oy G S g —

4. New Age, Jan., 5, 1964, p.1l.

5. Srivastava, B.K., "U.S. military assistance to Pakistan:
A Reappralisal®, India Quarterly, Vvol,23(1), Jan.-Mardh,
1976, p.29.
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strategy of containing COmmunism in As-xia.5 It asked for a
consistent foreign policy, anti-imperialist, anti-war and
sald that by supporting the national liberation struggle and

peace, India's genuine interests could be sewed.7

India’s external trade was attached to capitalist markets
and huge sum of money ejected out of the country by the multi-
nationals., The critics viewed the western aid against our
national interest whose remedy was possible mainly by routing

U.S.A.'s entry into our economic life,

But according to Shastri foreign a-id and foreign colla-
boration were vital for economic development of India. The
western countries assisted in public sector projects. The
same céllaboration, he said, must be made in regard to the
private sectors also.8 On this issue the CPI (M) seemed to
have different view with the government., The central camuittee
of the CPI (M) stated, "Our over-dependence on western aid has

made us Subservient to the will of the U.S, imperialism, w

6., People‘s Democracy, (editorial), February 27, 1%6,
7. Ipid., April 24, 1%6, p.7.
8. Speeches of Lal Bahadur shagtri, op. cit., p.246.

From angwers to questions at a meeting of the Federation
of British Indugtries in London, on December 4, 1%4,

9.  Central Committee Resolution of the CPI (M), People's
Democracy, Feb, 13, 1%6, p.7.
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The motive of the U.S. aid was nothing but neo-colonialist
orientations to make the newly liberated countries subservient
to the U.S, capital and to make them directly an instrument
of the U.,S, foreign policy. 10 According to the CPI, those
methods of seeking aid were poisoned weapons of national
strife to undermine the young states those were not strong
enOugh.11 Thus the CoOommunist partieszggosk;lf- reli ance. To
summon under capitalist mark8£ and U.S. money, they saig,
was captious and totally defective, However, Shastri was
not agreed to this concept of self-reliance. According to
him, "self-reliance does not mean that we have everything
we need,.. self-reliance means the capacity to make utmost
of what we have and the courage to do without what we do not

and what we cannot have, 12

section-IT

The Indira Gandhi period did not show any improvement
in the bilateral relations with the USA. It continued at a
low ebb for quite sometime, Indira Gandhi openly resisted

the inqui tous activities of the U.S. government and condemned

10, Pprogramme of the CPI (Bombay: CPI Publication, December
1¥4)' po 14-5

11. Sen, Mohit, The New Line and the Dogmatists (New Delhi:
CPI Publication, 1965), p.49.

12, Selected Speeches of Shastri, op. cit., p.246. Broad-

cast toc naticn on the eve of National Solidarity Day,
Oct., 19, 1%5,
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the bembing in North Vietnam, sShe openly cri ticised the U.S.
bcmbing of Hanoi., Due to vthis impending decision both India
angd the USA kept themselves at loggershead and the prolonged
strife was furthered., The critics said that 1t was because

Nixon did not take any specific initiative to ease the rotten

relations,

Generally, the developing countries gepend on the deve-
loped nations, despite their utilisation of manpower aﬁd
resources and that is the reagon why multinationals backed
by the industrialised countries exert pressure. In particular,
the approach of the U,S. towards the Indian sub-ccntinent
was determined by the overall strategy of the western bloc,
The U.S, aim behind the export of food to India was to énter
with private enterprises and to utilise technical know=-how,
They were utilising the economic aid to undermine independence

to degrade political life.

It is true that the foreign investments was too small
in India compared to Latin America and Africa, According
to‘Prime Minister Indira Gancdhi, India allowed foreign invest-
ments for the transfer of modern technology and managerial
and technical skills, It was an attempt to become early
beneficiaries of Indla‘'s development, In her words, *The
US has given us valuable assistance in our struggle against

poverty, bunger, ignorance. We are grateful to this act of
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friendship, But we also know that our own great society must
and can rest only on the guality and the extent of oar Own

13 U.S. loans and credits to both the government and

effort, ®
private agencies, had stupendously grown and the government
dependence on U.S., aid for food under PL-480, for maintenance
of imports, for capital requirements and for defence needs
had grown in an alarming way, M rhe CPI (M) referred that the
invitation of more foreign capital was an economic slavery,
an attack on our independent economic development. Unless
these policies of Congress government were totally defeated,
the party observed, the country might have dominated by the

USA, 15

The ZAmericans had been supplying arms to Pakistan in
spite of their assusrance of discontinuation of arms supply.
The CPI thought it a policy of U.S. expansionists to perpetuate
disputes with our neighbouring countries, For our defence and

16

independence we should cease t¢ depend mare and more, The

UsSA "confronting with econonic crises, could not solve,

13. Gandhi, Indira, The Yearg of Challenge, cop., cit., p.461.
Speech at dinner given by President Johnson, Washington,
March 28, 1566,

14. Central Committee Resgolution of the CPI (M), Madurai,
Aug, €-Aug. 27, 197, p.15.

15. Polit Bureau Statement, "IdeOIOQiéal debate summed up“
“(New Delhi: CPI (M) Publication, 198), pp.131-32.

16, Resclution zdopted by the National Council of the CFI,
Post-Electicn situation and our tasksg, Calcutta, April
23- 30' 1%7' po 240
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n17 buring the

engaged in amms expansion and war preparations,
Indo-Pak War of 1371, the USA supplied arms to Pakistan. The
CPI was critical of the US imperizlists for supporting
Pakistan, The party took it as an indication of the US
approval of the genocide in Bangladesh and its desire to
instigate Pakistan against India., In this connection, Jyotir-
moy Basu criticized the government of India for 1ts fallure to
understand the US position., Particularly he condemned the
Indian foreign minister and the external affairs ministry,

He sald that the United States was indulging in double and

multidealings, 18

The most serious problem betwéen India and America was
due to their discerning gap created by their indispensible
interests in the sub-continent tc dominate the small countries,
Bangladesh left a deep scar on their relationship, The Congress
party condemned the support given to Pakistan., At a press
conference on December 31, 1971, Indira Gandhi.neferring to
Anerican help to Pakistan stated that, “each country looks
from the point of view of its own interest. Some countries
also have a picture of what they consider their global interests
and India, likewise, looks at things from its own interest and

tries to harmonise national interest with national :I.d(-:als"19

17. Ppolit Bureau Statement of the CPI (M) on the Ninth Congress
of the CPC, 1% 9, p.311.

18. Lok sabha Debates, Vol,4(26), June 28, 1971, Col,130.

19. Selected Speeches of Indira Gandhi, "The Years of endea-
vour®, op. cit., p.164,




44

and that was the reason why America gave military help to
Pakistan, That was how America dld everything possible to
intensify the struggle and probably for an armed conflict
between Indla and Pakistan. As a matter of fact, the USA
started undeclared wér against Ingia. 20 The CPI (M) welcomed
Indla's rejection of US proposal to send cbservers to the
border of Bangladesh.zl- The government of India had no dare
to speak its American counterpart and they continued their
policies endangering the peace and security of our country.
Viewing the situation, Bhupesh Gupta told in the Rajya Sabha,
"...We should consider this action as being aimed against
India, against our security, our independence, our people and
therefore, we consider this whole action to be hostile to our
country. a22 He gdemanded the'change of policy towards the
Americans corresponding to the situation and policy they

were adopting,

The American intelligence activities in India dat®s back
to the years of the Second World War, But af ter that the
CIA spread its networks far and wide, interfered in our
internal affairs, Besides intelligence sphere it was operat-
ing in educational institutions (e.g. Ford Foundation in

——

20, Chopra, V.D,, Pantagon Shadow over India (New Delhi:
Patriot, 1985), p.129.

21. Peocple‘s Dem-ocfacy, August 1, 1971, p.12.

22. Gupta, Bhupesh, Rajya Ssbha Debates, Vol,76 (24), June 24,
»1971, Cols, 32-33.
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Delhi University) to further their nefarious aims. The CPI
sought to show how the US foundations twiddled in India's
education to distort its aims and purposes. The ninth Congress
of the CPI noted with concern the dangerous and disruptive
activities of certain relief agencies financed by the CIA in
the evacuee camps. It called upon the government of Indla to

take steps in order to stop such activites, 23

The nuclear arms laden naval ships which were roving
iri the Indian Ocean created diss_ension among the Indians.
It was a strategem toO spread its tentacles to all spheres
of social and political life of the Indian sub-continent, It
seemed tO be significantljj timed to brow beat the countries
adjacent to the' Indian Ocean, According to President Kissinger
America's military base in the Indian Ocean region was involved
- with the national interests of the USA, 1In the absence of any
bold step, both the Communist parties of Indla were dlgsatis-
fied with the pious expression of the Indian govermwent in
making the Indian Ocean region a zZone of Peace. Indrajit
Gupta, fhe CPI leader desiring some good decisions by the
government, suggested, "...the govemment should continue
its efforts to mobilise international opinions, take all
possible measures to achieve our objective of creating the

Indian Ocean as an area of peace and tranquility. These

23. The Ninth Congregs _of the CPI, Cochin, December 3-10,
1971 (New Deihi: CPI pPublication), p.3%.
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imperialist powers... are trying nos again in a different way
to come and foothold in various parts of the Indian. Ocean
region. w24 If millions of lives were to be protected from
war, the main aim of our foreign policy had to put ban on
installing atomic and military weapons in the Indian sub-
continent, But the narcow class interests of the ruling

eli tes sacrificed national interests and adopted opportunist

policies.

Thus the CPI urged for immediate action by the Indian
government for it was to reverse ‘the prices of detente, It
was a renewed attempt to put pressure on India which refused
to support the U.S., government in its global policy of aggres-

25 The worst faces of the imperialists, utilis-

sion and war,
ing neo-fascist methods had intended to destroy the security
of the Asians. At this moment India had to play a responsible»
role to save Indla’s sovereignty ahd independence, to create
an atmosphere conducive to detente and social progress, The
policiesg pursued by the govermment did not bring any positive

result for India. Therefore, the Communist Parties called to

be vigilant against the US imperialism,

24, Gupta, Indrajit, Lok Sabha IEBbates, Vol.45(3), November 15,
1974, ©Ools.408-14,

25. Report and Regsolution of the National Council of the
CPI, March 23 - March 26, 1974, No,4 (New Ielhi: I
Publication, April 1974), p.27.
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Tbe USA was helping tO circulate an anti-India pamphlet
of Pakistani origin *Mazlumon Ki Pukar®., It was an instance
to show that the U.S. had taken itself the task of indulging in
anti-Indian activi tieg and not allowing the situation in the
sub-continent to become nomal and stable.zs In 'spite of
India’s periodic Proclamation to continue Friendship with
all; infiltration and subversion continued in the border of
Kashmir, Considering the situation inimical to India, Prime
Minister Indira Gandhi said, "There is a special situation in
Jammu and Kashmir not only because of its own constitution...
it has been the main battle-field during repeated aggressions
against us.... A prablem that has been with us for a generation
should be solved when we have the ability and opportunity to
do so, w27 Due to the capitalist path of the Congress govern-
ment, the monopolists and big bourgecisle of India grew
immensely in strength, The Indian bourgeoisie was keen on
developing economic ties with the western industrialised
.countries, Cooperative arcangements existed between the
Ingians and the US companies in both public and private
enterprises, In all these co-operation the USA was interes-

ted to drain our resources.

26, New Age, May 13, 1973, p.2.

27. Selected Speeches and Writings of Indira Gandhi (3972-
1377), Wew Delhi: Ministry of Information and Broad-
casting, Government of India, Publication Division,
October, 1984), p.160. Speech on Art.370 in the Lok
Sabha on March 4, 1975,
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It was necegsary to discourage\ foreign capitalist invest.
ment for independent economic development, And if not, the
Communist leaders stated, then it would sharpen the class
contradiction in the Indian society, The CPI remarked the
incoming of multinationals in the name of export promotion
or to develop technical skills was an act of anti-planning.28
The American monopoly companies were exerting mare pressure
to hold on to their advantages, e.g., HAL had a collaboraticn
agreement with the American Home Products Limited for the
manufacture of ampyc:i.lin.29 The CPI leader Bhupesh Gupta
spoke, "I would like the government to take economic measures
against America and stop all these things, the multinationals
and others, w30 To the CPI(M), in the past the foreign aig
had whetted the apetite for more evternal lcans angd self-
sufficiency on this roagd was not possible, In jute industry
American manufacturing companies made their way to come into
the Indian economy., The Averican investors were pressurising
the Indian government to control the industrial set-up built
by them. The Douglas Alrcraft Company of the USA managed to
influence the officers of Indian Airlines in purchasing

alrcraft from America, Moreover, oil companies of the USA

28, New Age, Lecember 22, 1974, p.3.

29, People's Democracy, November 23, 1975, p.2.

30. _Rajya Sabha Debates, Vol ,XcI (1), March 10, 1975, cCol.27.
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could be able to influence their Indian counterparts on India's
dependence on American sources for supply of crude oil. Had
all these things available in plenty in the world market, India

would not have entered into rising market in the business world.

A careful examination of India-USA relation in the Janata
period, reveals that it was a period of cordiality setting
aside very few political conflicts. The tepidity of bilateral
relation was reflected in a series of vigits by the heads and
the representatives of both the States, namely President
Carter's visit tc India in January 1976 and Desal's return
visit in June 1978, 1India witnessed a new hand of friendship
by the USA, The then foreign minister shri A,B, Vajpayee
said, "There is no reason why on the basis of dignity and
equality we cannot clasp the hands of friendship - such
friendship dces not have to be commented by a shared sense

31

of adversity and animosity. " The CPI visualised no common

values with America and any attempt to share values with it

would hamper our national interest and our international

22

pursui ts, The economic policy of the Janata Party, far

31, Vajpayee, A,B., Speeches delivered to welcome Warren
chrd stopher, The US Deputy Secretary of States on his
visit to India in July 1977; Ipndian Foreign Review,
VO’l. 1/‘, Noo 20, AugU.St le 19770 poeo

32. New Age, June 25, 1978, p.6.
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f rom promoting country ‘s national interests, were only aggra-
vating the crises, weakening the cause of economic indepen-
dence and national self-reliance. The multinationals found
several ways to clircumvent the FERA taking advantage of the
Janata Party's ideoclogical affinity with the UsSA, The CPI

3 m spi te of the expul-

demanded a drastic change in FERA,
sion of the IBM and Coca-Cola in 1978, the medium size con-
cerns were taking interests to invest in India, The invitation
of U.,S. based multinationals and senior corporate executive

to promote trade and investmént by Desal was not a good
decision for national interest, said the CPI, In New Age,

the CPI leader Bhupesh Gupta criticising the Indlan government
wrote, "Is India to be made a base for the US neo-colonial
economli ¢ operations with =ome éilver pleces thrown to the
Judases of Indian big busines,s?"34 The government was anxious
about the developments in the Indian Ocean reglion., Notwith-
standing the declaration of India of an equal pértmership

to cooperate in international issues the inclusion of naval
ships in the Indian Ocean was perpetuated. The Indians were
ready to settle the disputes peacefully and showed eagerness
for an early golution, Morarji Desai asked President Carter

to keep the Indian Ocean free from power rivalries, to

33, _Documents of the Eleventh Congress of the CPI; Bhakra
Nagar, Bhatinda, March 31-April 7, 1978, pp.25-27.

34, New_Age, June 25, 1978, p.6.
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eliminate all the bases for lasting peace and security. The

government asked for ejaculating the Russian bases alsO,

Since there was naval intimidation in the Indian Ocean,
the CPI as well as the CPI (M) asked the U.S. government to
refrain from doing so, The CPI demanded for'effective steps,
diplomatic, political and otherwise to halt arms race and for
di sarmament,.. bold actions against the aggressive moves of
the wegstern imperialists in Dlego Garcia and for making it a
zone of Peace.3® The Janata government was keenly interested
to maintain friendly relations with all the nations of the
world and was opposed to nuclear explosions nor the supply
of arms to the puppet regime of the arms possessing countries.
That is why the Janata leaders called for unilateral declaration
to resort nuclear explosions even for peaceful purposes. This
announcement, however, Ycaused to weaken India and American
pressure on India mounted, The US imperialists did not hesi-

tate to exploit India‘’s need, compelling it to sign the NPT, %

Relating to the US resupply of arms to Pakistan there
was vehement criticism from all quarters, The Communist
parties viewed the arms manufacture as an unnecessary
expenditure at a time when the developing countries were

seeking for a NIEC, So the yawning gap bet+seen North and

35 Election Manifegto of the CPI, 1973, p.14.

~ e

36. People's Democracy, June 18, 1978, p.10.
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South was not receding. But the Janata Party leaders "did
not see any bar in the Indo-American relation even if U.S.

supplied arms t0 Zia regime, "3.7

However, President Carter
assured to reduce arms supply to all the troubled States of
the world. Anyway, the I marked it in a different angle,
It sald that if Pakistan got military help from the West,
India for its security was bound to spend more in its defence
which Qas not good for the economic development of the Indian
peoples. The party leader Bhupesh Gupta stressed it in these
words, "When we need money for development, America is creat-
ing problems in our borgder for which we are spending money

to strengthen our military purposes, non-productive ways,
keeping us weak in economic development, n38 The critigs
took the foreign policy of the Janata government pro-American
in most of the cases. Whatever it might be, Shri A,B. Vajpayee
denied any pro-Amerian tilt in India's foreign policy and he
disagreed of any India-USA cooperation on the international

issues.39

37. Vajpayee, A,B,, Statement in the Rajya Sabha on April 4,
1977, Rajya Sabha_Debates, Vol.c(5), april 4, 1977,

38, Rajya Sabha Debates, Vvol,CVI (23), August 17, 1978,
Col, 253,

39, Statement of A,3. Vajpayee, in an interview with Kewal
Ve rma, Sunday, March 18, 1979, p.19.
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section-IV

India was prepared to extend friendship with all peace-
loving nations., Even with the USA she stretched her hands
to cooperate in all international as well as bilateral issues.
In fact,nit did not get equal treatment from America. Whenever
Ind a sought extermal assistance in concessional terms to
maintain the pace of development the US dld not stickle on
India's cherished aims. It pursued a policy of economic
blackmail through the IMF and the World Bank and bent on
destabilising India, Certain sources had been making efforts
to disrupt India's set-up and created confusion, Those factors,
internal and external, not only threatened over security but
also posed grave challenges to the nation's future., For the
first time after Bangladesh war, India was encircled bv big
powers. It was because, firstly, American military aid to
Pakistan and its involvement in the West Asian crisis, parti-
cularly in Afghanistan., Secondly, every governmental failure,
an act of non-performance and even natural occurrences were
ascribed to the designs of the trouble-makers to destabilise '
the country, In a statement in the Lok Sabha on June 12, 1980,
the external affal rs minister, P,V. Narasimha Rao said, "“Our
position regarding Afghanistan is well known. We do not approve

the presence of foreign troops or bases in another country.'4o

40, Foreign Affairs Record, ®"India’s Stand on Afghanistan
and Kampuchea®", Vol ,XXVI, No,6, June 1380, p.128.
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The Communist Parties asked for India’'s voice against
the U.S, agézessiveness in Afghanistan. According to the
CPI (M), India being a champion of NAM should not favour inter-
vention in the internal affairs of other countries, Thus the
party opposed the U.S., support to Afghan rebels and ul timately
appealed to the Indian government to raise the issue in the UN
meetings. The Reagan administration resﬁmed arms supply to
Pakistan hedged in with unacceptable conditdons. Thereby, the
security of the Asiang became more serious. After the over-
throw of Shah of Iran it lost its grip there and turned to
Pakistan by bringing the warheads nearer to India and created
instability and tension in the region, The USA reserved her
right to supply arms to Pakistan with the assurance that it
would not affect India's security. The CPI (M), took serious
notes on the supply of supersonic class destroyer, According
to it, "the friendliness, possibly normal relations with our
neighbours must be restored without panick, soberly we must
try to get it, nd1 India and the USA were at loggershead because
both of them were competing to establish their hegemony in South
As_ia while the Indian policy-makers viewed their goals in South
Asia as legi timate, US penetration was considered as an act of
h‘ostility. That was an area of contradiction in the foreign

42

policy goals of the US and India. For India, the most

41. Political Resolution of the CpPI (M), Documents of the
Eleventh Congress of the I M) held in vVijaywada, from

26 to 31, 1982, pp.26-27.

424 Bhémbri, C.P., "USA and India: Conflict and Convergence®,
Mainstream, July 17, 1982, p.10. .
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disturbing factor was the concerted effort of the US-Pakistan
administration to build a strategic consensus with obvious
implications to the security envircnment of the sub-continent,
The induction of sophisticated arms again promoted deep-seated
mistrust and vitiated the process of normalisation of bilateral

43 Those aggressive activities of the U.S. admini s-

relations,
tration which corrcded the peace in the international arena
needed a vital step to prop up the struggle for peace and

against the nuclear war,

To counter the threat posed by pPakistan, India sought
military help from the USA., 1Indirs Ganchi stated that India
was not seeking mili tary aid from the USA, rather it asdopted

44 India‘*s weakness liedg in its

me thods to be self-reliant,
many unlesolved domestic and internati onal problems., Apart
from endemic poverty, there was a noticeable growth of
separati st movements to the extent that there was a real

> The US govemment

possibility of Balkanisation of India.4
trecherously broke the agreement on Tarapore for resupplving

of fuel and used all its pressures to compel India to give

43, Khan, R., "Fall Out in India: Us-Pak-China axis", Worlgd
- Focus, Vol,4(20), 2August 1983, p.3A.

44, Indira Gandhi's speech to National Press Club on her
9 days visit from July 28 to August 3, 1982,
Asian Recorder, Vol ,XXVIII, No, 35, Aug. 27-Sept. 2,
1982, pp.16760-6 1.

45, People's Democracy, July 3, 13983, p.i.
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up her freedom in regard to nuclear deVG:IOpmGnt.46 In spite
of that, the government was trylng to have a.cornpromise with
the wegtern capitalists and thereby its image went down among
the people of the third world countries who were looking for
India's uncommitted and strong stand against imperialism,
agalnst exploi tation of economy of the underdeveloped world.47
The CPI leader Indradeep Sinha speaking to Parliament told
that the US was planning a global confrontation with all forces
standing for freedom, democracy and progress., It was trying
to hoodwink the people by saying that limi ted war would remain
confine to a particular region, but it would engulf the whole
world, In sudh a situation he Gemanded for consistent policy
of the Indien government in its application of the policy of

48
non-alignment,

NO doubt, there were conflicts between India and america.
But India was benefitted by the American help also, She got
the IMF loan, technological help for food procéssing, agricul-
ture etc, It received food supply in a bad time. Import of

raw materials and to enhance transport facilities came mainly

46, Polit Bureau Statement, PeoOple's Democracy, July 3, 1983,

47, Chakraborty, Satyasadhan, Lok Sabha Ikbateg, Seventh
Seriés, Thirteenth Session, Vol,XLII(10), December 6,
1983, Ools, 385-927, . .

48, Sinha, Indradeep, Lok Sabha Debates, Thirteenth Session,
Seventh Series, Vol, (XXVII1(71), December 7, 1983,
Cols, 348-53.
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from the westem countries, Thus the USA.Indie relationship

was a mixture of strife and harmony,

Section-V

The capitalist path of development brought more and more
sufferings for the tolling masses of our country. The move-
ments made by the CPI activated the forces for peace and
against arms race. The party leaders supported the post-
war anti-imperiali st upsurge, to put an end to capitalism,

to constitute a happy socialist state,

The CPI (M) looked at the foreign policy of the bourgeois-
landlord government in suspicion, It denounced strongly the
dual character of the policy, cooperation with and opposition

to imperiali sm, 49

The United States was the single traditional partner
irn spite of perceptional hiatus that raised its head, arm-
twisting and pressure it created, It is well known that
antli-Ameri canism and Pique against American investment the
Indo-American trade grew up, So there was no significant
departure from their past relationship, Indla's development
in agriculture and industry owes a great deal to the USA,

That was the reagon for increasing cooperation, It is true

49, Ranadive, B.T., Two Programmes (New Delhd: The CPI (M)
publications, 1%70), p.8&0.
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that each and every country should try to be independent

to increase its bargaining positioh, however, if they select
to resolve the misunderstandings and disputes by negotiations,
certainly it would pave the way for greater and smoother

USA-India relations.



CHAPTER IV

INDO-SOVIET RELATIONS



There was antagonism between England and Russia before
the Great chober Socialist Revolution. ‘Even though, the
Czarist regime was gone, the strife continued for a long
time, It was largely perceived that, as we were mildly nouri-
shed by England, thére was latent hostility between India and
the soviet Union, While critically reviewing the present
relations one could hardly agree with this perception. It
would be better to say that as we had revoked the British
~ imperialism, the friendship and cooperation gtarted growing
and the Soviet Union regarded India as her friend, Indla's
anti-imperialist struggle inevitably strengthened the bond
of relations, thOugh many patriots were far from being

Communists,

The emergence of the Soviet Russia in early of this
century gave impétus to the Socialist countries to be commit-
ted to peace, The western imperiali sts were also getting
tightened and the world peace, freedom and sOcialism were
at gstake, The emergence of powerful Soviet Union after over.
throwing the capitalists and the role it played in the anti-
Nazi waf had consistently been inspiring the Progressive

People’s struggle all over the world.

Interdependence Seems more valuable than ideology or the
pattern of poli tical set up. So both the Soviet Union and

India started sharing their ideas and ideals., They came to
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one table to0 extend their warmth hands in economic and poli-
tical fields, *"The imperialists pressurised India and
compelled it to get involved in arms race, In reality...

the real villain of the piece was United States, Indla
needed a reliable friend t0 meet the threats f rom imperialism
and the Indo-Soviet friendship based on reliability, recipro-
ci ty and mutualil ty. nl The Indo-Soviet relationg, therefore,
symbolised the synthesis of modemm world socialism with the

deve loping world which had ruined the hooble of Capitalism,

Section-1

The industrialisation process of developing countries
like India depends on the volume and rate of growth of their
foreign trade. Modecn nations are politically and technolo-
gically independent. They rely upon each other fof resources
and commodities that enable them to develop and sustain viable
economy. Some economic syst#ms. if they keeb them aloof from

the rest of the world, cannot function.

Soon after he came to power, Lal Bahadur Shastri care-
fully watched the national political and economic situations
and took patient and painstaking efforts to resolve the complex

issues by negotiation at all hazards. The Soviet Union played

1. Bhambhri, C,P., "Perspe'ctive on Soviet Contribution to
India® in Vinod Bhatia ({ed.), Indo-Soviet Relations
(Na’ mlhi: Parlchsheelo 1984)1 po410
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a very substantial role in supporting the liberation struggle
in Asia ang in assisting the newly independent countries of
Asia to develop their backward economy by far, “The Cpl
highly spoke of Soviet contribution to the struggle against
chauvinism and expansion of imperialist designs. The Party,
therefore, urged the government to look forward to develop

Indo-Soviet relations, "2

The party leaders of the CPI
supported most of the acts of the government of Indla. It
believed that India‘'s desire to strengthen Indo-Soviet frieng-
ship would rebuff the imperialists. In its view the govern-
ment should try to extend Indo-Soviet relations to other

spheres also, 3

Indo-Soviet relations marked another langmark for

Soviet Union'’s sturdy economic assistance during second

and third five years plans . Bhilai, Neyvelli, Heavy electri-
cals egquipment plant at HardWwar were the outstanding examples
of econamic cooperation be.tween the two couﬁtries. Thus in
the opinion of the CPI though there was a change in the
leadership of the CpSU, it asked the government to continue
its Soviet policy without depending more on imperialist aig,
for *“the massive import of fareign capital together with

2. Resgolution of the Central Executive Committee of the
CPI, Delhi, September 10-15, 1%4, pp.8-12.

3. For the unity of the party and the interpational
Communi st movement (Delhi: CPI Publication, August

1%64), p.112.
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reliance on imperialist aigqg, would‘-seriously jeopardise our
f reedom, wd The CPI was in support of stronger Indo-Soviet
relations,bxit not at the cost of the relations with other
countries, Speaking in the Lok Sabha, Hiren Mukherjee said,
"at all events the government must carry on the business of
developing Indo-Soviet ties without bringing down the pride

relations with other nations, w3

Lal Bahadur Shastri expressed his eagerness over the
independence of African countries, But foreign subjugation
was not over, Emphasising on an,ti-:colonialism he stated the
stand India took at that time., 1In his words, "India stands
against colialism., we feel that there will be no peace
unless all colonies have attained freedom and there 1s no

subjugation in any part of the world. b

To offset US hegémmy in South Asia the USSR suppor ted
India on Kashmir and Goa issues and began to take interests
in the econamic develppment of India. In 1%1 when the U,S.
tried to condemn India as an aggressor and demanded the with-

drawal of Indian forces from Goa it was the Soviet Union that

4, Regolution of the COPI, as adopted at the Seventh Congress,
October 31-November 4, 19%4, Calcutta, p.9

S. Hiren Mukherjee, Lok Sabha Debates, Eleventh Session,
3rd series, Vol,XL{30), April 1, 1365, Cols,7213-7214.

6. Lal Bahadur Shastri's address at Friendship University,
Moscow, May 14, 1965, Selected Speeches of Lal Bahadur
Shastd, op. cit., p.268. =
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vetoed if. *The imperiali st plans were checkmated with the
support of Soviet Unicn in the U.N. against the intervention

7

of western powers in liberating Goa,® The machinations of

the wegtern capitalist countries were not favourable for the
world peace. Highlighting the danger, the world was facing,
Shastri ocbgerved, "India and Soviet Union both firmly believe
in the policy of peace and peaceful co-existence. Peace is
essential for the preservation of humanity in this themmo-
nuclear age,,.. We must therefore cooperate among ocurselves
in the task of strengthening peace and pramoting intemational
amity and good-will, "8 Tpe government’s reliance on Anglo-US
aid for India‘s defence was given up, All available assistance
from the USS_R was unhesi tatingly accepted énd all necessary
steps taken for develcopment. India‘*s independent defence
potential angd reliance on her own resources in men and mate-
rials was exactly to the purpose India stood for.9 The Indian
bourgeoisie upheld Indian foreign policy of non-alignment,

The Soviet Union contemplated India as an ally in the struggle
for world peace. It acknowledged India’s policy of non-align-
ment and appreciated that India d4d not join any powWwer bloc,

Soviet speculation was that India could have played a decisive

7. People‘s Democracy, 7 December, 1980, p.2.
8. Speeches of Lal Bahadur shastri, op. cit.. p. 270,

9, Resolution adopted by the Central Executive Commi ttee
of the CpIl, Delhl, July 6-11, 1765, p.S.
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role in bringing about normalcy in the dissensions among the
states, eszﬁecially between the East and the West, The USSR
acquiesced with the fact that it supported India to further
the cause of peace in the subcontinent. The Mutual Test Ban
Treaty was clearly designed for this purpose, The Soviet
Union took injtiative ip promoting measures to check the

horizontal and vertical proliferation of nuclear weazpons,

The Indian government was not in favour of any inter-
vention or subversion in the affairsg of cther countries, It
was eager to solve the dispute of the frontiers in a peaceful
way. Unfortunately some countries had reinstalled the use
of force an our border. India’s spproach for peaceful settle-
ment was put under the cover of negligence, The Soviet
government proposed for an international agreement to denounce
the use of forcé for the settlement of border disputes. Shastri
was a peace lover of the first water, In opposition to
violence in the matter of border di spute, he téld, "The
use of force in international relations can be justified
only as a necessity for repelling aggression. Our mutual
assurance to reject the use of force means, therefore, that
each of us hags agreed to respect the terrd torial integrity

of the other, »10

Taghkent was an embodiment of Indo-Soviet f riendship

whose purpose was tO promote peace, It exemplified the

10. Foreign Affairs Record, Vol,XII(1), (New Delhis: Govem-
.ment of India, January, 19%6), pp.7-9%
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beginning of Indo-Soviet friendship, The soviet Union had
played an invaluable rble by mediating in the settlement of
Indo-Pakistan disputes, .The Soviet Union took the initiative
to boost her image in the world as a supporter to world peace
and detente, Indla accepted it because it a§oided third party
involvement in deciding their future d&f sputes, *The way
Russia invited India and Pakistan to the negotiation table

in 196 testified her detemination of solving the inter-

w11 Therefore, the

national problems by means of peace,
Shastri era signified the government's effort to keep off
from imperialist manoeuvres with a view tO propagate peace,it

was cheered by the pecple with one voice. -

Section-11

The emergence of Indira Gandhi in the Indian political
scene as the Prime Minjister af ter a good tussle for leadership
boosted the American hope that she might be i;nclined towards
Washington, But that perception was squarely misplaced, She
found Soviet Russia friendly to India not merely for specta-
cular effects, rather to check the new seatg of conflicts in
the sub-region. The Soviet policy of peaceful coexistence
inspired Indla to adhere to its proclaimed policies of secu-~

larism, socialism and non-alignment, Relations between both

11, People‘'s Democracy, January 16, 136, pp.1-2.




66

countries was consistent, principled and selfless, *The paée
and quality of industrialisation in India had been greétly
influenced by the generous assistance India received from the
Soviet Union in temms of both plant and equipment and of

technical assistance. 12

In 1966, the USSR;_ signed a barter agreement with Pakistan
which for quite sometime created deep sense of frustratim
among the Indians. Moreover, Pakistan sought the supply of
military hargware and requested to reduce military assistance
to Indla., Though Soviet Union did not want to woo Pakistan
against India, but to wean Pakistan away from the USA, yet
the visit of Kosygin created favourable atmosphere for Pakistan.
In his visit he assured the supply of arms tO Pakistan. This
led Indira Gandhi to face criticism both inside ang outside
the country, “She was criticized because of her failure to
take a constructive attitﬁde to the proposals made by her
friends, including Soviet Union, for a summit meeting with
Pakistan, w13 1n the same year Indira Gandhi visited Moscow
and a joint settlement came out of it where the people of India
witnegsed the strong base.df peace and anti-colonialism, The
ngclear arms production by the western capitalists and acqui-

sition of military weapons by their allies caused concem to

12. Selected Speeches of Ingira Gasndhi, (Address on T,V. in
MOscow on July 15, 196), "The Years of Challenge, Op. cit.,

pP.477,

13. People‘'s Democracy, July 31, 196, p.7.
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the CPI, It became suspicious of Pakistan‘®’s stockpiling of
dangerot;s nuclear war-heads, "The serious economic and
political situation, ® the Party said, "in Indla and Pakistan
revealed that all efforts should be directed towards cons-
tructive ends., Tashkent declaration should be made their

»14 Explaining in

basic way in their bilateral relations.
the Lok Sabha Indira Gandhi reiterated the familiar Indian
position that Pakistan had no reasonable justification to
increase arms strength, 15 However, by no means the Indians
were suspicious of the Soviet policies. Indo-Soviet friend.
ship found no barrier to take each other, On the eve of
twenty years of Indo-Soviet diplomatic relations, the CpI
said, "sSoviet Union's cooperation to help us came at a tme
when the western countries refused to supply us with plant,
machinery. That brought extreme help to Indo-Soviet coopera-

16 Now 3and then, of course, India and the Soviet Union

tion,*
found dvergencies. It was because the rigid stand the
bourgeois Congress govermment withheld and some times Soviet

Union’s cold steps to eage Indo-Pakigtan tensions.

Now that Indo-Soviet friendship found itself all of the

milk and water kind, because Indla wag in economic crisis due

14. _!‘_Iew Me' Januar}' 22( 1%7' _pc 30

15. Speecheg of Indira Gandhi, op. cit., p.480.

16, New Age, April 16, 1%7, p.1l.
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to severe drought, the western industrialist countries picked
up the odds and ends that were scattered. "Due to devaluation
of pound and dollar the capitalist countries of the west were
trying to pump out more profits from India to buttress their
own economies, w17 On the other handg, the Socialist countries,
the Soviet Union in particular, gave assistance of their own
accord. That help favoured Indla to reduce her economic
dependence on the West., In India, *"the Soviet Union first
contributed to the esfablishment of bases of heavy industry,
engineering, oil etc., when further development of these vast
industrial enterprises had been hampered by recession, leading
to their closures and unemployment of workersg, the Soviet
Union and other Socialist countries proposed to buy their
products and provided a stable market growing for them, Thereby
they helped our country to resist imperialist blackmail aﬁd

took to the path of independent economic development. "8

No doubt, India got the benefit out of thé S.oviet agsi s~
tance during the Indira Gandhi era., But the gquestion arose
how far the lots of the people of the count:y improved? The
cPI (M) in its party weekly observed that the economic policy
of the govermment had anti-popular, pro-monopolists, and pro-

imperialist traits of the bourgeois-landlord government.

17. Ppolitical Regolution adopted by the Elgth Congress of
the CPI, Patna, February 7-15, 1368, p.4.

18. Ibigc‘ p.s.
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Every step taken by the government was an impetus to the capi-
talists. It was an attempt to improve their position at the
expense of the people in the name of buoying up the economy. 19
But there was no similarity between the aid Indl a received
from the USA and the USSR, The CPI editorialized, while the
US ald was fomenting the rivalfy between India and Pakistan,
the USSR, on the other hand, all the time was interested to
promote friendship, It was against those poWwers who were

creating discord and hostili ty, 20 To add fuel to fire the

USA was giving massive mili tary assistance to Pakistan.

Soviet Union'’s amms supply to Pakistan was a challenging
task for Indla to counterbalance Pakistan and it was a
challenge to peace and tranquility of the sub-continent,
whereupon it was genuine for Indla to seek military help
from other countries. Taking part in the debate in the
Parliament Bhupesh Gupfa battered out at f:hose who were
against ﬁhe Soviet decision, According to him, *"If Soviet
Union®s influence grows, it is not against the national
interest of India as Soviet Union has always showed its

eagemess in bringing India and Pakistan to peace and amity. =21

19, People‘*s Democracy, March 10, 1968, p.3.

20, New Age (editorial), July 21, 19%8; Also see people’s
Democracy (editorial), July 14, 1968.

21. Speech of Bhupesh Gupta on July 23, 19%8; vide New_ Age,
July 28, 138, p.8.
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The govemment of India had always stood in the Soviet side
barring smé rare instances of divergent views on some issues,
Dinesh Singh, the foreign minister of India said in the Lok
sabha that the Indian govemment *"supported the Soviet stand
for upholding respe.ct for historically fomed frontiers and
for the non-use of force in settling bilateral questions, n22
The Soviet leaders assured India that the Soviet Union valued
its friendship highly and warran ted not doing anything to the
detriment of the friendship, It realised India‘’s need of
security and defence and promi sed to keep these in view

while dealing withb Southeast Asian regions including Pakistan. 23

Towards the end of the sixties Indo.Soviet trade rapidly
expanded and tremendously improved, It was due to India‘s
compul sions the government sought trade relations among the
developed countries, The Bhilai Steel Plant proved the fact.
There was substantial increase in Indo-Soviet collaboration.
The economic cooperation reached new heights, *“The most
outstanding example of Indo-Soviet cocllaboration were in
the fields of heavy machine building, steel, heavy electricals,
oil refining and the manufacture of drugs. The friendship

between the soviet Union and India was &8 good example of

22, Foreign Affal rs Record, Vol ,XV(4), April, 1909,
P.73.

23. New Age, September 19, 199, p.14.
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24 The vast country of five hund-

international cooperation,*
red million people was determined not only the destiny of
India itself, but important questions of Asia. India had
been influencing in the balance of progressive and reactionary

forces in the intermational arena. 2

The Indian leaders were
deeply consclous of the role soviet sssistance was playing

in the Indian economy. Thus the then President V.V. Gir{
expressed "India’s deep appreciation of the invaluable help
the Indo-Soviet cooperation was brought to us in our advance
towards self-reljant,modern industrial economy... vital role
in our planning and more- particularly into key branches of

the industry... on which the future growth of the economy so
largely depended. Conviction was expressed that further
strengthening and expansion of close relation existing between
India and sSsoviet Union both for national interest of the people
of India and soviet Union and algo for the cause of stronger
peace in the entire world, 26 In its attempt ‘of increasing
good-neighbourliness and bond of cooperation with the adjacent
countries, the imperialists stood on the way, At that moment

there was considerable growth in USA-Paki stan-China axis,

24, Selected Speechesg of Indira Gandhi, “The Years of Chal-
lenge ™, Op. cit., p.48€0. '

25. Igvestia (Moscow), 15 November, 1%9,

26, Soviet Review, Vol,VII 65), (New Delhi: New Age Print~
ing Press) October 13, 1970}, p.30.
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posed threat to India‘s security. On the contrary Kosygin,
delegate of the USSR, made it clear that the Soviet Union

would give priority to Indo-Soviet relations.

Indira Gandhi got massive mandate in the mid-term elec-
tion, Soon after she assumed power, Ingdis faced imperialist
threats mage against the security of the sub-continent, Amidst
the threat, there was peace, friendship and cooperation of
1371 looked up to0 their age-cld friendship and to lay aside
the encroachment of the wgstern industrialist countries, The
treaty itself was the logical culmination of the relatiomns
they had developed. It came at a time when the proletariats
wele progressing on a wide-front, The CPI (M) characterised
the treaty as a fight against capitalism, imperd alism and
colonialism, Coming to the Article 9 of the treaty its leader
A, K, Gopalan highlighteg that the USSR agreed to abstain from
glving arms to any other country at war with India., He out-
spoked the article as "a deterrent to the bellicose of Yahya
Khan who was talking of unleashing a war on India. 27 1t
was a step in that direction which helped Indla in streng-
thening and cansolidating nation®s sovereignty. 28 The treaty

gave India a most powerful leverage against the western

27, Rajya Sabha Debates, Vol,57, No, 10, August 14, 19’?1.
Col, 235,

28. Ghosh, Niren, Rajya Sabha Debates, Vol,IXXVII (20),
August 14, 1971, Cols.122-27.
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imperiali st forces. 23 The CPI in its 9th Congress had an
extensi;ze discussion of the validity of the treaty. It was,
in view of the CPI, a powerful deterrent to check the threats
of military junta of Pakistan and Maoists of China. The
treaty aimed t:o preserve peace in Asia, It illustrated the
indivisible bond between India’s national interest and India‘'s
unity with the Soviet Union in the common struggle against the

U.S. neo-colonialism. 30

Eruption of hatredness, conflict and violence between the
nations had irked the durable peace and jaundl ced the .princi-
ple of peaceful co-existence enunciated by Jawaharlal Nehru,
The savage ordeal of a lengthy struggle led to the emergence
of free Bangladesh, The imperialist attempts to lay waste
Ingo-Soviet cooperation was completely kept down, That time
Soviet Union equally stood to help our Bangladesh brethem.,
It consistently helped and supported the forces all over the
country fighting for naticmal independence. The Russian
government asked all countries tc keep away from Bangladesh
war and precluded the U,S, Seventh fleet from its entry to
the Indian Ocean. At that moment it did not make any effort
to balance the two nations - India and Pakistan. Rather

inflowing of Russian arms started vigorously to support’ the

29. New Age, August 29, 1371, p.l.

30, Documents of Ninth Congress of the CPI, Cochin, October
3-10, 1371, p.28,
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Bangladesh insurgents. The Soviet support for the liberation
of Bangladesh morally boosted to the liberation forces world
over, There was Soviet support, direct or indirect, to Indla
in the way of recognizing Bangladesh because India was not
fighting for terri torial gains. That was the reason why
Moscow had sympathetic view for the liberation struggle,
Indirectly, both India and the Soviet Unlon established
distinctive relations to counterbalance American help to
Pakistan,

The Soviet Union shared the Indian view on the mainte-
nance of peace and the elimination of racialism and colonia-
lism, The Soviet leaders continued Russia's support in the
General Assembly of the United Nations when matters concern-
ing our national security and integrity such as Goa, Kashmir
and more lately Bangladesh the Soviet assessment of the cases
used to coincide largely with our o»wn.31 Letting aside their
difference on national issues, both the CPI and the CPI (M)
on most occasions had no divergent views on intemational
issues. On almost all cases they had convergency while they
viewed the Indo-Soviet problems unidentical and the needed
soluti on necessarily different, appealed to the government

of India not to copy what was done in Russia, 32

31. Gandnhi, Indira, *“India and the World" Foreign Affairs,
Vol,51, No,1, October 1972, p.73.

32. Sardesai, S.G., *"soviet Family of Nations and India®,
Soviet Reviey, vol,9(59), December 19, 1372, pp.38-43.
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The Brezhnev visit in 1373 was a major diplomatic move
to reaffirm and strengthen their friendship., It opened a new
chapter which premonited for strengthening and expanding the
relati mns between the two countries, The visit of L.I.
Brezhnev was warmly welcomed by the Indians, The visit was
a tour of roses and fragnance, In his address to the Indian
Parliament, he brought np the concept of ‘Asian Collective
Security*', to strengthen peace and stability through their
collective efforts, The fifthn years agreement on bilateral
economic and trade cocoperation epitomized the strong Indo-
Soviet hamony. *The Indira Gandhi government, too, had taken
a number of positive steps in the direction of strengthening
economic cooperation with the Soviet Union and other Socialist
countries, »33 The cpr (M) reiterated its stand and appealed
to the government of Indla to extend Indo-Soviet relations

with open eyes without restricting Sino-Indian friendship. 34

The Indira-Brezhnev talk made a gualitative advancement
in the India-USSR relations, It contributed for the broad
development of mutually beneficial cooperation and the streng-

thening of peace and stability in Asia.35 On his visit

33. Report and Regolution of the National Council of the CPI,
New Delhi, March 29 to April 1, 1973 (New Delhi: CpI
Publicatdon, April, 1973), No,12, p.3.

34, Namboodiripad, E.M.S., ®"Friendship - Yes, But with Open
eyes”, The stateg, Vol,5, No,2, November 24, 1973, p.30.

35, Resolution of the National Council of the CpPI, December
2-S, 1373, No.23, pp.5-7.
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scientific ang technological cooperation rose to a higher
level. The much-needed assistance the USSR gave, in the

teeth of all odds, made significant contribution to make

India self-reliant., Without going to the USA with a beggling
bowl, India in virtue of her non-alignment and anti-imperialist
tendency, coould win Soviet support. The Arerican aid was
discouraged because of US attempt to disrupt the relations
bétween the two Socialist countries. The Soviet supply of
scarce materials both for agriculture and industrial sectors
was definitely a move to keep abreast of the growing Indo-

Soviet cooperation.

The massive help the USSR started giving wags an economic
translation of the political lime of Soctalism of the

Soviet Union which aimed to help the developing India, to

¥ India

sustain the democratic systerﬁ with the economic aid.
found Soviet Union cheerful to assist by glving credit for
building a shipyard at Visakhapatnam, No doubt India was
not interested tc give that basic right to the Soviet Union.
But gsome students of foreign policy witnessed in a different
angle to the lively efforts the bourgecisie were giving to

keep up Indo-Soviet friendship in the nick of time,

Indira Gandhi declared emergency in 1375 looking at the

grave situation the country was facing., The declaration of

36, Dange, S,A., "Completes A Cycle of Events®, Iink, Vol.16,
No, 18, December 9, 1973, p.16.
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the emergency elicited sharp criticism in the western indus-
trialist countries. The Soviet Russia understood the issues
involved and gave her unstinted support. Towards the close
of the extended 1ife of the Lok Sabha she paid a visit to
Moscow. There both sides expressed their willing to adhere
to detente and to spread it to other parts of the world, The
CPSU appraised the contribution of the NAM to world peace
and security, Her visit came out as a big success. Among
all agreements the mogt important one was that the USSR came
forward ungrudgingly tc give copious aid of heavy water to
India, It may be recalled that Russia agreed to supply it
against the American decision of not supplying Uranium to

Tarapore Atomic Plant,

The pitch of friendship would have queered by tendencies
propaganda, some motivated persons’ alleging the negative
Soviet assessment, 37 But it was due to the genuine interest
of peaceful cooperation and mutual understandings, all the
treacherous activities of the ifrxperiahéts were thrown as
ashes, The conspirators made their own way to0 go into the
coffin, Both cur people, thus, had common interest in promot-
ing stability and in spite of convergence with disharmony
among tfxen“\selves! it led to build a concrete bond of friend-

ship., To quote Prof. Bhambhri, "Since both India and the

37. Mukherjee, Hiren, The Trusted Treasure (New Delhi:
Allied, 1975), p.S8.
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Soviet Union shared common history of exploitation by the .
imperialists;. 1t was natural for the Soviet Union as a lead-
ing socialist country and Indla as a newly liberated country
to join hands for confrontation against 1mperialism."38 The
importance of Indo-Soviet friendship was emphasized by
Brezhnev, He spoke, "The Soviet people appreciated and

more were in solidarity with India's peace loving foreign
policy of India and the courageous efforts of her progressive
forces to solve her difficult socio-economic problemg., They
wished the people and the government of India complete succe ss

w39 By those plenty of assistance India's

in these efforts,
productive capacity increased a 1lot, The cooperation between
the two countries spread its tentacles to our entire economic
sphere yielding good results, The Indo-Soviet friendship
tremeridousl.y improved because, as Prof, Bhambhri puts, "any
war preparation was detrimental tO our economic development. '
Similarly Soviet Union’s conception that SOCiali sm brings
prosperity and capitalism generates crises, made India and

Soviet Russia partners in their common gldbal efforts, =40

et ot ey

38, Bhambhri, C,P,, op. cit., pp.46-47,

39, Brezhnev, L.I., Speech made on February 24, 1976; See
25th PSU_Congress: Documents and Resolution (New
Delhis Allied Publishers, 1376), pp.12-13.

40. Bhambhri, C.P., op. cit., p.46.
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In spite of the political change in 1977, the foreign
policy cojectives of the Janata Party primarily remained
same, The new government gave priority to the USSR because
1t‘ realized that both Indla and the Soviet Union had many
common purposes. There were many reasons why both the
countries tried to tone up their bilateral relations. Gradually
the interrelation concentrated as both of them were panicked
at the U.S, mliasma in Pakistan, To invigorate their common
security interegts it was imperative to vi'vify their associa-
tion, To flout the military games in the Indian Ocean and to
contravene American presence in Pakistan, the USSR made up

her mind to constitute links with India.

The U,3, media hoped that Desai would incline to the
West. It was dbserved that after Indira Gandhi's defeat
America offered opportunity to develop relations with India.41
Ever since the change of government in New Delhi there had
been all sorts of speculations and inspired reports in big
business press aiming at denigrating Indo-Soviet relations
angd undermining its 1mpor tance for'our country., It had been
hinted that Indo-Soviet friendship was no longer viab‘le.42
In the teeth of pregsure of the certain correlation of forces,
the Indian leaders‘ did not give up Indo-Soviet friendship.

41. Washington Post, March 25, 1977, p.12.

42, New_Age, April 24, 1377, p.S.
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They showed their willingness to expand relation with the
Soviets. Thus, "the Indo-Soviet friendship had been outcome
of a natural process of evolution of close and friendly
relations between the two peoples. w3 Perhaps, the critics
viewed, due to the enunciation of genuine non-alignment by
Desali doubts were verbalized about the viability and envias-
bility of the Indo-Soviet relations. “Even some leftists
believed that the fall of Indira Gandhi was a severe set-

back for Soviet policy. w4

At that time CrOmyko‘s visit to India did not come at
a surprise, Stressing on Indo-Soviet friendship A.B.Vajpayee
reiterated to continue the relations, He said, "The frieng
ship between our two countries hasgs been reflected in the
treaty. of peace, friendship and cooperation of 1371, The
friendship has stood the test of time. 1In the changing
keleidoscope of the international situations over the years,
this friendship has remained a constant factor for peace
and stability in Asia and the world..,. We both realise that
lagting peace will remain elusive or at best transitory,

without peaceful co-existence.*®> The CPI hailed the

43, Ibid.

44, Ali, Tariqg, *The fall of Congress in India", New Left
Review, No,103, May-June, 1977, p.57.

45, Vajpayee, A.8,, New Dimensions of India's Foreign Policy
(New Delhi: Vision Books, 1379), p.159. (Speech on
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Gromyko's visit, During his visit both the government chided
the outbreak of new conflicts threatening the cause of peace
anywheré in the world. They condemned the minordty, racist

regime in Zinbabwe and the republic of South Africa and the

46 The two

i1llegal occupation of Namibia by south Africa,
countries signed three agreements - (1) a Rs, 225 crore long
term credit; (2) For a gs.160 crore supplementing trade plan
for 1977; and (3) soviet technical assistance for the Tashkent-
Srinagar tropo-sector link to improve telecommunications

between the two countries.47

In 1977 Morarji Desai paid a visit to the Soviet Union
to strengthen the hitherto existing relations, 1In his speech,
Desal emphasized that their relations were "not based on
personalities or ideologies but on equality, national interest
and common purposes. «48 In his visit he was givén assurance
to pay special attention to make Indian Ocean a zone of peace,
In their joint declaratiom both of them urgeci for the removal
of all the foreign military bases that existed in the Indian

Ocean and the prevention of the establishment of new areas.‘l9

46, New Age, May 1, 1977, p.1l.

47, Asian Recorder, VOl XXIII (22), 2€ May-3 June, 1977,
p. 13757, ‘

48, Morarji Desai's speech; Soviet Review, Vol ,XIV, Nos.51-
52, November 3, 1977, p.11,

49, Soviet Review, VOl XIV, Nos.,51-52, November 3, 1979,

RS P SR, G G——— —

Pp. 21~ 22,
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The éowmercial and economic relainns that was establi-
shed in a short span of time during the Janata gbvernnent
was an important element in augmenting their bilateral rela-
donship.” O0n March 2, 1978, looking at the good relations
between India and the USSR, A.B. Vajpayee, the then foreign
minister of India expressed his views in a plenary session
of Ingo-Soviet joint commission in the following words - ®"the
government and the people of India acknowledge with thanks
the cooperation extended by the Soviet Union to help Indls
achieve progress towards economic self-reliance and emerge
among the more important industrial nations of the world. n>0
The Jranata Party continued to pursue the same policy, That
was no surprise, the CPI(M) said in one of its resclutions,
as it represented the same class interests, The Janata
government upheld the treaty of 1371 because it was a welcome
development,”! Tt seemed that the CPI (M) did not like the
foreign policy pursued by the Janata governn\er;t. It went on

criticising as the party saw Indo-American alliances which

would upset Indo-Soviet relations.

The Soviets were equally anxious to enlarge the area of

friendship with Indla. They were highly critical of the

50. Vajpayee, A.B., op. cit., p.163, "

51. Political Resolution as adopted at the Tenth Congress
of the CpPI (M), Jullthder;, April 228" 1978,. p.32,
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increasing imperialist cesigns. At his luncheon in honour
of Vajpayee, Gromyko said that, the schemes of the forces
that were hostile to the security of Asia should be re-
buffed, It was necessary to unmask and f rustrate their
aggressive designs.52 The (PI, was eager to strengthen

the relation., It visualised the relation an indispensable
one,for the imperialists far from reconciling itself to
the defeats had mounted a new vicious offensive with certain
adaptations in tactics and methods.53 It added, "both the
countries were concerned at the escalation of military
activities in the Indian Ocean area. They called for liqui-
dation of foreign bases there, condemned the build up of

foreign mili tary presence under any pretext. >4

Notwithstanding to the request made by the non-aligned
countries and the socialist countries like the USSR, there
was no reduction in the stockpiling of arms resulting to the
mass destruction, elimination of the innocent ;;eoples of the
world, At that juncture moment, the leaders of both the
Communist parties could not maintain isolation, They could
easily see the danger of an another nuclear war. Up and doing

they started movements to check the amms race,

52, Pravd_é (Moscbw), September 13, 1978,
53, New _Age (editorial), March 11, 1979,

54, New_ Age, June 17, 1973, p.3.
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The joint efforts of the Soviets and the Indians always
supported the freedom struggle of the oppressed people. Their
effort was, no goubt, the pioneer in bringing about the new
climate in the world. It could be said that the Indo-USSR
cooperation played a podverful role for liberating Afro-

Asian countries. The I highly spoke of the role India
and the Soviet Union played. In its party journal the CrI
hi ghli ghteg, "'I‘he soviet Union as well as India correctly
reiterated in favour of a comprehensive and just settlement
of the West Asian dispute and demanded for the legitimate

5 Dhe CPI M) showed

rights of the Arab people of Palestine,”
gratitude to the USSR for its created process which decisively
changed the world scene in favour of peace, democracy and
socialism, Being a Socialist country the USSR helped a number
of countries against the powers involved in colonial sub-

jugation, 56

Section-1IV

Indira Ganghi was out of helm for a short time, With
her return to power the people of India greeted her victory.
The Soviet media hailed the pecple of India and went on to

say that her victory was elated. Soon after she became prime

55, New_Age (editorial), June 24, 1973,

56, People's Democracy, November 4, 1979, p.1.
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minister the Soviet intervention in Afghmi;tan came to her
as a bolt from the blue, From all quarters there was sgevere
criti cism against Soviet intervention. 1Indla‘'s policy of
non-alignment was put to sevére test, It was Indira’s intre-
pidnéss that saved India. India supported Soviet Union on
the ground that it was justified under Sbviet—Afghan treaty
of 1978. 1Indira Gandhi was suspicious about the disgraceful

behaviour of the USA and recalci trant neighbours Af ghanistan
had.,

Indira Gandhi saw the Afghanistan development in the
light of India‘’s interests as well as she judged it from the

>7 She tried to persuade the

interest of the world peace.
Soviet leaders to withdraw their troops. But Soviet Union
was not satisfied with Indan approach, It wanted India's

unequi vocal support in justifying Soviet interference.

By the end of January 1380, India tOnedwump against the
Soviet interference in. Afghanistan. India’s foreign minister
Narasimha Rao said, *"We are deeply concemed and vitally
interested in the security, independence, sovereignty and
gerri torial integrity of this traditionally ffiendly nejighbour
of ours."58 Wwith this stand of the bourgeoisie the critics

57. Lok.Sabha Debates, Vol.1(13), January 14, 1380, OCols.156-
57, o

58, Narasimha Rao to Parliament, Januacy 23, 1980; Times of
Inda (Delhi), January 24, 1980. '



feared about Soviet threat to India, However, the CPI (M)

did not see any threat to Indla frdn the Soviet Union, It
held the view that the security of India had to came from
the US ‘involvement in Afghanistan because the US was making
Pakistan its base under the pretext of helping Af ghan freedom

fighters, Therefore, it demanded the withdrawal of all troops

f rom Af ghan territory.59

In 1980 Brezhnev arrived New Delhi to discuss with his
Indian counterparts about the then changing proklems - both
bilateral and international, The most important benefit came
out of the visit wag that Brezhnev gave his consent in the
form of heavy industry defence production, Soviet Migs, Sukhoys
mi ssiles. With that visit USSR became the biggest purchaser
of India's products like raw materials and manuf actured goods.
Both of them came to a joint declaration with an eye to
increasing imperialist threat to Asia. Referring to the
declaration, Bhupesh Gupta spoke to Parliamerx';. He tolg,

“if it is implemented and shared by others will help for
preservation of peace, safeguarding detente, for bringing
about a halt to the arms race and ensuring international

security, 50 The govemment of Indla by that tremengdous

59, People's Democracy, February 24, .1980, p.11.

60. Bhupesh Gupta‘'s speech in the Rajya Sabha, Rajya Sabha
Debateg, Vol.XVI, No, 18, December 11, 1980, ©Col.2%3.
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improvement of Indo-Soviet bilateral relations did not tum

a deéf‘jre'ér. to other couhtries. According to the CPI (M),
India made a right judgement by extending their friendly
gesture to other countries also, It was illogical to exclude
friendship with other countries by getting help from the
USSR alone, The government was prepared to expand the area
of friendship, The CPI (M) hailed the decision of the govern-
ment and suggested to make an improvement in Sino-Indlan

60a Looking into the international situations

relationship,
the CPI deserved Indo-Soviet friendship, Its leader M,
Farooqi observed that it was not the monopoly of any one
party or person., Such a friendshipl was in our interest, in
the interest of Soviet Union and in the interest of the anti-

imperialist struggle on a world scale.61

Prime Minister Indira Gandhi’s visit in 1982, a visit
in retum to GrOmyko's visit, to exchange idea‘_s on the inter-
natiOnai developments, came out as an immense success. It
led to more clogser understanding between India and the Soviet
Union., The CPI felicitated the discussion and conclusion of
the two leadei's, their compliance with the principles of

peaceful co.existence, strengthening confidence and mutual

6 0a, Article by M, Basavapumiah People’s Democragy, May 24,
1981, Pe 3.

61, Faroogi, M., "Indo-Soviet Friendship and the Present day
critical international situation®, party Life, Vo1, 18,
No.19, Octcber 7, 1982, p.4.
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understandings between them.62 As a Prime leader of the move-
ment of non-alignment, India had global responsibilities which
must be shared with the soviet Un10n.63 In spite of close
cooperation there was trade imbalances and to work out the
‘modalities of new -measﬁres to balance the trade was an
important task, In the nick of time. Soviet deputy Prime
minister Ivan Arkhipov set off tolIndia to have dialogue
connecta2d to bilateral and international problems, The CpPI
looking into the dialogues they had, remarked that *"Arkhipov
confirmed together with the Indian side, they had full
identity of views, first of all, on matters of peace, detente

b4

ang others,

Towards the close of the 1life of the eighth Lok Sabha
there was a strong and warm friendship betWeen the peoples
of India and the Soviet Union. It was based on common
opposition to colonialism, racialism and deep desire to

enlarge economic and cultural relations for mutual benefit,

Section-V
The pitch of friendship which had wonderfully stood for

a long time would have distorted by the imperialists’ moves.

62, New Age (editorial), October 3, -1982,

63, Mukherjee, Hiren, "Sky is limit®, Iink, Vol,25, No,6,
September 13, 1982, p.12.

64, Mukherjee, Sadhan, “Successful arkhipov Visit", New Age,
May 22, 1983, p.16. _
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The deep-rocoted Indo-Soviet friendship had a profound
character, Since India attainéd her freedom, in spite of

a slight break in 1977, all the governments s=et up strong
Indo-Soviet cooperation despite irregular attacks of the
anti-natiocnal elements. The bond of friendship continueag

to upgrade the well being of our two peoples. The Indo-
Soviet cooperation in all directims plaYed a vital role

in rooting out India‘'s unwilling dependence o the West and
helped to get rid of unprecedented economic crises. The CPI
and the CpI (M) applauded t.he struggle, Indla and the USSR
played, in curbing the aggressive activities of the western
capitalist countries. To frustrate their' combative policiles,
preservation and promotion of India's friendliness with the
Soviet Union was much needed. Though there were many frivo-
lous attacks on the improved climate of mutual coope ration,
Indle managed to fortify her self-reliance economy and defence

capability under soviet assistance,

There is no denying the fact that in spite of multi-
farious developments, serious problems tormented the Indo-
soviet relations, - There had been setbacks in their bilateral
relations because India was not getting mostly needed high
technology from the Soviet market like camputers, which the
wes‘tem‘ imberialids‘ts were ready to provide., However, Indla
and the Soviet Russia being pulled together with their renewed

efforts put forth their strength tc expand the relationship,



CHAPTER V

SINGC-INDIAN RELATIONS



Ever gince their formation, India and China are at
déggers drawn with each other though each of them seek‘ a
jﬁst and durable peace with another, The critdics say that
India’s policy of combining flexibility with stiffness - the
Nehruvian model - to constitugte a third force, was not respon-
ded equally by China. On the other hand, on more than one
occasion India took irreconcilable stands on the border
dispute which caused irritants among the Chinese, So any
peace proposal or initiatives broached were nothing more than
straw in the wind. All the high level talks could not serve
the relations as either of them took negative stand, The
rivalry between both the countries escalated due to the
different foreign policies they followed. It wasg cértainly
stralned and panick to the sub-region that the complex issues
of national ideclogy emerged between the two most powerful
nations of Asia, e.g,, t0 occupy a position in the inter-
national hierarchy of supremacy, they were unwilling to accept
any sort of mediation of a third power. Apparently, we can
say that intemational compulsions had necessi tated for sudden
perversion in Sino-Indian relations. The penumbra of the past
lied on both the countries. Till 1955, their relations were
marked by close and friendly when they had great faith on Panch
Sheel doctrines, then by bitter hostility between the two,
- egpecially af ter 1958, The political clash between the two

in 1959 over the Tibetaf development and the border dispute
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of 1% 2 became irreparable and obstinate in latter period.

Several cataclysms by-products came out of Sino-Indian

conflicts,

Section-I

with the change in the national and international

environment the Shastri efa beheld illustrious deve lopment
mainly in relation to China. After the border conflict of
1% 2 both the countries appeared to be toc isolate each other
The cultural and economic ex_chénge was maintained at a low
ebb. Even the ambassadors were withdrawn, For quite some-
time the world could not mark any improvement in their bila-
teral relations, The possibili ty of reduction of tensions
was at minimum possible level, On the other hand, codemnin:
each other in the international forums made them easy for

open hostility.

The CPI con-sidered the attitude of the Chinese towards
India was contrary to objective facts and Marxist-Leninist
evaluation, 1 It believed that the Chinese leadership was
footing on the path of chauvinism and found its policies
unacceptable for the communists of thé world as it was aris-

ing from the most fanatical great power desire for world

ie Regsolution and decision of the NatHonal Oouncil ¢ of
the Cpl, New Delhi, June 7-17, 1964, p.1i2.
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clominat‘.ion.2 But the CPI, it seemed, sidelined the fact that
the Chinese leadership at the same time strongly denounced
the imperialist policies being pursued by the western indus-
trislised countries and Chinese condemnation of dominating
any third world country by a strong nation must be taken inte

consideration,

Many a times the Peoples’ Republic of China (PRC) showed
its eagemess that 1t was interested enough for redressal of
grievances; Rather, to place itself in a dominant position
India was pretending to be guardian of Asian countries. On
the contrary, no body can deny the Chinese activi ties in the
Indian border and the armed intrusion into our country. On
this issue the govefnnnent of India showed its concern, It
urged the Chinese government to focsake the path of peace ang
reason in its relations with India., Shastri appealed China
to respond to the call of India for preventing a major world
crisis, 3 The desire for exploring the possibilities of further
improved climate of mutual respect and dignity and the willing
to put an end to the strife, borke into pieces. They were in
an age of virtual demolition of distance and natural barriers.,

Both of them marked emotional hostile experience.

2 Regolution of the Central Executive Committee of the
CPI, New Delhi, September 10-15, 1364, p.12.

3. India,‘ Information and Broadcasting (Ministry of -),

Speeches of Lal Bahadur Shastri, ggg. cit., (Statement
in the Parliament on Sept. 22, 1 ), p.243.
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. The PRC lodged a complaint that India was no longer
opposed to imperialism and made it clear that India was
doubly aligned to the USA and the USSR, Ind a's defence
build-up was a threat to the smaller nations of Asia.4 The
CPI (M) did not maintain acyuiescence at that moment. The
party leaders supported the way Tashkent came, but their
covetous desire was toO make another Tashkent to nomalise
Sino-Indian differences., They expressed doubt that the rest
of the problem would be solved peacefully unless there was

any peace accord between Indla and Chj.na.5

Because India took Tashkent agreement' an idol to settle
the disputes with Pakistan, in its party weekly, the CPI (M)
suggested for the same principle of give-and-take method to
China as well, to show eagerness for mutual adjustment in the
Aksai' Chin area, while emphasising on Mac Mahta'aakilége as our
frontier, It accused the government of notlthe same path.
S.A. Dange, the CPI leader repeatedly asked the government of
India to take Sino-Indian conflicts in the Tashkent spirit so

that the tension would be eased. He sought the assistance of

the friendly powers for resolving Sino-Indian border dispute

4. Annual Report, 1%4-65, Ministry of External Affairs
(Govt. of India, New Delhi, 1966), p.28.

S. People's Democracy, January 2, ‘1966, pP.12.

6. Pedple‘’s Democracy, February 13, 1966, p.2.
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for nation's benefit.7

To meet the challenges of foreign aggression India had
to spend its natural resources and capital in an unproductive
way which might have been used for developmental purposes.
Aggravation of Sino-Indian conflicts and diversion from
economic development was not conduwive to bour national interest,
The strife between them was a potent danger to the world peace

and Afro-aAsian soligarity,

Section-II

With the coming of Indira Gandhi the communists of India
were interested for an immediate dlalogue without continuing
with bitter animosities. They suggested for concrete steps
in achieving the objectives. However, the Indian bourgeoisie
were not interested to extend the hand of friendship beyond
Panchsheel, At all risks the bourgeocisie compelled India to
hold on earlier stand and not to make any move towards easing
of tensims, The Indian government’s attitude, anyway, co-

incided with the communists® suggestion.

The critics said that during 1%6-69, the PRC was actively
interfered in the internal affairs of India, was engaged in

full-scale campaign against India. The Indian government, too,

7. New age, February 27, 1%6, p.7.
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condemned the Chinese attempts in disturbing national inte-
~grity of India. It characterized the act as a bid to create
tension in the north-eastern border. The bourgeois class
complained that China was engaged in exhorting Indian troops
against the Indian government. ©On no account, the complaint
against the Chinese government could prove that it was engaged
in creating tension in India. Rather, the manifestation of
Indian military presence in north-east region darkened the
Sino-Indian relations. The Chinese accused India for its
interference and stiring up trouble in the border }:'egim of

China.

The Indian government was sO much apprehensive about
China that Indira Ganghi at a reception in New York on
April 1, 1966 stated that to counter the Chinese influence
the Asians and the developing world should build u'p.popular
and forward looking governments to fulfill the aspiration
of the peOple.8 In spite of wide-ranging discussions for
restoring friendship Indira Gandhi‘'s China policy laid in
shambles. The CPI (M) leader B.T, Ranadive, asked the govern-
ment to take initiative to settle the border dispute., The
CPI (M) asked the "government of India to stop talking in two
voices and to take the urgently needed essentiai steps to

find a basis far opening talks with hina and through these

B. "The Years of Challenge®, Selected Speecheg of Indira
Q.?B.d_hl' op. _C....i.‘.t.:-o p.400.




talks a just settlement to the disputes could be sought, w3

However, with the support of the PRC, the western imperialist
countrieé found an opportunity to pressurise India on the
Kashmir issue, By that the USA and China sought to stampede
India into agreeing to their mediation with Pakistan, 10 14
spite of all the differences, the CPI asked the government

to build strong ties with the Chinese. N.K. Krishnan explaineg
that in the CPI's view the Chinese threat would remain if

china continued her polic:le*s.11

Thus the continued hostility spared no effort to male-
volent Sino-Indian relations, Indira Gandhi promised not to
harbour any evil intention towards the Chinese people as the

interest of South-east Asis was involved there.12

Towards the end of 1%7, the people of the world witnessed
the feasibility of continuing the deadlock between Indla and
China, The CPI (M) began to realize that in the interest of
India the dgld stand on Indla~China border dispute must be
glven up, The party hinted at pliability of approach, Consi-

dering the political and admninistrative realities it was utmost

9, people'’s Democracy, August 21, 1%6, p.12.

10. New _Age, February 23, 1967, p.4.

11. The National Council of the CpI aBOpted a four-point
Political Regolution in Calcutta on April 28, 19%7;
The Statesman (Delhi), April 30, 1967,

12. Speech of Indira Gandhi in the Lok Sabha on Dec. 22, 1%7,
“The Years of Challenge) op. cit., pp.4C0-1.



important to solve the frontier problems in the interests

of the people of both the countries. The CPI (M) which was
against those anti-China chauvinists attempts openly welcomed
all steps in normalising Sino-Indian relations. The CPI (M)
kept up‘ its struggle tc renovafe India's image and prestige

which suffered an ominous decline for a long time.

The Indian government got plenty of evidence about the
Chinese incandng to north-eastern region and giving mili tary
training to the unarmmed people. At times China's involvement
in Nagaland boosted the hostile forces to create disorder and
dissension, To clear up the mystery it would be proper to
bring to light that the Sino-Indian relations exacerbated
because "Chinese attempt for mediation produced no result

and the crisis simply petered out®, 13

Acco;ding to the I,
the government's policy pursued mainly by the consideration
of Sino-Indian problems was detrimental to anti-colonialism
and anti-imperialism, That really weakened india‘s position

14 The blatant inter-

and provided propaganda weapon to China,
ference by China in our internal affairs was intended to fan

Indo-rakistan tensions. The Maoxist policy was a serious

13. Calvocoressi, P., Cp. cit., p.=288.

14. Eighth Party Congress of the CPI, Fatna, February 7-15,

— e e s e g

1968, p.36.
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ocbstacle to the nomalisation of relations among the states
in our region.:ls The weaknegs of the Indian government and
its instability to get the trikal peoples integrated into tte
mainstream of Indian life, led to the Chinese involvement in
Nagaland, Though India‘s policy sticked to non-alignment

it could not adhere: to its policy regarding Tibet as a part

of China,

The Indian bourgeoisie protested off and on against
the use of force but for a long time there was no reply from
- Indian side to the Chinese demand that Tibet was an integral
part of China. Only after 1954, the bourgeois ruling party
recognized Chinese sovereignty over Tibet, And once they '
realized it, it was totally vague and an absolutely uncompro-
mising attitude on the part of India to raise the isgue in
all international meetings that China had no soft policy
towards Tibet. That was the reason why the odds and ends

of the proposal for peace was on the wane,

The illegal interference in its border states problem
was regarded dangerous to Indian security, The government
protested against China's infringement in Jammu and Kashmir,
B.R, Bhagét, the government's spokesman “"con'demned China

for disregarding the principle of peaceful co-existence and

15, Political Regolution of the CPI (M), Tenth Party Congress,
Jullunder, April 2-April 8, 1378, p.62,
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:interfering in India‘'s internal and external affairs, w16
Speaking in the Lok Sabha Dinesh Singh told, "Our policy
is based on friendship and cooperation. We do not wish to
interfere in the internal affairs of others,... We have a
long frontier with China, We would like to reduce tension
along this frontier., But it cannot be at the cost of our

national honour, prestige and integrity. n17

It is clear that, Indla protested against the threats
to peace and tranquility of the region., Chinese help
in the construction of a road from Mor. Khum in the northem
Kashmir t0 Khunjerab Pass was a clear territorisl violaticn,
a brazen intimidation, China's subversion activities, role
in South Asia sowed suspicion and hatredness among the citizens
of South Asia. On the other hand, there was not even slight
change in the attitude of India towards China, too, The
Indians were not prepared to discuss thev border problem in
a democratic manner and whenever they gave their consent for
a discussion, it failed tc produce any resgult due to their
hogtile attitude. Above all, the Chinese government was
ready for closing the gap by extending ifs regponsibilities

further,

16, Report from Ministry of External ‘Affalrs, Government
of India Publication, 12 April, 1% 3, vide Sucrjit Man-
singh, op. cit., p.203. '

17. Speech of Dinesh Singh on April 8,1%9, Foreign Affairs
Record, Vol ,XV(4), April, 1%9, p.72,
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For_normalising Sino-Indian disputes the CPI and the
crI (M) had sepa ratevapproéches. The CPI was awal ted to check
China-edge while the CPI (M) was interested for an immediate
exchange of ambassadors. The Indian government shared her
ideas with the CPI and pmpagahed against Chinese actions,
The I (M), in its party journal, said, ®"if India‘’'s foreign
policy overcomes its anti-China Phobia, takes steps to develop
friendly relations with China, it will be a fitting reply to
all those who seek to exploit the bourgeois-landlord govern-
ment’s hostility towards China for their ovn selfish puL‘pOses."1
It suggested for building up trade connection with the PRC
for a large and expanding expar t mérket which would be help-
ful fo our economy by taking off the unbearable bu cden of the

19 Priendly and good-neighbourly

huge mi litary expenditure.
relations in its opinion was a pre-condition for ef fecting any
serious positive turn from the economic and political mess

that the country had landed on. 20

Sometimes, the Indian government showed eagerness for a

better friendship with the people's China, Prime minister

18, Peo%ole's Democracy (editorial), May 26, 1968,

19. pPpeople‘'s Democracy, January 26, 1369, p.4.

20, people's Democracy (editorial), October 25, 1370,
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Indira Gandghi told that "the last two decades has failed to
fulfill vthve initial hope of the people, India and China
would learn from and assist each other and cooperate on the

21 Addressing at a Seminar on

wider international scere, "
August 31, 1970 on India‘s foreign policy, she rei terateg,
"While we must have arms to defend our country f rom any
aggression, these arms, this military strength must be
backed by conviction in our ideals and confidence on our-

22 The CPI (M), on this occasion, appealed for break-

selves, "
ing all the deadlock both India and China had. The party
threw a word of blame to the Indira government who having
been frightened by the westermm bloc was not taking inital

s teps for bettering the rela‘t’.iOns.23

It is also true that Chinese attitude towards Bangladesh
and its support to Pakistan put obstacles on the process of
impIOVert;ent in Sino-Indian relations. In spite of considerable
conver gence Bangladesh cast a cloud over their friendly
relations, “Its support to Pakistan against India, her
provocative criticism against Indla for alleged subservience
to the U;S.A, and latter to Soviet Union, her efforts to

escalate internal subversion was aimed at undemmining India‘s

21. Foreign Affairs, Vol,51, No.1, October 1372, p.72.

22. Selected Speeches of Indira Gandhi, "The Years of endea-
vour®, op. cit., p.587,

23. Election Manifesto of the CPI(M), 1971, p.24.
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stability and at_dbstmcf.ing her rapid and orderly progress, 24
China‘s moves in Bangladesh was to encircle India from all
sides. It was a part of a concerted Nixon-Mao strategy in

Apart from it, the bourgeois political parties went on
adding fuel to flame by condemning China heart and soul,
ignoring what China was doing actually, Even if the great
socialist country d‘tina had no bad intention t0 irrirate India
every noWw and them, it was due to their enemity with Pakistan,
the bourgecigsie shamelessly egged on criticising the Chinese,
China strived for peace not only to prevent the war or to
avoid any just struggle, but it was seeking for the tranguility
which came from understanding one another, The government of
China thought for the benefit of the peoples of Asia and for
that reason she stressed an Sino-Indian friendship. To bring
in compléte noralcy the people's China emphasized on exchang-
ing diplomats. )

The CPI made a valuable statement to the Indian govern-

ment, It said that, in the field of foreign relations India

required to persist on its anti-imperialist orientation and

24, Article of Indira Gandhi published in Foreign Affairs
Quarterly, October, 1372, vide Selected Speeches of
Indira Ganghi (1372- _l Vol. TII, op. cit., p.533.

.25. Report and Resolution of the National Council of the
CP1, New Delhi, March 29 to April 1, 1973, =~ . _
No.12, p.4.
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to consolidate it, &ove a;l, through working for a system
of Asian collective security. That's why China must be
welcomed to become a pért of this system, The CPI considered
it a best way to work for an improvement in China-India
r:elations.26 However, no bold initiative was taken by the
Indian government to lighten the burden of worse rel ations
with the PRC, except irregular pious declarations. E.M.S.
Namboodiripad advised the Indian bourgeois leaders *“for an
Asian Collective Security Treaty to open a dialogue with the
People's China®, 27 with a glance at the international

si tuation the CPI (M) went on saying that the restoration

of normal relations with China was more urgent in view of

the dangerous US moves in the Indian sw-continent. 28

Section-1I11

The victory of the Janata party in 1977 undoub tedly
expedited the mechanism of normali sing India-China relations,
Within a short span of time the Janata party visualized a
number of visits of the Chinese leaders indicating China's

degsire to live in a peaceful atmogsphere, The trade mission,

26, Sen, Mohit, "India-China relations: Immediate Prospects®,
" Mainstream, Vol,211(11), November 11, 1972, p.41.

27. People's Democracy, May 13, 1973, p.9%

28, people's Democracy, March 3, 1975, p.2.
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the friendship delegation by China headed by Wang Ping-nan
'px;oved that unless both the Asians resorted to peéce, the
imperialist intrusion would continue, NoO doubt, China's
anti-Soviet of fensive in Balkans and Sino-American inter-
actions hindered the progress of India- China good neighbour-
liness. However, one must take into account the politico-
economi ¢ co-operation to build political bridges with India

signified China’s desire for accommodating its neighbours,

, The Janata government was not satisfied with those minor
developments. Prime Minister Morarji Desal urged his Chinese
counterpart to take initiative for further development of
their relationship, He said, *important bilateral rela;:iéns
would continue on the basis of five principles. As India
had taken initiative first for normalising relations and then
by sending officisls for establishing trade relation with
China, time had come for China to rejuvenate the Sino-Indian

W29

bilateral relations. In the words of the then foreign

affairs minister, A,B, Vajpayee, "the belief and philosophy
of neighbouring countries should not come in the way of

30

bilateral relations with them, * The Indian leaders had

the belief that even if the friendly visit of Wang-Ping-nan,

29, Indian and Foreign Review, VoOl, 14.(2’1), August 15, 1977,
p.&.

30, Indian_and Foreign Review, Vol, 14 (23), September 15,
T§77‘ .7. . ° ' R
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a mid-point on developing Sino-Indian relations, there was
least possibility of full nommalization if the outstanding
border question left unresolved. For this, Desai's pronounce-
ment of not allowing Soviet Union's interference or of any
thi rd party, showed that the government was taking seriously

t0 bridge the gap between India and China. 31

According tc the CPI, the bridges of friendship were
not broken simply by the border war of 1%2, but due to
apathetic attitude of the Chinese towards India. > It told
that thére was no basis for normalising India‘'s relation
with China at the cost of our nationally accepted foreign
policy. 33 While the CPI spoke about China government's
unwillingness to soften the tension of India-China conflict
demanding "a change in China's hostile attitude on issues
such as Kashmir, Mizoram and Nagaland and conveyed its willing-
ness to settle the border dispute on a just and mutually

34 the CPI(M) condemned the Janata govern-

acceptable basis®*,
ment for its woolng China despite the latter's open support

to Pakistan on the Kashmir issue., It castigated the

31. EPW, Vol.XIII (11), March 18, 1978, p.502.
32.. New Age, March 19, 1978,p.2.
33, New_Age, Cctober 29, 1978, p.2.

34, Report and Regolution adopted by the National Council
of the I, New Delhi, October 29 to November 2, 1978,

No. 17‘ po 110
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government which was trying to make up with China at the

bidding of the U,S, imperialists, 3

Facing severe criticism from the opposition bench that
the government was' not making sinister effort to hold on
Indo-Soviet friendship, foreign minister A,B, Vajpayee made
it clear that India wanted to accelerate her tieg with China
in a bilateral context and such improvement could not be at

the cost of established friendship, %6

The CPI (M) demanded for strong Indo-Soviet friendship
3s well as closer ties with China, 37 Tre party earnestly \
wished to improve relations with the PRC and also welcoméa‘
the steps taken by the government, but so far as Vietnam was

38

concerned, it demanded immediate Chinese vacation, The

CPI had the feeling that normalisation ‘of relstions between
the two countries did not mean that one could not take an
independent stand on its own feet, rather it would facilitate
to take indeéendent judgement tO questions that arose in the

intemational affairs. 39

35. People's Democracy, August 27, 1978, p.2.

3. A,B. Vgpayee's Statement in the Lok Sabha on February 21,
1979, ted in R.K, Jain (ed.), China-South Asian Rela-

tions, 1347-1980, Vol.II, pp.511-12,

'37. Election Manifesto of the CPI (M), Octcber 1979, p.26.

38, Lok Sabha Debatesg (Seventh Session), Sixth Series, Feb. 21,
1373, Vol,.xXXII(3), Col.320.

39, Gupta, Bhupesh, Lok Sabha Debatesg, (Seventh Session), Sixth
Series, March 16, 1979, Vol,CIX (15), Cols.227-32.
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Section-IV

Af ter her coming to power, Indira Gandhi continued to
keep up political diaslogue with China. But'the problem of
adjustments and lsck in harmonising their interests, repeated
optimistic forecast by the western capitalist countries,
caused for volatile and abrasive Sino-Indian relations, By
a series of lengthy and patient attempts, though tiring, both
India and China could have come round, The persistent desire
for dlalogues could not blow of the fire due to their diffe-
rent approaches 'towards border question, It was all along of
~ -half-hearted response and unwillingness in taking initiatives
to begin the process of friendship and towards a less tense
relationship caused to aggravate their relétions beyond
measur2, Moreover, the Indian bourgeoisie suspected domina-
ting tendencies in South-east Asia and did not take vigorous
efforts to restore Chinese confidence. Thus, mild irritations
continued and disruptive forces raised thelr u;;ly faces in

bringing down the pride of Sino-Indian friendship.,

As Indla's random attempt to break US~-China encirclement,
could not satisfy the CPI, its leaders Bhupesh Gupta made a
suggestion on our foreign policy, He said, "The central aim
of our foreign policy must be the rebuffs and defeats to the
dark designs of Sino-US axis, in the confidence that the great
Chinege people will no doubt one day settle thelr accounts

with their present rulers, w40 yhen the Vice-pPremier Deng

40, New Age, July 6, 1980, p. 14.
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Zia Pehg came out with the proposal of a package deal to
solve the boundary questions, reciprocating China's desire
for improvement of Sino-Indian ':velatious, P.V. Narasimha
Rao, in the Lok Sabha, expressed India’'s hope to settle the
border question on the basis of vequality and welcomed any
proposal fgr settlement of the eastern sector without any

aif £1 cul ty, 41

India since its independence was committed to respect
Pakistan's natiomal unity and terrd torial integrity, But
Pakistan, o the other hang in collusion with China posed
serious threat to India's unity and integrity., India was

enci rcled by Sino-Pakistan dangerous moves,

Considering Pakistan's acyuisition of mili tary hardware
from the People's China, Indira Gandhi raised India‘s voice
against that war clouds gathering all over the world. It was
a time, she said, when India's security got sh?cked by

42 The critics used to say that China got

Pakistani moves,
aligned with Pakistan. But it was a cock and bull stocy of
‘the chicken-hearted bourgecisie, .China had not taken any
action in support of Pakistan with a view to woo India, rather
1t was the bourgeois political leaders whose aversement to a

settlement encour aged them to blame the People’s Republic of

China.

41. Rao, P.V. Narasimha, Cited in R,K. Jain (ed.), op. cit.,
pp.54%-50., -

42. Speech of Indira Gandhi at Patna on June 26, 1981, Timeg
of India (Delhi), June 27, 1981.



109

The CPI came out to hold in the Sino-Pakistan-USA axis.
Mohit Sen, the CPI leader, proposed for the defeat of the
axis for the nation's interest. In his opinion, mass mdbili-
sation and vigllance along with the broadest unity of all
patriotic and anti-imperialist forces, was prime requisite.43
The CPI viotriolically opposed to any move to normalize the
relations which, in its view, would be a violation of Article 51
of the Indian Constitution. The CPI (M), therefore, askeg the
anti.national elements to desist from whipping up anti-China
histeria at that happy tum of events after full twenty-one
years of frozen relations when Chinese foreiogn minister Huang
Hua visited India, 4 rhe CPI (M) had always called for friendly
relations between India and China and welcomed all steps
towards normalisation.';s But the CPI was not agreed with
the left comnunists on China issue because China, collaborating
with the US and its aggressive, hegemonistic and great power
chauvinistic policies, put India's sOvereignti; and integrity
in dire peril and brought the danger of war to India‘s door=-

st:eps.qr6 Coming to the criticisms made by the bourgeais

43. Sen, M., "Danger of degenerated China®, ILink, Vol.23(46),
June 281 1981' p. 14. ’

44, Ppeople'’s IPmocracy (editorial), July.S5, 1981, pp.1-2.

45. political Resolution of the eleventh Congress of the
CPI (M), Vijaywada, January 26-31, 1982, p.28.

46, political Resolution of the twelfth Congress of the CPI,
Adhi kari Nagar, Varanasi, March 22.28, 19382, PpP. 3%-43.




110

poli ti cal ﬁarties and groups that restoration of friendly
relations with China would affect Ivndo.soviet friendship,

the CPI (M) vie;ved those opinions totally wrong and unreali s-
tic, The sorting of differences, it said, was in the
interests of world peace, security and national independence. 47
The govemment was also agreed not to sacrifice the friend-
ship of other countries, nor it alloved to sacrifice Sino-

Indian frdendship.?8

It is clear that during the first half of eighties both
India and China had sticked i gidly to their hegemonistic
stand on several issues. It is also true that the Chinese
collaboration with the armed separatist forces in our region
was considered as the prelude to the premeditvated assaul t.
From time immemorial, the Sino-Indian conflicts were getting
worsened on some vexed issues e,g,, border problem and Tibetan
affair, It had a retrogrative impact in the path of bridging
the gap between the two nations, Both of them rescrted to
diplomatic pressure which brought no positive sign, No doubt,
cne can find the genuineness of the desire of the Chinese
for having a settled border with India but the prejudice,

constant consternation and anger of the Indians blocked the

47, People's Democracy, April 11, 1982, p. 2.

48, Speech of P.V, Narasimha Rao, Foreign Affairs Record
(New pelhi), Vol .,XXVIII (6), June 1982, pp.17/6-81,
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road for peaceful negotlation,

Towards the close of 1984 there was a sign both fram
India and China to resolve the disputes. To a great extent,
in that period, the Chinese attitude was convoyed to protect
the mankind from the evil faces of conflicts instead of

fighting against heteroclites of Indian policies,

Section-V

The observation indicates that in spite of the Ingian
accusation of increased Chinese acts of military and political
destabilisation the people's China was creating favourable
climate for ending the dead-lock iﬁ the Sino-Indian relations,
Beyond question, the Sino-Indian antagonism keeps us in a vacil-
lating position that which problem needs just and comprehensive
solution, whefher the border problem or China‘'s alignment with
Pakistan and America or appropriate measures to mend the
bilateral relations? It is true that the border problem had
come in a big way to blow out the cordial environment they
had had. In spite of this, friendly bilateral relations must
come off with flying colours so that the border dispute would
be easily broken up in the long run, The Communist parties
held the view that the policy to resolve the divergencies
needed ani'mafion ‘to get‘ a comprehensive political solution,
According to then, the utmost impor tance before the governments
was their dissonant Popinions in all confefences. It is clear

that neither of them was ready to renew the pledge of proposed
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and agreed agreements. On substantive matters Chins went on
ac'cu'six;ag }I_ndia that it was not responding to Chinese call |
and on the other hand, Indla t0o went on blaming China for
her arrogance and assistance to Pakistan. Thus the urgent
need was, the CPI (M) emphasized, to de-escalate the tensed
relations and to seek solution for age-cld disputes. Both
the Communist parties condemned perpetuated, systematic and
barbarous crd ticism of the Indian bourgecisie which continued
. to go at sixes and sevens and the leaders blew their own
tl,mmpets without awaring of any improvement in their bilateral
relations. That was the reason why, they said, their cordia-

lity saw the faces of divergences.,



CHAPTER VI

INDI A-PAKISTAN RELATIONS



Af ter the withdrawal of British hegerhony f rom the Indian
subcmtinént Pakistan becax;me a separate entity, Though India
- excoriated the partition based on religion, Zinnah's perennial
desire for a separate statehood for the Muslims set aside
India®s willingness to pull together. As a result of their
decades o0ld bigotry and antagonism created by the British
imperialism, both India and Pakistan had been fécing frequent
frictions, The fear and jealousy between the two countries
aggravated after the demarcation of India. In the conduct
of their foreign policy feeling of distrust exasperated their
disputes and pushed them into antagonism, Having been spurred
by the western impérialist bldc they had spent huge sum of
money on arms acquisition and military preparedness which

could have been utilised for economic devel opment,

pPeriodic threats of war, tensions almost all the time
since 1947 and importantly political warf are, {zituperatim,
f rustration and fear between the two neighbour; India and
Pakistan brought disappointment to the peoples of the world.
It is marked as "Asia's ugliest unsolved prdblems, nl
Section-I |
Change in national and international sphere during the

Shastri period caused an adjustment to foreign policy

1. Brecher, Michael, in.Selig S. Harison (ed.), India_and
the United States, (New Delhi: The Macmillan Co.,, 1%1),

Pe. 30
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corresponding to the realities of internaticnal politics. As
long as Iﬁdia‘s promiscul ty was unhindered, slicght change in
ncn-al:i.gnment g " ~: Was not considered inimical to India,
rather it was 'r:egarded as a fight against evils of the world.
Then non-alignment was taken as nm-involvaneﬁt. With the
deflection of time the factionalism and groupism among the
bourgeoi sie became so rampant that a change in the approach
towards foreign policy was justified, because for the sake of
unity and integrity of the country and side by side of the
government, -rare changes Wwere not detrimental toc national

interest,

Pakistan being instigated by westerm capitalist count-
riesg starf:ed a massive destructive war which surprised the
democratic elements of the world. In gpite of India‘'s

sinister gesire to avoicd war, tbe canfrontation perpetuated.

The Indiéns wanted to live in friendship with the
peoples of Pakistan and were interested to settle the
di sputes over Kashmir by peaceful and democratic means
which would enable the people of Kashmir to decide their
own destiny wi'thout interference from the imperialist powers, 2
The CPI had always been demanding against foreign intefven-

tion. The party suggested for peaceful solution of conflicts

2. Masani, M.R,, The cpI, A short history (London: Derek
Verschoyle, 1954), p.147.
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between India and Pakistan., - According to it the increased
alliance on imperialist ald had enabled the Anglo-American
imperi alists to increasingly interfere in Indo-Pakistan

disputes, 3

Pakistan was getting massive military help from the
U.S.A., Highlighting the international situation which was
heading towards cold nuclear war, the CPI, opposed to all
types of military pacts. In its view the development of
monstrous means of mass destruction would cause annihilation
of the entice world, destruction of world industry and

cul ture, 2

Pakistan had an envious eye on Kashmir., Her desire to
exercise supremacy in Kashmir wag repeatedly tﬁreatened by
her bigger and powerful neighbour India? They raised anti-
India slogans among the sections of the peoples and encouraged
communal elements tO create a sensé of hatred against Indla
sO0 that they would occupy Kashmir, Lal Bahadur Shastri met
the riots with strong repressive measures, Ultimately, the
war broke ocut in 13%5, Due to the war several thousands

innocent human lives percished. Evérytime each government

3. Sée _lé_raf’c Programme of the CPI, (as adopted by the
Seventh ocongress of the CPI, Calcutta, Oct., 31-Nov. 7,

1%4) P. 23,

4, Programme of the CPI, as adopted b—y the Seventh Congress
of the CpI, Bombay, Decemberi3-23, 1%4, pp.9%10,

S Ibig,
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lodged complaint against another which created suspicion
among the people, However the conflict ended after the

unilateral declaration of cease-fire by India.

Soon after the defeat of Pakistan the game of the impe-
rialists was thwarted, when the Soviet Union and other socia-
list countries rei terated their support to India.6 Pakistan's
armed action was an act of naked aggression. It mounted an
armed attack on territory over which Pakistan had never exer-

7 The CPI praised India’s policy of forbea-

cised posséssim.
rance towards Pakistan, The party accused the Pakistani
government for the infiltration of refugees to India and

ran do4n Pakistan'‘’s employment of political weapons against
India aligning itself with the western capitalist countries.-8
Prime Minister shastri and president Ayub Khan af ter prolonged
discussion concluded not to use force in settling their dis-
putes. Speaking on the validity of Tashkent agreement Prime
Minister Shastri remarked, "The Tashkent declaration would
help to reduce tensions between India and Pakistan. If there

had been no agreement, tension would have become more acute

and it could have led to greater conflagration, The whole

6. Sardesal, S. G.', _I_)_efenceL_rEmocrach Secularism and
Kashmir (Delhi: CPI Publication, 13%5), pp.35-37.

7. Selectegd speeches of Lal Bahadur Shastri, op. cit.,
pp. 282-83, ' _

8. Mukherjee, Hiren, Lok Sabha Debates, (Eleventh Session),
Thi rd Series, Vol ,XLII {47), April 28, 1%5, C0l,11604.
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world, I hope, will acclaim this declaration as an example

of ta'-ékl'in'g problems. w2 In the opinion of the CPI, the
Tashkent.declaration created new climate for peace for India
and Pakistan. It could be a contribution towards the lessen-
ing the tension between the two countries and a beginning
towards a settlement of existed problems, 10 rhe CPI (M)

highly spoke of Tashkent Agreement. It glorified the attempts
the heads of states had taken in bringing nommalcy. Therefore,
it suggested the government of India *to consult the government
of Kashmir on the one hand and the people of Kashmir, on the
other, to find out solution to Kashmir problem, «11 By the
victofy over Pakistan the Indians could preserve the anti-
1‘mperialist struggle intact. It brought moral prestige and

immeasurable material benefit to India. 12

The intrusion of big powers in the form of mili tary
assistance was because Pakistan solicited foreign presence
to counter her bigger neighbour India, whereasv India‘’s main
struggle was to prevent foreign dominance. Theréfore, the

CPI, criticised, "“Pakistan's aggressive designs against Ind a,

9. Speeches of Lal Bahadur Shastri, op. cit., p.360.

10. _lj_e_v_v_;_@_gg, January 2, 196, p.l.
11. People‘’s Democracy (editorial), J_arxuai'y 23, 196,

12. Sen, M., Aspects of the CPI Programme (New Delhi: CPI
Publication, 1%6), pp.26-27.
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where the US took the role of inéiting Pakistan to wage war,
The party's intention was to divert world attention from the
naked US intervention and appealed the Indian government for

strong action against it. w13

There was upsucrgence of anti-imperialism after the Tasghkent
agreement and it made the imperialists exposed, The westem-
backed conspiracy failed miserably. Facing a crucial defeat
Pakistan cansidered to place herself under cover of Tashkent
Declaration., Soon after the Tashkent Summit evil attitude of
the big business class, shameless intervention of the warmon-
geré under lock and key and primarily apathetic attitude of
Pakistén, invilted 0ld centuries dissensions., The imperialist
followers of pakistan stuck to the pious declaration of Tashkent
till the repatriation of prisoners of war was continued. After
that Indians' ‘gesture of étrong faith in peace was colé-
shouldered’. The Tashkent agreement could not satisfy the
bourgeoisie of both India and Pakistan. However, the glorious
Tashkent declaration provided guidelines to create congenial
atmosphere and to avoid dangerous portent for peace and secu-

rity,

Section-II

In gspite of the desire of both India and Pakistan to

look out for peace after the war of 1%5, they could not

13. New_Age, February 27, 1966, p.S.
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solve all Outstanding problems to the backbcne. 1In spite
of their efforts to nozmalise and to improve the bilateral
relations, the disputes continued as both of them ran down
each other and did not show eagemess and zeal to the point.,
The Pakistan President Ayub Khan felt.that wi thout a settle-
ment of Késhmir problem, 'relation between themselves would
not mark any improvement. On the contrary, the Indian bour-
geoisie thought that the propagands made by Pakistan caused
resentment in Indla and marred the relati ons between the two
countries, - Speaking in the LOk Sabha, Prime Minister Indira

14 that the discouragement of hostile propaganda

Gandhi told
which worsened the development of friendly relc.tions, would
be a positive factor for the promotion of good neighbourly

rel ati ons,

Towards the neighbours of India, the CPI (M)'s policy
was that of friendship, alliance and cooperation. According
to it the policy of keeping up tensions only wdrsened the
situation because the Pakistani rulers made it public that
all the aid that they would be getting under US-Pakistan
military pacts would be usegd .against India. 15 The party

accused the government for its inability to reach in peaceful

14, §_§lec°ted Speeches of Indira Gancdhi, 'The Years of Chal-
lenge®, ZSpeech in the Lok Sabha on Feburary 15, 1%6),
op. cit., p.406,

15. People's Democracy, Juiy 31, 1966, p.6.
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settlement with Pakistan, in the absence of which the burden

" over the sdffering people of Asia would increase, 16 According

to one of its editorials of its party jouwnal, the CPI (M)
remarked that the Kashmir problem could be sclved by releasing
Sheikh Abdul'lah and then by negotiating and compromising
attitude, there should be a dlscussion with the Kashmiris,
Unless he was released the situation would deteriorate. On
the other hand the settlement of Kashmir could ease Indo-
Pakistan conflict, for the rest would be taking no time to
solve, If the government of India reiterated on her stand
without give and take policy than Pakistan would continue to

intematiomalise the 1ssue.17

Indian policies wefe based on non-violence as the peOpl_e-
believed that violent methods would injure a natiom like
ours confranted with massive problems of poverty and ignorance. 18
Notwithstanding Il:xdian initiatives to live in _peace the
si tuation got worsened. So the CPI asked for renewed
initiatives for carrying forward Tashkent spirit to establish

good neighbourly relations and to resolve outstanding d&i sputes

16. Ibid., June 26, 1966, p.6.

17. People's Democracy (editorial), October 9, 1966,

18, Indira Gandhi's speech on January 10, 1%7, on a broad-
cast over AIR on the first anniversary of Tashkent
Declaration, Selected Speeches of Indira Gancdhi, op. cit.,
pP. 407, -
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b;tween Inj‘dia and Pakistan.19 As there had been bone of
:contention on Kashmir question, the valley becaxﬁe a focal
point of the western industrialist countries who wanted it
to carve out from the Indian sub-continent by anti-India
slogans. It remained as a place of great strategic impor-
tance being surrounded by India and Pakistan, "Had Kashmir
made free, it would have found itself dependent pold tically,
militarily and economically on American support.®?0 In the
‘opinion of the &I, the issues involved must be considered
-calmly and dispassionately for finding a satisfactory solution
quf the problems that Kashmir pOssessed.21 The CPI, in i_ts

Jeighth party Congress, dserved that the military built up

&

™M
( was against the democratic rights and liberti(ggs of the people

-
PO R

By stockpiling arms Pakistan accentuated tension in the
sub-continent and added .India's responsibilities in regard
to the defence and security of India. It made‘ipakistan more

obstinate than she had. Prime Minister Indira Gandhi explé&ining

19, Political Resolution adopted by the National Council of
the CPI, Calcutta, April 23-30, 197, (Post-electiam
situation and our Tasks) p.18 .

20, New Age, January 7, 1%8, p.2.
21. Ibid.

22, political Report of the 8th Congress of the CPI, Patng,
February 7-17, 198, pp.34-5.
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23 that

| her governmént's protest explained in the Lok Sabha
the gift of vast qualities of arms and equipments to Pakistan
had no reasable justification as it would augment Pakistan's
armed strength encouraging her in its intransigent and aggres-

sive attitude towards India,

Despi te her serjious attempts, the government of India
failed to find out a democratic sOiutim to the Kashmir
problem, As a result it thwarted the game of imperialists
to utilise the Kashmir question to fan hostilities between

24 s there was no end in the hostili tv,

India and pPakistan,
-India had to take vigorous defence programme by doubling the
defence expenditure., Pakistan feared that once India attained
military supremacy, it would be difficult to tum Kashmir in
Pakistan's favour, ‘i‘hat tendency prompted Pakistan to seek
military aid from the superpowers. In that period there was
tremendous growth in Pakist.an-USSR. relaﬁms. Kosygin visi ted
Islamabad to bridge the gap between the two South Asians.
Pakistan was assured of massive help from the Soviet Union,
Pakistan's growing relati ons with the USSR endangered the

South Asian countries., 1India looked it as a step to aggravate

the danger between India and Pakistan.

23, Indira Ganghi's speech in the Lok Sabha, July 22, 1%8,
" "The Years of Challenge®, Op. cit., p.408,

24, political Resolution adopted by the Central Committee
of the CPI (M) at its meeting in. Jaipur, August 7.11, 1368,

P. 3.
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The CPI was convinced that such a mutual cooperation
would strengthen the national independence of States of Asia,
In its opinion, if there was any improvement in the bilateral
relations between two countries, it would allow to concentrate
their ef forts on the tasks of economic advance and higher
living standards of the concerned people, 25 But in view of
the CPI (M) Soviet arms supply to Pakistan was a potent danger
to the security of India. The CPI (M) disliked the decision
of the Soviet government to supply arms to pPakistan. The
party observed that with that gevelopment of Pakistan-USSR
armament race would be intensified in the sub-continent, On
the other hand, in one of its resolution, the PI (M) stated
that it had exposed the utter failure of the foreign policy
of the government of India. 26 The discords, strains created
in the process of partition in 1947 and subsequently in the
mutual relations between both the countries became a sempi-
ternal problem, The Tashkent agreement could not secure its
place for a long time and another confrontation came to the
scene in 1371. The peaceful motives failed because both of
them refused to budge an inch from their choosen path - the
rigid and unsacrificed stands, As a result of which, it
vitiated the prospects of an early solution to the perennial

danger betWeen India and Pakistan. Indo-Pakistan relations

25. New Age, June 8, 1363, p.3.

26, Political Resolution of the CPI (M), adopted by the Central

Commi ttee of the CPI(M) at its meeting in Jaipur, August 7-11,

19%8, p.4.
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got tensed when the large influx of refugees migrated to
India in 1971. Indian planes were hijacked by the Pakistanis.
The people felt extremely insecured because of periodic
peppering of villages by long-ranged guns. The conflict

resulted in the loss of life and property of the innocents.

Gradually the situation aggravated, Looking at the
situation Prime Minister Indira Gandhi remarked that India
was not afraid of Pakistan's attack, But she told it dan~
gerous once Pakistan became a part of global strategies, 27
The issue, she emphasized, what was claimed to be an
intemal problem of Pakisf.an also became an intemal proolem
of India. 28 On that disturbed situation, the CPI (M) condem-
ned Pakistan's inhuman attack on the people of East Bengal.
It urged the government of Inaia to provide full assistance

29 There

to the people of Bangladesh, both moral and material,
was serious allegation against Sheikh Mujib's activities. The
Indian government put blame on the shoulder of Mujib. But
Yahya Khan "on his retum from West Pakistan denounced Sheikh's

activities as 'acts of treason'."30 Facing problems due to

27. Noorani, A,G,, India, the Superpowers and the Neighbours:
Egsays in Foreign Policy (New Delhi: South Asian Publi-
smrSp 1 8-5—50 po 1590 ’

28, sSelected speeches of Indira Gandhi, 'The Years of Chal-
lenge®, op. cit., p.527.

29, Lok Sabha Debates, Vol.I, NQ. 17, March .27, 1373, Col.18.

30. Yahya Khan's broadcast to the nation, March 26, 1371,
The Dawn (Karachi), March 27, 1971.
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the Bangladesh war, Indian government found it suitable to
reCOgnizééan_gladesh'. ' "i‘he CPI, on that issue, extended its
support. w31 phe cpI (M) also extended its full support to
all steps needed to repulse Pakistan's ambi tion, 32 With
reference to India‘'s intervention in Bangladesh crisis the
CPI (M) made it clear that India did not make any territorial
claim but only to resist assaults of the monstrous US-built

Paki stan war-machines, 33

It was a time when the government faced criticism from
every nock and comer, There was doubt whether Pakistan
would respect the cease-fire line as it existed on 17 December?
Would 1t vacate the posts which it took af terwardsy *“On that
question Indira Gandhi agreed to bilateralism, She desired
to sort out the differences through bilateral negotiatims. u34
But Bhutto denied India's locus standl in the matter of

relations between Pakistan and Bangladesh, He was not

prepared for talks on that subject on Indian s611.35

31. Mukherjee, Hiren, Lok Sabha Debates, Vol.2, No.2,
May 25, 1971, Col, 230.

32. People's Democracy, [ecember 12, 1971, p.3.

33. People's Democracy, December 19, 1971, p.l.

34, Indira Gandhi's Press Conference in New Delhi, "The
years of endeavour®, op. cit,, p.6€38.

35, Bhutto's broadcast to the nation on June 28, 1972,
The Dawn (Karachi), June 29, 1972, - .
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As the war crises aggravated, 2Z,A. Bhutto showed his
willingness to e;qter into negotiations with India, But the
negotiation was delaye-d be cause Pakistah refused to recognize
Bangladesh, *Had Pakistan accepted the need for ajuring
the use of force for the settlement of the ocutstanding
problems between the two countrieg, it would have been
easy to discover the virtues of peace and stability in the
region, and due contribution to the erection of a structure
of accord and cooperation in this area, ¥ When the war
came to an end, Shimla agreement was concluded. The agree-
ment satisfied Vmost_of the demands of both Indla and Pakistan
leaving Kashmir dispute a disputed one, Both the countries
gave their consent to settle thelr basic issuesg and causes

of conflict by peaceful means,

The Shimla agreement was a victory of the forces of peace
and amity and it brought new opportunities for working, for
friendship and cooperation between India and Pakistan and a
durable peace in the subcontinent, The CPI called upon the
government of India to play a great role in bringing about
peace, friendship and cooperation among the countries of South

37

Asia, The non-recogni tion of Bangladesh by Pakistan needlessly

36. Gupta, Sisir, "India and Pakistan®, Link, Vol, 15, No,1,
August 15, 1972, pp.117-189, ‘

37. Resolution of the National Council of the CPI, New Delhi,
August 24-28, 1972, p.75.
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created complications in implementing Shimla agreement and
in meeting the situation in the subcontinentvas a whol_e.38
The Indo—Pakisfan Summi t offered a grarid opportunity for the
realisation of noble objectives. It was a solution of the
prdolems that had worsened the relations between theﬂ two
countries, India sought it not only because it favoured
peace, rather than a war but because of unian of minds angd
hearts betWween the two neigﬁbours in a shared quest for
peace. The agreement compelled India and Pakistan to put
an end to the conflict and dissension that had marred the
relations and worked for the promotion of a friendliness
and durable peacé in the sucontinent. It was 'a tuming
point in Indo—Pa)d.Stan relations. Among the big powers
India was supported by the Soviet Union whereas Pakistan
got support from China and America. Getting the support

of the great socialist country India moved on for an overall

settlement of conflicts those arising out of the 1971 war,

The 1373.76 phase witnessed a series of trade and
telecommunication agreements between India and Pakistan.
The cause which inspir’éd them for normalising their decades
0ld rivalry, was that due to 1971 war and huge arms build-up
they had spent large sums of money., Both the govermments

realized that instead of spending money in an unproductive

38, Review Report and Resolution of the National Council
of the I, (No.4), New Delhi, December 6-10, 1972,

p. 10.
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way, decided to invest it for tbe uplif tment of the pocrer,
suffered and exploited class, True to a great extent, with
that reaiisation they paved the way for an early resumption

of the gloriocus Indo-Pakistan amity. A trade agreement was
signed which the CPI considered "as a step to further advance
the process of normalisation of mutual relations in all
respects."39 On another occasion, an agreement was signed

in Islamabad on September 14, 1374, for restoring postal and
telecommunication and travel facilities were received with a
sense of great relief by the CPI leaders., The party charaoc-
terized the agreement as a step forward to strengthen detente?o
The decision to resume post and communications links and
travel facllities besi des renewed trade facilities were
indeed welcaned by the CPI (M) as well.41 Pakistan was a
crucial strategic area for the US imperi alists. The USA,
therefore, continued its decades-0ld hegemonistic policies
and went on arming Pakistan. The CPI viewed the position
and the U.S. neocolonialist policies as a serious dbstacle

to detente in our sub--cont.inent.42

39. Pecple's Democracy, January 14, 1973, p.4.
40. New Age, September 22, 1974, p.6,

41. For detalls see people's Democracy, September 22, 1974,
Pe. 1. )

42, Party Regolution of the Tenth Congress of the CPI,
Bhowanisennagar, Vijaywada, January 27-February 2, 1975,
p.55.
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At a time when the western industrialised countries were
dl gging onb theivr toeés in the Indian sub-continent by stock-
piling nuclear arms and intensifying inflow of military
warheads, at that time a joint statement between India
and Pakistan, to resto“re diplcmatic relations as well as
the suggesfion for cultural and scientdific exchange, held
out encouraging promise of building up stable and good neigh-
bourly relations. Highlighting the growing Indo-Pakistan

43

amity, the QPI remarked that it would create favourable

condi tions for the region and to frustrate the imperialist
designs. The (PI (M) alsc welcomed the established relations
which in its Opihion\\wmld reduce the steps for imperialist
rneddling'.'“ The normalisation of Indo-Pakistan aggravated
relations got another impetus with the exchange of letters
between Iné.ira Gandhi and Bhutto, in 1976, It became a fact
that both the countries again sat on the table to resume nego-

tiations.

Section-1I1

The Janata government gave priority to widen the areas

of cooperation in economic, political and social fields with
Pakistan. The Indian bourgeocisie intended to pursue the

policy of friendship and understanding between India and its

neighbours. any intensification of the Indo-Pakistan tensions

43. I_‘IEW ﬂe' May 23' 19761 ~po 3'

44, pebple's Democracy, May 23, 1976, p.1.
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was bound to create suspicion and instabllity of both the

- governments. The world welcomed the constructive dialogues
to reestablish their diplomatic relations and to resolve the
problems. A new era of understanding and friendship emerged
between the two countries., To build the sky-scraper of Indo-
Pakistan friendship, amity and durable peace was the grim

alternative of confrontation and conflict,

But Pakistan's nuclear efforts, the critics highlighteg,
had no peaceful dimensions. Evidences had piled up to expose
~Pakistan's intention to achieve i.ts nuclear aim, with the
assistance of the USA. Speaking on this grim situation, the
CPI leager, Kalyan Roy, told to Rajya Sédoha45 that the entire
U.S. policy on supplying arms to Pakistan was based on e

thing to topple the non-aligned countries, to replace them

by stooges of the American imperialist policies.

In the midst of all dissensions and discords, both India
and Pakistan decided to cooperate with each other on a basis
of equality and mutual benefit and thus to realise the full.
constructive. potential of their talents, In a speech at
Islamabad A,8. Vajpayee stressing on creating convivial
atmosphere said@ that 'both the government strived to build

bridges of neighbourly cooperation to concentrate on the

45, Roy, Kalyan, speech on the Rajya Sabha, Rajya Sabha
Debates, Vol,C, No,5, April 4, 1977, Col.13.
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massive agenda of development and welfare of the peoples, wd6
It was necessary for both India and Pakistan constantly to
seek until it was possible in a bigger ways to enable the
people to know and understand each other better and to act

for common good, 47

Fresh winds of understanding began to blow. Indo-Pakistan
ami ty was a vital requisite before restoring peace and security

in the sub-continent.

In the opinion of the PI, constant improvement of good
neighbourly and friendly relaxions with our neighbours was
the primary task before the govermment of India. It suggested
thaf, this again could have done only on the basis of princi-
ples and thereby opening the door to lasting amity and co-

%8 The cpI leader, Bhupesh Gupta pointed out that

operatio,
Pakistan was creating disturbance in our border, to compel
India to spend more money con military purposes. In this way

Pakistan Wwas distucbing Indo-Pakistan J:‘elatiom;.49

Pakistan's new alliances with the UsSA where nuclear

bomb was being developed caused threat to India's sovereignty.

46, Vajpayee, A.B.,, op. cit., pp.191-92,

47, id, (Dinner speech in honour of Mr. Agha Shahi, April 10,
9 8), pp. 195- %,

48, Documents of Eleventh Congregs of the CPI (Bhatinda:
Bhakna Nagar, March 31- April 7, 1978), p.125.

49. Rajya Sabha Debates, Vol.CVI, No, 23, August 17, 1978,
Cols. 200-5 3,
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The CPI(M) appealed to the government to strengthen non-
"alignment to safegquard country's independence against possible

>0 for to it country's

| and visible America's indirect invasion,
security unity and integrity was more important than anything
else, The military regime in Pakistan was in full trim as an
accomplice in the implementation of the US global strategy in
our region in collusion with the imperialist rulers, The CPI
viéwed the arms buiid up in Pakistan was the greatest factor
in India-Pakistan friendl:i.hess.s1 The Islamabad talk, there-
-fore, had great implications. Both the countries held bila-
t;eral talks to combat the policies of tension-mongerings and
provocations made by the western capitalist countries, But
thev talk *failed miserably and thereby created danger to Indla
by imperialist intervention in Pakistan, w22 Thus, despite
India’s earnest desire to live in peace abjuring violence was
frustrated because of west-sponsored alliances and constant
anti.India propaganda, which consequently heiéhtened angd
sedulously fostered. The Janata period, no doubt, made
efforts to lighten the burden of bitter Indo-Pakistan relationg,

on any occasions and at times Pakistan too showed her eager

50. See Rajya Sabha Debateg, Speech of Kalyan Roy, Vol,CVIII,
No, 23, March 22, 1375, Cols.191-92.

51. New Age (editorial), February 10, 1980.

52. People'’s Democracy, February 17, 1980, pp.1-2.
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and enthusiasm to make cooperation with India, but conse-

quently that perception was squarely misplaced.

Section-1IV

The western capitalist countries encouraged Pakistan to
acjuire nuclear weapons for massive military build-up. As a
result, Pakistan was turning as one of the biggest stockpile
of battleships causing encrmous threats to her neighbour
India., Whenever, India raised her voice against it, it was
consoled by the Americans not to get scared of it, for it was not
aimed against India. The paki s_tah military regime adopted multi-
ccloured tactics to duck the region into danger, FPakistan
started negotiations with the French government to get marriage
aircrafts and turned attention towards western industrialist
countries for F-16 fighter planes, On a debate in the Lok
Sabha the representatives of the CPI raised their volice to
take steps to counter the imperialist threats; while the CPI
leader Indrajit Gupta wanted to kno#w the steps taken by the

53 In this

Indian government to safeguard India's security,
connection the statement of foreign affairs minister, C.V.
Narasim_ha Rao, must be taken into consideration, Rao's

statemeént warranted that "India was commi tted to respect

52. Ppeople's Democracy, February 17, 1980, pp.1-12.

53. Lok Sabha Débates, (2nd Session), Seventh Series,
Vol, 11, No, 12, March 20, 1380, Col, 16,
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Pakistan's national unity, territorial integrity and sove-

4

reign equali ty. w The CPI (M) seemed to have digsatisfied

with the policieg of the bourgeois-landlord government, B,.T,
Ranadi ve "accused the government of not mobilising the popular
forces to fight against imperiélist designs. He asked the
government not €0 turn a blind eye to the conspiracy against
our freedom, w5 However, the government of India had the
view that, "On matters concerning the developing countries,

both pPakistan and india had held almost identical views, 36

To strengthen the bongd of friendéhip the Indian govem-
ment urged her Pakistanl counterparts for a treaty of peace
and friendship. Pakistan was reluctant to have a treaty like
India and Soviet Russia had., Its "proposal was centred on
non-aggressi'onA pact, 7 to which India was reluctant, Wwhereof
the dialogue to have peaceful bilateral relations, failegd |
again, The repeated failure of all the constructive approaches
had sufficient reasons to make Indo-Pakistan re;lations bitter.
The United States had supported Pakistan on almost all issues

starting from the General Assembly of the United Nations to

54, Narasimha Rao,inIslamabad, June 8, 1981, The Hindu (Madras),
June 9, 1981.

.55, People's ‘Democracy, Augusti16, 1981. pP.11.

56, Rao, P.V, Narasimha, "Indgia and Pakistan: A framework
for friendship”, Pakistan Horizom, Vol XXXIV(2), 1981,

p.17.

57. MEA, annual Report, 1381-82, New Delhi, p. 3.
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all international conferences. In thg entire Indo-pPakistan
relations the West played a significant role in moulding
their relationship, positive or negative. Thus, to the CPI (M)
“to hide the whole game Pakistan played, it came with a no-
war pact. The party considered it nothing but a smoke-screen

to cover-up the US-Pakistan designs against India, n38

Pakistan on the one hand consolidated its mili tary
connection with the USA and on the other hand suppressed
the democratic forces at home, With the U.S. arms Pakistan
resorted to misadventures across the border to divert the
attention of the pPakistani people from their own vital prco lems,
The military regime in Pakistan wanted a formal no war agreement
without corresponding close social, economic and poll tical

relations.59

At that moment the government of India campai gned
against amming of Pakistan. The CPI (M) observed the steps

beneficial to India‘*s natimal interc»:st:.60

The impeiialj;sts‘ threat continued to create war-terror
among the large sections of the innocent people. *“Indira

Ganghi told a public gathering that India‘'s safety was

58. Documents of Eleventh Congress of the CpI (M), Vijaywada,
January 26-31, 1982, p.381.

53, Bahadur, ‘VKalim, "Indira-Zia mini Summit: NO breakthrough®,
Link, Vol, 25, No, 13, November 7, 1982, p.S3.

60. Ranadive, B,T,, Speech introducing draft political
Resolution, adopted by the Central Committee of the CPI (M),
Part I: International situation, 1982, p.17.
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jeopardized by Pakistan's acquisitions of lethal weapons
beyond its legitimate defence requirements,®! Thus, the
CpPI, wWarned about the "developments in Pakistan and intensi-
fication of conspiracies of the US imperialists and their
allies against India. It asked the people constantly to

keep their vigilance. o2

As a result of chain of incidents
India and Pakistan were not in a happy attachment. Pakistan‘s
cooperation with the Akalis and its support to the cause of

a geparate Sikh state deteriorated their relations further,
India accused Pakistan of alding and abetting sikhs in Punjab.
But Pakistan was in no mood to accept the charges, Pakistan's
calculations were that by aggravating the Punjab situation,
its interests would be best served, The anti-#indu propaganda
became so virulent that the wor;d media started speaking of
another Indo-Pakistan war, The U,S, imperialists aligning
itself with Pakistan created ugly scenes in India under the
slogan of Khalistan, to intensify Sikh-Hindu conflict.v The
CPI called upon the government to frustrate the plans of those
anti-national elements backed by the western capitalist
countries and Pakistan, whe reypon its leader Bhogendra Jha

speaking in the Lok Sabha told that the "imperialists

61. Speech of Indira Gandhijn Patna, vide Surjit Mansingh,
op.git., p.2¥%.

62, Report and Resolutions adopted by the National Council
of the CPI, New Delhi, September 17-20, 1383, p.50.
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instigation for Khalistan, without Indla's passport and
stubborn resistance was a violation of all in¢ermational

63 The Government of India,

norms and International Law,"
t00, attacked at Pakistan'®s policies, Indira Gandhi remarked
that the %aéic policies of Pakistan was not in favour of
stable and strong subcontinent, b4 In view of the CPI (M),
that act of pPakistan "multiplied many times the danger to
India's independence and unity. The security to the life

of both the peoples receded considerably."65

Thus, by 1984 Indo-Pakistan relations got frozen at a
low level, Initiation of several peace proposals by -the
leaders of both the countries, more or less, the long
standing rivalry could not march towards normalisation,
Besides political and diplomatic relations, the cultural
exchange and cooperation over agriculture, health and commu-
nication, too, were maintained at a low ebb, Many pr;opOSals
for liberalising travel facilities were of nom avail., 1In the
absence of exchange of newspapers and periodicals, people-to-
people contact remained on paper. In this way the deadlock

continued and the prospects of normalcy darkenéed.

63, Lok Sabha Debates, (Fourteenth Session), 7th Series,
Vol ,XLIV, No.3, February 27, 1984, C(Cols.456-58,

64, Indira Gandhi, Interview, New'Délhi, for details
see Surjit Mansingh, op. cit., p.235.

65, People's Democracy, October 14, 1984, p.1l.
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Sectim_—_!

Illu;,ions are strOnger. than the reality, So mere
pronouncements for peaceful negotiations do not by themsel ves
ensure peace, Thus, to maintain good relations with the
neighbours abandonment of disruptive dimensions, the enmities,

jealousies and accentuated divergencies needs urgent attention.

The dissensions between India and Pakistan was egually
deletorious to Pakistan's national development and created
insurmountable problems to Indiaﬁ as well, The continuation
of stalemate and consequent tensions cost a lot to both the
countries, The mould of an a'd\}ers'ary relation persisted due
t0 enarmous expenditure on armms build-up_, Except for short
spells of cordiality, their bilateral relations was generally
strained and soured, The question of allowing foreign powers
was another hindrance in reaching a durable peace accord,
The hundreds of disturbances occurred in their relati onship,
some of which led to war twite, had caused incalculable damage
to lives and property., Major irritants that took place in
any of the countries bedevilled Indo-Pakistan relations, It
may be asked why there were so many conflicts? It was due to
the atti tudé of both the countries of not carrying on any
serious dialogue to improve their bilateral relations, It
was unlikely that there was any chance of third war betWween
India and pPakistan, because Indla being a champion of peac;e

and non-alignment was detrimental to aggravate the conflict
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to a war, However, there were two wars the people of both

the countrieé hadéfaced. Theref ore, the Communist parties
always warned the government Of India that it must not lose
its sight from all developments with a view to take appropriate
measules to ensure the sécurity 6f the country if our interests
and liberty were in stake, Both the Communist parties were
not satisfied with the coritinuation of. 0ld dismal situation,
*damaged ego and hoilcw psyche® of both Indian and Pakistani
governments., They appealed to the peoples of both the countries
and their governments to resolve the discords amicably, consi-
dering the common history, common culture and common language

both of them have had.



CONCLUSION



A certain amount of clemency and placability facilitates
the working of a democracy, The political parties which are
more or less organized groups. occupy pivotal positions in the
functioning of a democratic government. The Communist Party
founded on Marxist-Leninist Principle (in 1925) fought against
imperialism, colonialism, racialism, in later period., 1In.
1364, however, there was a split in the Communist Party:of India,
As a result, the CPI(M) and the CPI maintained their separate
identity, But on foreign policy issues they had, by and large,
similar viesws, They considered that by powerful mass movement
they would pursue anti-imperialistic foreign policy which was
essential to preserve and protect democracy, Thedir main
programmes were to fight against bourgeois-landlord govermment,
The role they had playéd was dcbviously canstructive and aimed
at preservation of demécracy and security of our country, They
make it clear that a government cannot protect de&nocracy
unless it breaks with imperialist forces ang tl:lwatts the
war-drive ang neo-colo_nial aims, One has to accept, who may
not be a Communist, that the Communist movement in India has
great bearings on socio-political 1ife of India, In the fore-
going chapters our study makes an atﬁempt to examine some
aspects of the foreign policy of India as well as attitude
of the Communist parties towards the foreign policy pursued
by the govermment of India. This attempt has involved a brief

study of some important issues which dominated the foreign
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policy of India af ter Jawaharlal Nehru, Here we have dealt
with the attitude of two Communist parties: the CPI and the
CPI (M), as the approach of other parties like Forward Bloc

and CPI (ML) was not significant to a great extent, We
have attempted to study the importan¢s of Communist parties,
in particular, in moulding and influencing the foreign policy
of India. On the whole our study assumes that the role played
by the Communist p#rtus had considerable impact on India’s
foreign policy. Of course, sometimes their pronouncements
seemed to be subjected to the interests of indernational
communism, However, the entire thinking of the Communist
parties of Inda was beneficial to the interegt of the nation
as a whole, Our dis__cussicn confirms that there was no instance
when the Communist parties showed any perception detrimental to
Indian situation, On most occasions, both the CPI, and the
CPI (M) shared their support with the principles India stood
for, but they had not missed to assess the failures and
achievements of the government of India. It is worthnoting
that during Nehru‘s leadership the oppositim pazties got
ample opportuni ties tO play an important role in influencing
the foreign policy, because Nehru's *democratic way of func-
tioning*® provided them independence to evaluate the related

i ssues, In later period due to one party dominance in India
and ‘authoritarian and undemocratic*’ attitude of leadership,
their level of involvement in policy-making decisions consi-

derably reduced. It is reasonable for us to conclude that in
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the absence of democratic functioning of leadership of the
party in pover, the opposition cannot play a constructive

role,

Our analysis began with the policy of non-ali gnment
champi oned by the then Indan leaders where we have discussed
the reaction of the Communist partiesg also, Subsequently
we analysed India's relationswith Pakistan, China, Soviet
Ruséia and the United States of America. Our discussion
reveals that India‘'s relationswith these countries went
through zigs and zags, ups and downs., Our anaiysis contains
that the CPI and the CPI (M) helped to give India‘'s foreign
policy a progressive. direction by their consistent efforts,
€.g., Opposed India's membership of the Commonweal th, fought
against colonialism and close friendship with China and

Pakistan, mainly.

The PI considered nan-alignment as an elementary instru-
ment to bring peace in the world. So it warned the government
to keep a vigilant eye on the western capitalist countries
whose aim was to distract India from that direction., The
CPI (M) had been of the opinion that though Indian bourgeocisie
continued to be non-aligned, yet, its increasing dependence
on US monépolies, the genuine implementation of non-alignment
remained a far cry. So the party asked the governmént to
give better shape to the movement sc that the westem indus-

triaglists would not be asble to break it up. To play an
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important role in the comity of nations, the CPI (M) empha-
sized that the government should not vaccillate so far as
our foreign policy was concerned. The PI stated that in
spite of some omissions and commissions, the main content

of the policy of nn-alignment was kept intact, The party
asked the government to tighten the bond of friendship with
the sccialist countries and to keep 1itself aloof from western
aid. It seéns strange that while on the e hand the I
asked the government to pursue non-alignment and not to get
aligned with any povwer bloc, on the other"hand it did not

- sée anything wrong 4f Indla came close to Socialist camp, It
is alsc true khat during Sino-Indian war the USA and England
came to rescue while USSR remained neutral, Thus, 1t is a
mute question that keeping all these things before eyes, should
Ingia go to strengthen its relation with the Socialist
countries or it should have soft comer towérds western
democracies? The USA had offered food-grains when Inda

was suffering from famine. So should India leave USA out

of her hand simply Qupporting *antl.imperialist marathon'?

Should not she seek help from both the power blocs?

our study reveals that Sino-Indian conflict raised
eyebrows among certain sectiens of people of the sub-continent.
The problem remained as @ complex one., NO settlement could
make i ts way, partly because the talks were held at the level

of officials., On that issue, the CPI (M) realized that it
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would take .several rounds of talks to arrive ° a mutually
accepted fomulé. ‘That‘ is why the party leaders encoaraged
the govemment of India to give up its hostile attitude
towards China and appealed to take initiative in creating

a ‘climate for negotiations’, to develop relations of friendg-
ship and cooperation, tc go On the lineg of Panchsheel,
According to the CPI the decades-0ld rivalry was a result
of sincsIndlan border dispute., To ease the tensin several
rounds of talks were held and the gesture of goodwill was
thrown by either of them., The party was opposed to the
Chinese stand i.e, imposing India to make concessions on the

McMahon line.

Besides this our study indicates that due to tenuocus
games the superpowers played to win their respective friends
with their vi triolic military help, the years of relative
peace turned out into frantic conflicts. The CPI (M) welcomed
all peace initiatives initiated by the sSoviet Union, but was
critical of her sugpicious role of offering peace plans but
not allowed {tself to desist from arms race, If the hypocrisy
implicit in stockpiling the warheads, there could be no hope

of peace for the world, However, the CPI (M) highly praised
that the two countries were able to reaffirm and strengthen
their relations in various fields. The CPI also amazed at
the Russians, @he way they came to India‘'s rescue on many
crucial issues, It recalled the issue of Kashmir when the

Soviet Unian alone backed India‘s action and saved India from
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S8ecurity CGouncil censure, It is of ten argued that the CpPI
is pr‘é-Soéiet . But should we hide the fact that the help
we have received from the Soviet Union in building our

technology, indusgtries and so on? There is no reason why

Indla should not be inclined tovards the Socialist countries.

Our study underlines the fact that Indla-USA relations
had been a ciuster of misunderstandings, allegation and
counter-allegations, The basic reason for Indo-American
dscord and divergencies was due to the supply of sophisti-
cated weaééns to Pakistan which threatened the balance of
power in the sub-continent. Moreover, the motive of the
United States and its *vital interests* in the South-Asian
region caused to réverse the process of detente, Thus,
India's relation with the USA was marked more of strain
than cordiality. We have seen that each side reiterated
its positiorx’s and policies with candour, time and again,
but the differences on vital issues remained unresolved,
Both the Communist parties realized that the USA was moving
to disintegrate our country. The top leaders of the CPI (M)
asserted thaf. any sort of atbtempt by the USA to destabilise
us would pe challenged by the Indians. It was of the opinion
that the US wanted India to give up its independent policies
and became an ally of the West which clearly indicated US
designs against the interest of India., Penetration of American

capital to vital sectors showed the >‘inability of the
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govermment' in resisting the mounting pressure from all
quarters, Unless India gave up its reactionary and oppor tu-
nist policies, the party reiterated, going on to collaborate
and to compromise with the imperialists, India‘'s freedom
.wou,ld be at stake, So both the Communist parties discouraged
for no entry of private foreign capi tal, They went an criti-
cising the insidious multinatiocnals connections which forced
India to adopt a compromising position and fastened her hands
from playing desi;ed role in the struggle against imperialism

and colonialism,

The critics glve different opinions regarding the ¥apid
India~Pakistan relationg. We have studied that the climate
of mistrust and suspicion aggravated as a result of irrecon-
ciliable stands adopted by both the countries, some day orc
other, Thdugh both of them realised that only widespread
peqple- to-peéple contact could ease the f.ension, their efforts
falled once and again, The CPI considered tﬁe long standing
di spute of Kashmir as the main point to their wor sened
relationship, It held the view that all agreements tumed
out to be futile and the prospects of gettlements of the
basic problems remained as it was before, The chaotic situa-
tion that existed in Kashmir encouraged the hostile focces
to exploit India, The CPI blamed the Indian bourgeoisie for
its failure of promoting a climate of good neighbourliness.

The CPI (M) reiterated that Pakistan had let down all the peace
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initiatives proposed by India and went on getting military
ald from the USA, It was the maiﬁ cause for their bitter
relationship. The Communist parties marked Pakistan's mové
to destabilise us by extending help to Sikh extremists, After
a close examination of Indla‘s relation w.ith Pakistan the
question rises that what are the 'real causes' for their
bitter relationship? Is it because 'Pakistan's subversive
activitieg® in Punjab and in Jammu and Kashmir or it is the
‘unwillingness of the rulers' to restore cordiality in their

mutual dealings?

It cannot be genied that the Communist parties freguently
express for friendly relations with the neighbouring couhtries,
as good relations with neighbours are deemed of the utmost
importance and considered as the most effective antidote to |
the imperialist threats, to overcome the sharpened confron-
tation among themselves. So the 'easiest solution to the
problems of the sub-continent® is that the govémment of India
should stick to its policy on peace and non-~-alignment, It
should bé‘free from 'imperialist blackmail® especially in
economic field, Unless India attains self-reliance in techno-
logy and econamy, and frequently goes to the dooars of the loan-
giving natiens, poverty is bound to strike to such an extent
that collisi&x between ‘*haves®’ and ‘have-ncts®' would be

inevitable,
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