Mr, M. R, Masani's speech in the Lok Sabha on December 23, .
1967, in the course of a discussion on Internaticnal Affairs

Listening to the Prime #inister's speech, I was reminded of what has been
said about the British House of Lords and it struck me thst the hon. Prime
Minister was trying to emulate that ausust body about whom a poet has said
that "they do nothing at all, but do it exceedingly well." I do not 'mow to
what extent the House thinks that the Prime Minister has succeeded in this effort.
We all have our own ideas. But it did occur to me that her spesch was nothing
but a catalogue of generalities and platitudes, which has nothing to do with
the kind of concrete situations that we are facing today.

I too could go round the world like her, casting my glsnce at the various
parts of the world, but tiwe is very short and, therefore, I shall rusis?t

this temptation and shall only focus attention on three or four peculiar things
that have been happening during the past few months which have caused concern to
us and which, in any event, do not appeer to have anything to do with tie rolicy
of non-alignment which this Government professes.

-Before I give some examples of these developments, all of which are in the
direction of leaning over backwards to placate the Sovict Union, may I express
the hope, Sir, that the Prime sinister and Government will see that the honour
of this country is maintained in regard to what is done to that unfortunate
Soviet youth, aziz Ouloug-Zade, who has refused to go back to Soviet tyranny.
This young man has made it perfectly clear to the Soviet Ambassador and to others
who have been allowed to interview him that he does not want to gmo back to the
Soviet Union because of his political objections. In the whole of the civilised
world, there is the right of asylum and this right of asylum, Sir, we have so
far respected. The last cxample was on the 29th iarch, 1963, in our own
capital when 2 Delhi court ordered Tarasov, a previous defector from the Sovist
Union, to be set at large from the Soviet nmbassy which was trying tc deport him
forcibly and he was allowed to leave the country for wherever he vanted to go.

I should be glad to have an essurence from the hom. Prime winister that no
presgure will be brought on this young man to do anything that he does not

want to do and that we wish that in perfect freedom he should be allowed to stay
in our country or to luave for whatever country to whicl he wishes to zo. I

em sure, on this point, Sir, I reflect the overwhelming mejority of *his House.

I said that I would like to draw attention to soms peculinr thinws that
have been happening in our country during the last few months. “h: lotest und
the most glaring of these has been what has been described as the novoril aetl.
Far from taking measures to protect our country from subversion mid dndl
our Government has zone out of its way to bescoue a2 vehicle for Soviet g
in this country of which we have had such beautiful specimens in the Joh
articles and the broasdcasts from the Radio Peace and Progress.
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This agreement was signed in moscow by a junior official of the Information
& Broadcasting vinistry on the 16th of Septembur. The most interesting thing
about it is its secrecy. Thoee who signed it were so ashamcd of their action
that for two long months thoey hid it under the table. It wzs as late as 50th
November that an enterprising Press corresponient in the Hindustan Times broke
the story. After a few hours or days of evasion ana shuffling of fevt, the
facts were at last admitted. What are the facts? =

First of all, what is NOVOSTI? Upto 1961, Sir, the press and propaganda
activities of the Soviet Union were carried out by Tass and Sovinformbyuro.
In February 1961, Novosti was brought into existence 2s a press news agency by
several so-called "public" institutions which mean in Russis non-official
institutions theoretically, among whom were the Union of Soviet writers, Union
of Soviet Journalists, Union of Soviet Societies of Friendship and Cultural
Relstions and the 411 Union Society for the Dissemination of Scientific =nd
Political Knowledge. Later, other sponsors were added. The interesting thing
is that Novosti took over from the Sovinformbyuro which was then shut down. The
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entire staff of the sovinformbyuro was taken over in .oscow 2nd elseshere by
Novosti.

Like all other Soviet agencies sbroazd, iovosti has indulged in large scele
intelligence and espionsge activities both in this country and elsewheret_ In this
regard, it has a dishonourable record of expulsions or which I can only give a
few. In Novewber 1963, the Uongolese Governaent arrested the iovosil corres-
pondent, Benik Beknazar-Jouzbachev. In april 1966, Kenya expelled four boviet
officizls, one of whom was Iouri Kouritsine, bovosti representative. In iay 1967,
the depublic of Colombia arrested slfonso Monsalve Kcomirez, the local lovosti
representative, for fsking passports, for fabriceting passports. On June 6, 1967,
Ghana expelled #lsxei Kazansev, iiovosti representative for espioncge activities
and the Ghans Press reported thot the kovosti office had become "a spy centre."

So, Novosti's subservience to the Soviet official line - 2lthough it is
claimed that a non-ofiicizl organisation represents the people and not the Govern-
ment - is shown by what happened to wr. Khrushchev. uhen ..x Khrusichev was in
power, he was being constantly flattered by hovosti news handouts. But when the
late lamented Khrushchev fell from grace, he became an "unperson” so far 2s llovosti
was concerned. They withdrew in Indis a booklet they had published on the wvisit
of Ur, Radhakrishnan, our President, to the Soviet Union, in which Khrushchev had
of course featured very largely. In the revised edition, fhrushchev hecame an
unperson, snd Ur. Radhekrishnen visited uoscow, but no Khrushchev wos there to
receive him] And what is interesting is that they reprinted the communique
Jointly signed by Khruschev and Ur. Radhakrishnan, but Khruschev's name disappeared
and Lr. Radhekrishnan signed 2 joint communique with himself!

This disposes of the fiction that Novesti is different from Racio rfeace and
Progress or the Soviet dictatorship., This is the kind of fabricotor of news and
falsifier of history whom we are now holding out t¢ the lndian press as = credible
agency whose material should be made respectable by being kept aveilable in the
Information Departucnt of our own démocratic government.

The hon. sinister of Inforuation and Brosdeasting two doys ago amde a pathetic
attewpt to stick to his silly statvment that fadio Feace 2nd Progress had nothing to
do with Novosti. This is nonsense, Radio Peace and Progress was brought into
existence in Woscow in July, 1964, and when announcing its formation, Movesti was
mentioned as one of its co-sponsors. This fact hes been ventioned on the floor

of the House by a junior colleague of mine who had quotéd the relevant announcements.
I would only give the references in order to save time; =nd these are a
Swedish language broadcast from Moscow by Radic Yeace and Progress at 19.00 Gull

on 26th January, 1967, and a German language broadcast on 19th October, 1567, at
19.0N GuT, where it was proudly mentioned that sovosti was one of the co-sponsors
of the radin station itself,

The point is that all these are facets of the same dictatorship. Article 126
of the woviet Uonstitution very frankly lays down:

"The Party is the leadins core of all orgmnisations......
both public and State."

Novosti being e "public" organisation, the communist dictatorship is the core of
Novosti as of everything else.

Wow, what is the other party to the sgrement? It is the PIB. The PIB is a
bureau for serving the Inuian press at home. It has no jurisdiction or functions
outside our own country, It has no business to cnter into any internstional agreements
whatsoever. This is the role of the wxternal Publicity wing of the sinistry of
Bxternal affeirs, whose territory has been encroached upon by this agreement.

Whether they are toking it lying down or privately having a war beiween the two
Ministries I do not know., If they have any self-respect they will get this agreement
cancelled as a vindication of their own position,

Now, what is the nature of the agreement? It ssys that this sgreewent is
being brought about to bring about a "better understsnding" between the two
countries. This fabricator of uews, this organisation that puts out the John Smith
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stters and articles through iadio Peace and Progress, this is the orgmnisstion

that is going to bring zbout vetier understanding between the Soviet union and our
country! I ask the Prime minister in nll comscierte; Is this her idea of better
understending between the two countries? we agree 2lso to moke aveilsble material

to be published by Wovosti, Lere again, the minister of Inform: tion cid Broadcasting
has insulteds the intelligence of this house. I shall read out tie ~npropriate
parsgraph from the agreement, It says:

"APN will'supply PIB featurg articles, background mrterial

and photographs to be usedas reference material snd =2lso

tn make it available to such newspapers =na periodicels
published in Indi~ which may request or show intcrest in such
materials,"

If the idea is to keep it on the table, what is the mesning of the words 'and 2lso to
make available'? after saying that it will be kept there, it goes on to say 'also

to make available'. It must have some meaning., The mesning is very clear, namely,
that if the hational Herald or Blitz or some other fellow-travelliny journal wants
that material, the PIB will be under an oblig-tion to m2il it to them and to

forward it to them from day to day. I think the Information and Bro=decasting
Minister owes an apology to the Fouse on this point for persisting in his error

when he could have easily corrected himself. The fact iz th:t he hes o gufﬁty
conscience and every attempt is being made to play down this ngreement which was
entered into by a junior official.

The Indian press has sized it up correctly, and think God, we hsve 2 free press.
The Times of India editorial called it a 'bad deal'; the Lindust-n Times editorial

called it a 'dubious deal', and the Indi=n Lxpress has cnlled it 2 "scondalous
business'. Mr. Mani, 2n editor in the other House, referred to it by s~ying tnst
the Government of Indiz had become "o broker of the uoviet Union."

The question is who authorised this sgreewment. I would like to ~sk the
Prime Minister to tell us who suthorised this sgreement and on whot dnee. The
Minister of Information 2nd 3rosdcesting has said that neither he nor ins Cabinet
had been consulted, He was the relevant ainister, and he says thot he hod aprroved
of it afterwards. He said this on the floor of the housz. It is trzre in the
proceedings., I accept his word fer it, that he is not trying to 1rss the buck and
thaths knew nothing =bout it. I tske it also thot the hon. Prime Finister also did
not know -nything about it; otherwise, surely, she would hove consulted the Coabinet.
If neither she nor the Information and Brosdcasting winister nor the Crbinet wus
consulted, who authorised this far-reaching agreement 2t such varirnce vith our
national policy? The snswer is 'Nobody'! But then mr Bharadwnj must have got
some encouragement from somewhere. This petty officinl could not have dared to sizn
this agreement if somebody had not encouraged him. who was the person or who were
the persons who instigeted Mr Bharadwaej to sign this agreement behind the bnck of our
Government?

There is o report that an offi¢ial of the winistry of axternal sffnirs who was
consulted sbout the travelling arranzements declined to authorise or sanction th

e
: by  the
payment of the pnssage to ir Bharadwaj to and from woscow for this visit/on tle ébv;et Govt.

ground that this was contrary to the Government of India's practice. But in the end,
this passage was prid for by the Soviet vovermment. who overruled this responsible
official of the wvinistry of uxtemal affairs? In what sdnistry wes thot person
overruled? I vwould like to know from the hon. Prime ifinister which other offici=l
overruled this official of the MHinistry of External affairs who was doing kis or

her duty. The Ministry of bxternal affairs, as far 2s we could understend, also
were not o party to this deal.

All this brings one to the feeling which is irresistible th:t there must be
individuals in the Information & Broadcssting Hinistry and/or the .inistry of
Externnl Affairs who hove nllowed their excessive zeal in the Sovict interest to
face their own government with a fait =ccompli. I would hesitate to call it -
conapiracy, but if there was more than one person who was 1 »arty oi, then it
becomes a conspiracy between certain officizls to dictate to our Goverancint to make
a coup d'etat. I wonder if the Prime minister will authorise an investisation into
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= the circumstances whick led to the sizning of the syreement.

Secondly, may I suggest thnt she an. her colle~gues cancel this ngreement?
Her own fother set n good exmaple in reg:rd to the Voice of amsrica de=l. The
ground on which that decl was concelled —- I do not thint th~t it wns viry accurately
presented to us — was that the secretary to Government snd the #inister had not
consulted the Prime sinister -nd the C~binet. Assuming thot that was so, the deal
was cancelled, The Minister w=s removed from office, and the Secret~ry to Government
was transferred from his job. Mr. lnwab Singh was remuved -nd punished and
victimised for this renson. «hsat is coming in the way of this ~greemsant being
cagpelled and steps being token to find out how this agreement w-s concluded in the
_r}fime of this country?
rd ; :
& Now, I sh=ll give one or two other examples of the shady denlings thi:t hove been
;f' teking place during the last few months. The next thing is 1becut the -omointamnt
ifff' of our knvoy-designate to pritain. & am afraia the Prime ninister was not ouly kept
in ignorance rbout this gentlewzn's sctivities in the past but she even misled the
House when she gave her reply or rather she uns herself misled, which is more likely,
on the 27th wovember. osShe gave two expliunntions or excuses. ohe s-id th:t the
statement was made by sir. LUhawan at the time of the Irdo-Fikisteni conilict ~nd it
was soon after the British Prine sinister h'd wede < st-temant, bec-use sverybody
Wwas excited sbout the motter.

I would like to point out that this :rticle was publisked in Blits on the 29th
January, 1966, six months after the conflict hod come to ~n end, nd,in f~ct, ~fter
the Tashkent Agreement hod been signed. I hove got the article here, ~nd not ome
in Fhe whole -rticle does Hr. Dhawan show the slightest interest in *he Indo-
Pakistoni conflict. On the contrary, the only time he mentions Fokist~n is in a
very friendly way, when he hopes thet the Tashkent Agreement would be carried out by
both sides! Therefore, his tirsde ~gninst Britain had nothing tc do with the Indo-
Pakistan conflict.

I wns pointing out th~t kr, Dhawen's srticle was not an isol~ted act as the
Prime Minister was given to understand. Under the pseudonym 'Sanjoyn' he used to write
articles in the wation~l Herald during the Fifties, nnd those show that he is a
Communist fellow-traveller without wny doubt. He says in one ~rticle:

"s few months ago, I was nsked to give the definition of o pro-
gressive person. I replied: 'Today the test of = progressive
person is his attitude townrds the sSoviet Unionm.' "

ihen Communist Chins sttacked Tibet, mr. vhaowao wrots an sriicie in the oofionnl
Herald on 9th wovember, 1953, where he snaid:

NThe . interests of Irdi= *re not directly invelved, and the cuestion
=¥ of our malking ' protest simply does not 2rise. The propagnnd- cbout
' Chinese 'aggression' in Tibet is complotely boscless.”

Then he went on to welcome the liburation of Tibet by his Uommunf;t fricnds, ~nd
said:

"I have no doubt that the people of Tibet will bencfit zre:tly ns

g result of closer contict betwesn Tibet znd Chinn, Tibet is one

of the most backwerd countries in the world.....All fhis will chonge

under Chinese ruls. Tibet will now share the henefits ol civilisation

like all the other countries in Central Asia which-have passed under

Comnunist rule."

In an article in Noveuber, 1966, writing about his visit to the Soviet Union, he \
said there wns full Hule of Law in the wovi.t Union; in fact, there is more rule of |
law there becouse the boviet Union hes no Preventive Detention Actt

This is the man we hewe chosen to iwmprove our relations with Britain by
sending him to London. If he hzad been sent to Budnpest or Prague, m~y be the local
Government would not ave minded it, but this is a mischievous act foiskd on the
Prime #inister and the Government by some of her unfortunate advisors,

Take her visit to moscow last October. we tricd to warn her when we savw an item
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in the press thot she was going to put her foot into it. My friends, iir.D-ndeker,
Mr. amersey aod I sent a telegram from gowmbny snying "Plense don't do this", e
pointed out that her visit would be misinterpreted because there would e "nti~
democratic propagend~ during the celebrations, and we asked her: Hove you
ascertained how many Prime dinisters of democratic countries =~re going to attend,
or you will be in the company of Sovict satellites slome? ALl thet ve snid came
true becouse with the exception of only one man, Prime sinister ieldconen of 'inlwnd,
whose situation we =11 understend, whose geogr~rhical situ-tion under Ihe paw of
soviet dominntion we sympathise with, no other Prime rinmister or Hemd ui inte in
the whole world went there except communisis and fellow-travellars. The -aily
Telegraph wrote that she was "n lopely figure from the democr-tic world.” oy this
act did she increase her prestige or the prestige of the country or the sincerity
of our country's allegiznce to non-nlignment? Here ~re expmples I h~we given to
show that the so-cailed foreizn policy is being uistorted in doy 1v d-y ction.

Hay I commend to the Prime iHinister a very interesting ~riicle wiritten by
Mr. Girilal J-in in the Times of India cn 20th Decewber, only - tow & vs heez, He
refers there to ths fact thet there hns been o celfinite chonge in the . iicy of the
Soviet Unicn towords this country since 1965, startin: «ith the hostilitics betuze
India and Pakistan »nd the situation in Kuitch, The Soviet Union, under {mervure
of the Chinese friendship with Pokistnn, has veered from its po.ition of friemiship
with us ond has teken up = position of eguiaistonce =beut our confiichs ith our
neighbour, Similarly, under the pressure of the Chinese .ici-torsilp, uoscovw is
veering back to the path of intern~tionsl insurrectionary policies which otelin
carried out in his time. The phnse of friendship, the phase ¢f' relaxation of
tensions, is coming to an end. . Join kes given awny argucents for 1t. I commend
the article to the Prime dinister.

Now, if you wont any proof of the shifting of Moscow's stand tow:rds India,
it is provided by the nctivities nnd the pclicies of tie two Commmist Parties in
this country. I can show it from their documents. Both the Communist perties ~re
responding to Peking ~nd ioscow's pressure by teking 'n insurrection ry line. HRend
the documents, dir, of the Lalicut meeting of the Communist party (ilrxist) 1.st
October., ur. bundzrayya relesse. tnose papers ~ud the decisions toc the press.
I have no time to read them here but I will mention this., .t = nrEas confaionce ot
the end of that month, he said th-t “we Pﬂve reniised thot the biagest d nger to us”
- that is, the finrxist Communist narty - "is the d nger of revisionism.™ After 11
that they had done in N=xnlbari snd the gher-os, they thuuah thew "gre ot insurreec-
tionary enough! 5o, they have now shirted to a cle~rly “nti-dewscr-tic insurrec-

tionury line. That is in their docusent which they relensed from Colius. (Interruption)

I am not yielding. If the hon. meuwber gets an opportunity, he ¢on sre 9 ot thet time.
Let them read ir sundarzyys's press st tement.

Sir, the "Rizht" Communist pnrty, whick is supposed to be more reascect-hle tn=ce,
days, is also under the s-me pressures nd is moving in the same dirsction. They gave
a release ufter z recent meeting in Delhi. After tht weetine, it wns runcunced thet
there was rank and file pressure thit the "left" Coamunists should not be ~llowed to
stesl the show and, therefore, the "Right" Communists should compete wikh the "Lert"
Communists in the insurrectionary line, just ns toscow is nov following Peking in
following ths line of fomenting “w-rs of nationzl liberntion.®

These nre very important developments. To go on beh:ving »s if we r~re living in
another pericd, as if the shift hos not t-ken place, is = wvery disastrous thing. If
really non-alignment is going to be carried out, this is not the wey.

It is against this background that Rajaji has quite rightly dewonded that now
that these trends, internnl nnd externcsl, have bcore o clear ~nd present daonger to

our democratic Constitution, both these Parties should be banned 2nd not ~llowed to
toke adventage of the benefits of our democracy.
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