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Mr., Dipesh Singh's statepent made
India was still a member of the
Islamio Conference and would attend the forthcoming Foreign
Ministers meeting in this regard. It seems he has pot skown

even an elementary courtesy to give the nation full facts
regarding verious circumstances leacding to the humiliation

at the Islacic Conference at Rabat.

Ve were shocked to read
by him in London saying that

w ve to kpow specifically from the External Affairs
Ministeﬁ :Quiﬁ %gw and 1: nhag circumatgncas India, inspite of the
wishes of the organisers, went all out to attend the conference.
We are still in derk as to at what level decision in this regard
was taken and who are &ll responsible for our unceremonious ejec—
tion fromn the Corference. Also whether this decisiop wes ip line
with the thinking of the late Prime Minister Jawakarlal Nehru
and his succescors in the External Affairs linistry.

Instead of giving facts, lr, Dinesh Singh has choser to
make & nisleading presentation of the facts and thus invited
countrywide oriticism. It proves that our Hon, Foreign Minister
is completely out of touch with the public opipior in this coun-

try.

We demand that the Foreign Minister henceforth should
desist from meking such statements which are an affroct to the
Indiar public opinior. He has not so far commerted or the
coanunique issued at the end of the confererce where "luslim
community ip India" was supposed to have been represented.

There are obviously serious differences of onirion between
the Foreign Minister and the Incustries Mipister 2s _ndustrias
Minister Skhri Fakruddin Ali Ahmed who faced huziliziion at Rabat
at first hand szid at Palam on his return that the country!'s
foreign policy towards West Asian countries necfed reascedsnment;
;Eile Ur. Diresh Singh says thet no such rean-raisz2l ie ctlled ;

In regard to these developments patertly rvobaworthy is
the prozmotion of IMr. Larki es Prime Mirister of leraceo. Ur
Larki was responsible for snubbing Irdiz at Rapat., He oalled
our ambassador, lMr, Gurbachan Singh, as nerscna noz-grzta. Is
it for such services that he has been prozoied?

It is glso not clear &s to why we have talker a i
attitude towards lialaysia which hasyaluays beer our s?gzg;;:t
friend at monerts when we have faced intercaticnal - ijes apd
therefore there is no scope accordicg to us vhatsoeve= 1o qﬁe34
tion Mr, Tunku Abé 1 Rehman's statement mede by hiz in ¥uala
Lumpur yesterday, We should draw the neceseary leSSOns"frOn it.

We also demapd that the Areab Lea i
: gue in New Delhi should
Eg:so:;{Sgggdgstasggg%acafgulggy fordtfair Lehaviour during
o be aske 1 /| 3
S Ber et eaanouid o 0 close down their office
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