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Base in Goa 
PANDIT NEHRU, in his dual 

capacity as Prime Minister and 
Foreign Minister, has to exercise 
greater restraint than the Foreign 
Minister of any other country in his 
statements on India's foreign policy. 
To some extent, this has led to 
some confusion as well as misun
derstanding about India's foreign 
policy, Pandit Nehru's moral a t t i 
tude to world problems has occa
sionally been resented as an at
tempt to read lessons in morals to 
other nations. Even as this has 
led to some misunderstanding be
tween India and some powers, it 
has created confusion about India's 
foreign policy. It. is, therefore, as 
well that Pandit Nehru's recent 
statement on Goa in the Rajya 
Sabha leaves no room for doubt or 
confusion. He was clear and for th
r ight in his declaration that any 
attempt by any power bloc to estab
l ish or to fortify a base in Goa 
would be considered an unfriendly 
act by India. Sometime ago, there 
were reports that. Portugal was 
t ry ing to convince NATO about the 
strategic significance of Goa. 
India's approaches to some NATO 
powers elicited the information 
tha t Goa did not come wi th in 
NATO, but that it was free to 
arrange, if necessary, fortification 
of NATO powers' overseas terri
tories as bases. 

In his Rajya Sabha speech, 
Pandit Nehru referred to some 
ominous "whispers" about moves 
to establish a NATO base in Goa. 
To avoid any possible misunder
standing, Pandit Nehru issued a 
clear warning that any attempt to 
form a base in Goa "would be an 
unfriendly act to India, and every 
country that helps or supports that 
move wi l l thereby be committing 
this unfriendly act against India; 
and India wi l l not tolerate it, what
ever the consequences". Portugal 
and her NATO allies can no longer 
be in any doubt about India's firm 
policy to Goa. India has tried all 
possible means, short of war, to 
settle the problem of Goa. But 
Portugal seems determined to per
petuate colonialism in this area 
which is an integral part of India. 
There is far less excuse of other 
democratic powers to connive at, 
or to lend support to, Portugal's 
evil designs. It is a possibility that 
some NATO Powers may justify 
attempts at fort ifying Goa as a 
base on the plea that such action 
w i l l not constitute any threat to 

India. None of these powers can 
be unaware that Afro-Asia sus
pects SEATO, Baghdad Pact and 
arrangements for creating bases in 
Afro-Asian countries as devices to 
perpetuate colonialism. W i t h Ame
rican mil i tary aid and bases in 
Pakistan, any NATO base in Goa 
w i l l justify effective retaliatory 
moves and measures by India 
against mil i tary encirclement, 

Kashmir Once More 
CONFUSION widely prevails over 

the Kashmir issue. It Is partly 
due to the earlier mishandling of 
the problem by New Delhi. It is 
being, has been, fostered and ag
gravated by some interested powers 
determined to exploit the Kashmir 
issue in their attempts to take 
revenge on India for her neutralist 
foreign policy. Though it would be 
crying over spilt mi lk , it is necessary 
to emphasise that confusion about 
the Kashmir issue is, to not a l i t t le 
extent, due to the apologetic or 
weak defence by India during the 
earlier debates on this problem by 
the United Nations. Only since 
Shri Krishna Menon's spirited re
buttal of Pakistani charges and 
allegations during the last U N 
debate on Kashmir, has India's 
case been clarified and put forward 
effectively. In their speeches dur
ing recent visits to Kashmir, both 
Pandit Nehru and Shri Menon 
have firmly reiterated this stand. 
On the eve of the Security coun
cil's forthcoming debate on Kash
mir, such reaffirmation of India's 
case was as necessary as it was 
timely. 

Even those who are sympathetic 
to India have a feeling that India 
has gone back on her promise to 
hold a plebiscite in Kashmir. As 
the nature, origin and the condi
tions under which such a promise 
was made are not widely known, 
it is necessary to recall the relevant 
facts and circumstances, India 
made the promise of a plebiscite 
to the people of Kashmir, and not 
to Pakistan. This promise was 
made so that the people, and not 
only the Ruler and the Govern
ment, of Kashmir could express 
their wi l l in a referendum about 
the issue of Kashmir's accession 
to India. That wish of the people 
has been expressed through the 
general election and the accept
ance of a Constitution by the elect
ed representatives of the people of 
Kashmir, Under this Constitution, 
Kashmir's union and integration 

wi th India has been completed in 
a democratic and legal manner. 
So far as the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir is concerned, the plebis
cite issue has been settled already. 
It has relevance only to that por
tion of Kashmir which is under 
unlawful occupation by Pakistan. 

So much about the basic issues 
involved. But Pakistan has tried 
to make confusion worse confound
ed by its clamant demand for a 
plebiscite. New Delhi made no 
such specific, unconditional, pro
mise either to Karachi or to the 
United Nations. Pakistan has no 
right to demand a plebiscite in 
Kashmir. Ten years ago, India re
ferred the Kashmir issue to the 
United Nations. This reference in
cluded a protest by India against 
Pakistani aggression in Kashmir. 
India's accusation that Pakistan 
has committed acts of aggression 
against Kashmir, has been accept
ed by UNCIP. Pakistan can, there
fore, have no moral or legal claim 
over Kashmir. She has no r igh t 
to be in the State, or to have any 
voice in the internal affairs of 
that State. She has no right to 
maintain troops in th^ parts of 
Kashmir under her illegal occupa
tion. She has far less right or 
justification to intimidate the people 
of the State. Recent explosions 
and disturbances in Kashmir have 
been, it is now clear, instigated by 
Pakistan. Karachi's motive is to 
create communal trouble so as to 
aggravate the Kashmir situation. 
Such actions involve interference 
in the internal affairs of the State 
of Jammu and Kashmir, and 
justify lodging a further protest by 
India to the Security Council. Ame
rican mil i tary aid to Pakistan, 
creation of American bases in Gi l -
git and in other parts of Pakistan, 
Pakistan's membership of SEATO 
and the Baghdad pact have chang
ed the whole complex of the Kash
mir problem. Above all , Pakistan 
can, under no circumstances, de
mand a plebiscite in Kashmir as 
long as Pakistani and t r ibal troops 
remain within areas now under 
unlawful occupation of Pakistan, 

Counter speculation for Food? 
AT long last, it appears, Govern-

' ment has moved towards 
finalisation of its scheme to main
tain buffer stocks of more than 2 
million tons of food grains. These 
would consist of a million tons of 
Imported wheat, most of it under 
P L 480, and the rest of almost 
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