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Haviland 

Is there prejudice amongst your fellow MPs, who are your electorate of course, 

against you as a woman? Do you find this? 

Thatcher 
That's very difficult to judge. I think that is gradually melting. I think there has been a 
great change over the last four or five weeks because after all women in other 
countries have done very well in the leadership. You couldn't have had a country less 
likely to have a woman Prime Minister than India and yet they have had a most 
successful one for a long time— [ Indira Gandhi] she is a delightful person.
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As we look at our island history we see that our people have always been at their best 

when they have been outward-looking. A century ago we had the jewel of India, while 

enterprising Britons carried our flags, our trade, our culture, and our justice to the 

corners of the earth. Our Empire in turn grew into the British Commonwealth—a 

unique partnership of nations with us as its centre. 
We are still proud of this partnership, though its members are now their own centres 
of influence with their own evolving trade pattern. 
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I lunched with Indira Gandhi in her own modest home, where she insisted on seeing 
that her guests were all looked after and clearing away the plates while discussing 
matters of high politics. Both her sons, Sanjay and Rajiv, were present, although it 
was the former who had most to say for himself. He had, indeed, allegedly been 
responsible for many of the abuses such as forced sterilisation and compulsory re 
housing which had provoked such bitter opposition. But in spite of everything I found 
myself liking Mrs Gandhi herself. Perhaps I naturally sympathised with a woman 
politician faced with the huge strains and difficulties of governing a country as vast as 
India. But, in spite of a long self justificatory account she gave me of why the state of 
emergency had been necessary, I could not approve of her government's methods. 
She had taken a wrong turning and was to discover the fact at her Party's devastating 
election defeat in 1977. 
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Hans Benedict, ORF 

[Summary of question: Threat of terrorism: attempt to kill you; Mrs. Gandhi 

assassinated; your Government recently expelled some Libyan nationals were 

expelled from Britain.][fo 17] 

Prime Minister 

May I say how deeply I felt the loss of Mrs. Gandhi. The assassination was vicious, 

barbaric, terrible. For many of us, Indira Gandhi was a symbol of India. I talked with 

her often, not only as Heads of Government, but there was always some special 

quality about our talks. I think perhaps we had a unique understanding of one 

another's problems. She was not only a very strong and a very formidable 

personality; she was warm, humane, full of understanding and I shall miss her very 

deeply, very deeply indeed. But it is a tragedy for the whole world as well as a tragedy 

for India. 

She would never have shrunk from going around India, from doing her duty, because 

her life was in danger, never, and none of us must! 

It is one of the paradoxes that freedom offers freedom to do evil, as well as freedom to 

do good, and in the end, most of us believe in freedom, not only because it is the only 

thing that gives dignity to life, but because we believe that there is far far far more 

good in human nature than there is evil, and that the good will overcome the evil. 

Nevertheless, there will, of course, be times when these attempts succeed, and you 

cannot eradicate evil from the world. We can only do everything we can to protect the 

lives of people who are in danger; everything we can to try to uphold the law in our 

own countries, to see that the guilty are apprehended and then that they are 

convicted. 

We tried at the London Economic Summit, realising that there is a wave of terrorism 

the world over and that[fo 18] terrorists help one another the world over—to have a 



much closer cooperation. That closer cooperation is working. 

We do not think it is possible to eradicate everything. You cannot eradicate evil. They 

too, can get hold of the latest technology. They too, know how one tries to prevent 

terrorism. They too, know some of the steps one takes. We must make it acutely 

difficult for them, but in the meantime, we must carry on with the government, the 

law, of a free people in a just society. 

Hans Benedict, ORF 

[Summary of question: What required to make it"acutely difficult" for terrorists?] 

Prime Minister 
Well, if I were to say so, I would make it easier for them, wouldn't I? 
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Mrs. Indira Gandhi 

The Prime Minister (Mrs. Margaret Thatcher) 

As the House will be aware, Mrs. Gandhi was assassinated in Delhi today. I am sure 

that right hon. and hon. Members in all parts of the House will be equally appalled at 

that tragic news. I am sure, too, that the whole House will wish to join in expressing 

to Mrs. Gandhi's family, and to the Government and people of India, our profound 

grief and sympathy. 

This despicable act has robbed India of a great and courageous leader. Daughter of 

Pandit Nehru, one of the pioneers of India's independence, she led her country for a 

total of 16 years as Prime Minister, a period which saw India's emergence as an 

industrial power as well as a major influence in world affairs. Her death has also 

robbed the Commonwealth of a statesman of outstanding stature and experience. 

Mrs. Gandhi chaired the Commonwealth Heads of Government meeting, in 

November last year, with dignity, authority and charm. We shall all feel the loss of 

her wise counsel and her deep humanity, the more so because we knew her not only 



as a statesman but as a friend of this country. 

I understand, although it is not yet confirmed officially, that Mrs. Gandhi's son, Rajiv 

Gandhi, whom we know well and for whom we have both affection and respect, has 

been sworn in as the new Indian Prime Minister. We wish him well at this difficult 

hour in his country's history. 

Only a few days ago, Mrs. Gandhi sent me a message in which she said: 

 
"All terrorism and violence are condemnable and contemptible". 
The murder of a democratic leader is an attack on democracy itself. We utterly 
condemn this savage and treacherous crime. Let there be no doubt that acts of 
terrorism will only strengthen the resolve of free peoples that those who resort to 
violence shall not prevail. 
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I 

Prime Minister are you concerned about the possibility of violence between Hindus 

and Sikhs in this country? 

PM 

What I'm really concerned about as well as that is that this morning we received a 

message from Delhi that the Government and the people of India are really both 

indignant and distressed about the really outrageous behaviour of a tiny minority of 

people in this country who gloated over the murder of Mrs Gandhi. 

I 

This is the celebrating Sikhs you're talking about? 

PM 

Yes, I think that people in India are right to feel indignant and distressed about that. 

But I want them to know that I think the overwhelming majority of the people in 

Britain utterly condemn such despicable behaviour and they mourn with us and my 

fellow Parliamentarians the loss of a very great Prime Minister of India who 



dominated politics for a generation and the loss of a great personal friend. 

I 

Are you concerned about your own security in Delhi? 

PM 

One is no longer concerned about one's own security. 

I 

Prime Minister, it must have crossed your mind though surely? 

PM 

Oh yes, it's just something one lives with. 

I 

Do you find something ironic that you're going to India when the Foreign Office has 

warned Britons not to go to India? 

PM 

I find something deeply distressing about the assassination of Indira Gandhi. I don't 

know whether everyone realises just how great that loss is. For nearly sixteen years 

she was Prime Minister of India and she and her family probably did more for India 

than any family can claim they've ever done for any country. And I am very very sad 

that we've lost her.[fo 1] 

I 

It is going to be a massive security problem in Delhi having all the world leaders. 

PM 

Yes it will be but we go to mourn the loss of Indira Gandhi and we believe that the 

Indian Government will do everything it can for security both for the sake of its own 

people and for those leaders who are going. But we must still go and also I hope to 

see Rajiv Gandhi. I am fortunate in knowing him fairly well and have great respect 

and liking for him. But of course he will be very busy and his first concern must be to 

take over his country at this distressing time. There are a lot of leaders there at the 

moment, so we'll not have much time to see him but we really do wish him well and I 

want to say so to him personally. 

I 

Thank you very much indeed Prime Minister 

PM 
Thank you very much. 
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OPENING STATEMENT BY THE PRIME MINISTER 

Ladies and gentlemen, obviously this is a journey I had hoped not to have to make, 

but the moment I heard the terrible news of the assassination of Mrs. Gandhi there 

was no doubt about it, I had to come. I had to come because of my enormous respect 

for her work as Prime Minister and the way in which she has dominated Indian 

politics for such a long time. Because of my enormous respect for her work for the 

Commonwealth and her work as a world statesman both in the non-aligned 

movement, the Cancun convention, where we were both present, and in so many 

things. Also because I felt that in one way, a very special way, she and I had 

something common. We were both Prime ministers; we were both fortunate in 

having a wonderful family; and I think perhaps we both understood what to some 

people is a paradox—namely that one can be warm, human, loving, knowing all of the 

little things of life and at the same time firm, determined and decisive. It was a 

paradox we both understood. We understood the loneliness of the work and therefore 

whenever I spoke with Mrs. Gandhi there was a quality that was not present when I 

spoke with other heads of government, and so of course I had to come. We arrived, 

Princess Anne of course is representing Her Majesty the Queen, and I came 

representing the government, and I hope that we both represent the people of Britain 

who whether they have been in Britain for generations or whether they have come to 

Britain recently, some of the Hindus, Sikhs, Muslims, so many different kinds, I think 

I speak for the overwhelming majority when I say that we all deeply mourn the loss of 

Mrs. Gandhi and we share the sorrow and shock in India at that treacherous deed. 

When we came this morning we went to the lying in state. I was very glad to go 

because in a way one came a little bit nearer to Mrs. Gandhi at that moment. And 

then we went this afternoon to the funeral. It is difficult to find words to describe how 

deeply impressive that occasion is. It is impressive because of its dignity, its 

togetherness, and the fact that one feels one is present with the family of India in 

mourning a loss. I felt too in a way the finality of it as a closing chapter of the life of 

Mrs. Gandhi. That volume has now been closed. But as one volume is closed, so 



another one begins.[fo 1] and so I saw Rajiv Gandhi this morning. I have known him 

for quite a long time. I like him very much indeed. I respect him greatly. I admire his 

quiet courage, his dignity. His great sorrow at the funeral ceremony this afternoon 

were there for all to see and I felt that India and he are one together in their destiny 

for the next few years. When I saw him this morning we spoke of course of the deep 

personal things and of the deep personal sorrow, but I want you to know that he will 

have all the loyalty, support, affection and respect that we can give him in the days 

and months and years that lie ahead. I believe greatly in India. I loved it the day I first 

visited it and I love it still. It is an extremely important country in world affairs. I 

believe that its people have a great future and I believe that they will, having suffered 

this great sorrow, make even more of the future that is yet to be. Thank you. 

QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION 

Q 

It was due to Mrs. Gandhi's special qualities that India has held together as one 

nation over the past sixteen or seventeen years and now that she has gone, and 

however capable Rajiv Gandhi may be, he is not as experienced a politician in a long, 

long way. Are you worried about what is going to happen to the stability of India and 

about India's special place in the non-aligned movement? 

PM 

Mrs. Gandhi was always very strong on the unity of India. Today one felt the unity of 

India. I believe that with the history of Pandit Nehru, first Mahatma Gandhi, Pandit 

Nehru, Mrs. Gandhi and now Rajiv Gandhi, I feel that there will be a pulling together, 

a reconciliation to preserve the unity of India. Out of these terrible tragedies can 

come strength and a quiet feeling of what is needed for the future. And I believe that 

feeling will be that reconciliation is needed and the unity of India will continue. 

Q 

Do you think that India will retain its neutral position as it has done for so long? 

PM 

I believe that India will continue in this very very important[fo 2] position that she 

has. No country can deny its geography ever. But India is a democracy. She remains a 

democracy, I believe she will remain a democracy. Therein lies a hope and inspiration 

for the third world and a hope and inspiration for many of those who would like to be 

democracies but do not yet have the chance to be so. 

Q 

Mrs. Thatcher, a question of a rather personal nature. A few weeks ago you yourself 



could have been the victim of an assassination attempt. Were you reminded of that 

today? 

PM 

In a strange way it didn't because my thoughts were all upon Mrs. Gandhi, and the 

terrible loss to India. My thoughts were with the family who were all there taking 

such a close part and all together in the funeral ceremony. I do recall that Mrs. 

Gandhi was one of the first to send me a message and I do recall that early in the 

morning at about half past six when I switched on to hear the news of the attempted 

assassination, and we did not then know the result, that I could not then believe it. 

But somehow I managed to separate the two things in my mind except that I 

understand again perhaps in having this in common with her, yes there are dangers 

but the work must go on. With her the work did go on. With me the work will go on. 

Q 

Mr. Gandhi has asked for unity between the different sects ... 

PM 

Look, the overwhelming majority of the Sikhs, Hindus and the Muslims mourn Mrs. 

Gandhi's death. The overwhelming majority will act together as different religions 

but in one country and a country has many, many different varieties, many different 

religions many different habits, and many different customs. But it has an essential 

unity, that happens with the United Kingdom—it happens with India too. Yes, we saw 

a tiny irresponsible minority behaving outrageously, and the people of Britain were 

angry and dismayed and disgusted. And so were the overwhelming majority of Sikhs, 

Muslims and Hindus, and they showed it. And those members Parliament who 

represented constituencies who have many Hindus and Muslims and Sikhs were just 

as sorrowful, just as sincere and deep in their admiration for Mrs. Gandhi and what 

she had done[fo 3] as others were represented by people who have been in Britain for 

many generations. Do never never never be misled by people who have been in 

Britain for many generations. Do never never never be misled by a tiny minority. Just 

look at the overwhelming majority that feel the same way as we do. And would use 

their strength to go forward to secure the unity and progress of India. 

Q 

Is there anything that the British government can do to control the activities of these 

minorities, these revolutionary independent movements in Britain? 

PM 

We cannot control them. If they infringe the law then of course the police and the 



director of public prosecutions would, I have not the slightest shred of doubt, take 

them to court. So that if they infringe the law normal processes of the law would take 

care of them. 

Q 

But is that good enough? 

PM 

It is something that worries us a great deal. It is a question we are asked a great deal 

by many many heads of government who come to London and then who turn and say 

to me there is a dissident movement in London which is preaching hatred against the 

government of an overseas country. I say, well I'm sorry, that I do not think that there 

is anything that I can do about that unless they do incitement to violence, that of 

course is different. That of course would be an offence. But then I do go on to say you 

should hear what some of them say about me. I cannot do anything about that either. 

Q 

Dr. Chohan actually called for the assassination of Mrs. Gandhi on British television. 

PM 

Look, I share your shock about that and was pretty outspoken about it too. Whether 

or not what [Dr. Chohan] he said actually amounted to a possible crime was a matter 

for the director of public prosecutions and the police, not for a politician. But I 

believe they looked at it, looked very carefully at what was said, and came to the 

conclusion that they could not in fact prosecute. You know there are sometimes very 

difficult cases. But whether[fo 4] they decide to prosecute or not is a matter for them. 

But they did not and that must have been because there was in their view not a 

sufficient case to prosecute. 

Q 

Prime Minister, do you not feel that there is a case therefore for tightening up or 

altering the law ... incitement to violence? 

PM 

Incitement to violence—I think the law is fairly clear. Sometimes it is not easy to get 

the precise evidence but we will have a look at it if need be. Violence is something 

which is afflicting many democracies at present. And as you know, I fight it on all 

fronts wherever and whenever it appears. It is the negation of democracy, and I do 

stand very firmly for democracy. But we must recognise again what is an apparent 

paradox, that if you are a free country then you are free to say what you think within 

the law, but a free society offers many more opportunities for doing the wrong thing 



than of course a tyranny. But then of course, who would wish to live under tyranny? 

And there are occasions when you do have a difficult question to ask. Do you resort to 

the methods of a tyrannical society in order to preserve freedom? You can see the 

paradox. Now I believe that we have got just about the right answer in Britain. But we 

are very well aware of the difficulties of violence and of the difficulties of getting 

evidence sufficient to enable our police and those who are responsible for indicting 

these people to bring cases to court. 

Q 

During your meeting with Mr. Gandhi did he comment on the behaviour of the 

Sikhs? 

PM 

Look, the meeting I had this morning with the [ Rajiv Gandhi] Prime Minister was 

entirely private. We did not go into detail. I had made it perfectly clear and repeated 

again the same thing which I have said to you in my opening statement this evening, 

because I wanted to make it clear that the overwhelming majority of the people of the 

United Kingdom whatever their background are absolutely at one with all of the 

parliamentarians and political leaders who have come to the funeral. We greatly 

mourn the loss of Mrs. Gandhi,[fo 5] we greatly admire her, and many of us had a 

very great affection for her as well. 

Q 

Did your relationship with Mrs. Gandhi help Britain to win contracts in this country? 

Do you think that you will have exactly the same sort of rapport with the new Prime 

Minister? 

PM 

Well, one cannot win contracts unless ones people are efficient and put in very good 

offers and very good tenders for the contracts. I obviously hope that will continue. I 

think we do have a special feel for India and that always helps. In addition to that I 

think our companies are now very efficient and that they will have a very good chance 

of getting future contracts in India because of their efficiency. And of course we come 

in behind them because sometimes it is a question of one company in one country 

plus a government in that country against another company in another country plus 

the government in that country. We try to support our own companies just as other 

governments support theirs. 

Q 

…   . your relationship with Mrs. Gandhi at some point ... 



PM 

I think it was a relationship with India, a relationship between the United Kingdom 

and India. Doubtless it helped that I saw Mrs. Gandhi and made a point of seeing her 

quite frequently and if ever I came through India of course I saw Mrs. Gandhi. But I 

think you have to make contracts on your performance. 

Q 

Prime Minister, can I ask you how many people you are seeing today, this evening? 

PM 

Quite a number of people, indeed it goes up rather fast. President Zia, President 

Jayewardene, President Machel, and Mr. Shultz,—that is four this evening. I had just 

a brief word with Mr. Garret Fitzgerald. Of course I do see him quite often. 

Tomorrow, we leave as you know at 10.30 because I have to get back for the state 

opening of Parliament early next week, and I am seeing Mr. Nakasone early 

tomorrow morning before I leave. 

Q 

We understand that the England cricket team are considering the future, or indeed 

the launching of a re-arranged tour of[fo 6] India. Has your government made any 

recommendations to the cricket authorities? 

PM 

Not as far as I am aware. Obviously it would not have been the right time to make 

such a representation. Cricket matters I am sure will be dealt with between those who 

are managing the cricket team and their Indian hosts. Until today was over I doubt 

very much whether they could have considered the future of the tour or what to do in 

the interim. 

High Commissioner. Could I say a word here? I have been in touch with the British 

team who are here and they have been in touch with the Indian cricketing authorities 

and they have reached full agreement with them that of course there is no question of 

the British team playing cricket in India, publicly, or indeed privately, in the period of 

national mourning—nobody will be doing so. They are in the process of working out 

what sound to me are going to be very satisfactory arrangements for resuming their 

Indian tour as soon as the period of mourning is over with the minimum alteration to 

it. Meanwhile, with the full agreement and consent of the Indian cricketing 

authorities, they are making arrangements to spend a few days next week out of India 

playing cricket in Sri Lanka. It has been sorted out just in the last half hour. 

Q 



Prime Minister, when you spoke to the new Prime Minister did he give you the 

impression ... assassination? 

PM 

Look, it was both a private and a courtesy visit, and obviously on the morning of the 

funeral of a dearly loved mother and [ Indira Gandhi] Prime Minister, it was not the 

occasion to get into great difficulty, and it would have been tactless and heartless and 

thoughtless to have done so. 

Q 

Could you describe what you will be talking about to President Zia? 

PM 

I do not normally describe what I am going to talk about before I talk about it. I do 

not think there will be any surprises in the conversation that we have had.[fo 7] 

Q 

And the same applies to everyone else I presume? 

PM 
I think so. 
 



1985 Oct 14 Mo 
Margaret Thatcher 
Speech at dinner for Indian Prime Minister (Rajiv Gandhi) 

Document 
type: 

public statement 

Document 

kind: 

Speech 

Venue: No.10 Downing Street 

Source: speaking text 

Journalist: - 
Editorial 

comments: 

Dinner was 2015 for 2030. The BBC Sound Archive hold a recording of 

the after dinner speeches. 

Your Royal Highness, [ Rajiv Gandhi] Prime Minister, My Lords, Ladies and 

Gentlemen. First let me extend a very warm welcome to you, Mr Prime Minister, to 

your wife and to all the members of your delegation. We are absolutely delighted to 

have you in Britain for this visit to which we attach very great importance indeed. 

None of us will ever forget the terrible moment almost a year ago to the day when we 
heard of your [ Indira Gandhi] mother's death. Equally none of us who made that sad 
journey to Delhi will ever forget the dignity with[fo 1] which you expressed the grief 
of a family, a nation and the world. We admired the calm authority with which you 
assumed office as Prime Minister. And our admiration has grown apace throughout 
your first year in office. What has made an impression above all has been the act of 
statesmanship represented by your agreement with moderate Sikh leaders, now 
endorsed by the people of the Punjab. We hope that agreement and that endorsement 
will finally convince the extremists and the terrorists that their activities are futile. 
And I assure you that we in Britain will do everything which our law allows to 
ensure[fo 2] that terrorism is destroyed, and those who incite it and practice it are 
punished. We have this afternoon discussed some practical steps in that direction, 
and I was able to tell you that we are ready to extend the Suppression of Terrorism 
Act to India. I believe that this would be an important step forward in dealing with 
the problem. 
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HC Deb 14 March 1984 vol 56 cc177-8W 

178W 

§ 

Mr. Chope asked the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth 

Affairs if he will make representations to the Indian Government about the 

treatment of Sikhs in the Punjab. 

§ 
Mr. Whitney No. 
 
 

 

 

HC Deb 21 March 1984 vol 56 cc1039-40 

1039 

§ 

10. Mr. Durant asked the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth 

Affairs if he will seek to pay an official visit to India. 

§ 

Mr. Whitney My right hon. and learned Friend has at present no plans to do 

so. 

§ 

Mr. Durant I understand the Foreign Secretary's difficulty in visiting India at 

present. However, is my hon. Friend aware that some of my constituents with 

relations in India are worried about the recent disturbances in Kashmir and 

the Punjab? Will the Minister express those anxieties to the high commission 

in London? 

§ 

Mr. Whitney Concern over what is happening in the Punjab is felt by all of us. 

It is a matter concerning internal political developments in India. We 

sympathise with the Indian Government over the level of violence. We believe 

that the differences between India and Pakistan about Kashmir should be 

settled by the two Governments. We hope that no worsening of the 



difficulties will occur and, certainly, that there will be no development of 

violence. 

§ 

Mr. James Lamond Has the Minister read the final document issued after the 

non-aligned conference in New Delhi a year ago, which said that the non-

aligned countries were gravely concerned about the deployment throughout 

the world of foreign nuclear missiles, including cruise missiles, and about the 

severe impact of the arms race on developing countries, since three-quarters 

of global expenditure is undertaken by the developed countries? If those 

matters were brought up during a meeting with Mrs. Gandhi, would the 

Foreign Secretary be uneasy during the discussion? 

§ 

Mr. Whitney We also are concerned about continuing and increasing 

expenditure on arms, but our primary concern must be for the security of the 

United Kingdom and our allies. We therefore look to the Soviet Union to echo 

the concern that we have expressed and to respond to the numerous Western 

overtures. 

§ 

Mr. Budgen Does my hon. Friend agree that the question by my hon. Friend 

the Member for Reading, West (Mr. Durant) is a good illustration of the 

mistake made by the Government in allowing dual nationality under the 

British Nationality Act? 

§ 

Mr. Whitney I cannot agree with my hon. Friend. The British Nationality Act 

made a positive contribution to race relations, but that matter is more 

properly one for my right hon. and learned Friend the Home Secretary. 

1040 

§ 

Dr. M. S. Miller If the Foreign Secretary goes to India, will he make it 

abundantly clear to Mrs. Gandhi that the British Government have no 

intention of joining in any demands for self-determination for the Sikhs in 



the Punjab? 

§ 

Mr. Whitney I certainly give that assurance. 

§ 

Mr. Janner As the "Easter Eye" programme has caused consternation in India 

by giving publicity to the case of the Kashmiri terrorists, will the Minister 

take this opportunity to express the condemnation and horror of the 

Government, the House and the British people at the assassination of Indian 

diplomat Mhatre? 

§ 

Mr. Whitney We have expressed to the Indian Government our condemnation 

of the extraordinary and alarming assassination and our great regret at the 

incident. With regard to the television programme "Eastern Eye", we 

understand the feelings of the Indian Government. The Indian high 

commission is in direct contact with the Independent Broadcasting Authority 

and with the television company concerned. 

§ 

Mr. Michael Brown If my hon. Friend makes representations to the Indian 

high commissioner, will he draw his attention to the fact that India has 

curtailed exports of tea, which has distorted and increased the price of tea 

on the world market, especially in the United Kingdom? Will my hon. Friend 

find out from the high commissioner whether there is any opportunity for a 

further increase in the amount of tea exported from India, especially to the 

United Kingdom? 

§ 
Mr. Whitney I have not made or envisaged any representations to the high 
commissioner on that, but I will certainly look into the matter. 
 

 

 

 



HC Deb 15 June 1984 vol 61 c602W 

602W 

§ 

Mr. Tony Banks asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department how 

many police were involved in duties associated with the Sikh demonstration 

in London on 9 June against the storming of the Golden Temple of Amritsar; 

what was the estimated cost; what was the police estimate of the numbers 

involved; and how many arrests were made. 

§ 

Mr. Hurd I believe the hon. Member has in mind the demonstration which 

took place in London on 10 June. The Commissioner of Police of the 

Metropolis tells me that 3,555 police officers were deployed during the 

demonstration; that the estimated additional cost was approximately 

£32,500; that some 20,000 people are estimated to have taken part in the 

event; and that there were six arrests. 
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§ 

Mr. Proctor asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department if he will 

call for a report from the chief 

297W 

constable of Merseyside concerning incidents of public disorder involving 

Sikhs which occurred in Liverpool on Friday 8 June; and if he will make a 

statement on the substance of the report. 

§ 

Mr. Hurd The chief constable tells me that at 1.15 pm on 8 June, about 450 

sikhs gathered outside the office of the assistant Indian high commissioner 

in Liverpool. A petition was handed in at the office, and the demonstration 



continued some 20 yd. away. An Indian national flag was burned. Stones, and 

two petrol bombs, were thrown in the direction of the building, there was no 

damage. The demonstrators dispersed after about three hours. Police 

officers were present in some numbers. There were four arrests. Two people 

have been charged with offences contrary to section 2 of the Explosives 

Substances Act 1883, and two others with assaulting a police officer and 

conduct conducive to a breach of the peace. Four police officers incurred 

minor injuries. There is in this country a freedom of demonstration within 

the law, and the motive for a demonstration provides no immunity from the 

law. 

§ 

Mr. Proctor asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department if he will 

call for a report from the chief constable of the west midlands concerning 

incidents of public disorder involving Sikhs which occurred in Birmingham on 

Friday 8 June; and if he will make a statement on the substance of the report. 

§ 

Mr. Hurd The only event in Birmingham on 8 June currently known to have 

involved Sikhs was a demonstration in the morning by about 300 people, 

outside the office of the assistant Indian high commissioner. This event 

passed without incident. 
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call for a report from the chief constable of the west midlands concerning 

incidents of public disorder involving Sikhs which occurred in Birmingham on 

Friday 8 June; and if he will make a statement on the substance of the report. 
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involved Sikhs was a demonstration in the morning by about 300 people, 

outside the office of the assistant Indian high commissioner. This event 

passed without incident. 
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§ 

Mr. Proctor asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department what 

recent representations he has received 

300W 

from the Sikh community and others requesting improvements in assistance 

for repatriation; what response he gave; and if he will make a statement. 

§ 

Mr. Waddington In April 1984 I met a delegation which included some 

representatives of the Sikh community. At this meeting, it was suggested 

that the financial assistance provided under section 29 of the Immigration 

Act 1971 to persons who wished to return permanently to their country of 

origin should include a lump sum payment to help with resettlement 

expenses. I explained that it was not possible to make any such payment 

under the section 29 scheme and that the Government had no plans for any 

amending legislation. 
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§ 

Mr. Watts asked the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth 

Affairs what representations he has received from the Sikh community in the 

United Kingdom about the storming of the Golden Temple in Amritsar; and 

what discussions Her Majesty's Government have had with the Government of 

India about this incident. 

§ 

Mr. Whitney The Foreign and Commonwealth Office has received petitions 

and numerous letters from the Sikh community in the United Kingdom about 

recent events in Punjab. As this is an internal Indian matter, we have not 



sought to discuss it with the Indian Government. 
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3.30 pm 

§ 

The Prime Minister (Mrs. Margaret Thatcher) As the House will be aware, 

Mrs. Gandhi was assassinated in Delhi today. I am sure that right hon. and 

hon. Members in all parts of the House will be equally appalled at that tragic 

news. I am sure, too, that the whole House will wish to join in expressing to 

Mrs. Gandhi's family, and to the Government and people of India, our 

profound grief and sympathy. 

This despicable act has robbed India of a great and courageous leader. 

Daughter of Pandit Nehru, one of the pioneers of India's independence, she 

led her country for a total of 16 years as Prime Minister, a period which saw 

India's emergence as an industrial power as well as a major influence in 

world affairs. Her death has also robbed the Commonwealth of a statesman 

of outstanding stature and experience. 

Mrs. Gandhi chaired the Commonwealth Heads of Government meeting, in 

November last year, with dignity, authority and charm. We shall all feel the 

loss of her wise counsel and her deep humanity, the more so because we 

knew her not only as a statesman but as a friend of this country. 

I understand, although it is not yet confirmed officially, that Mrs. Gandhi's 

son, Rajiv Gandhi, whom we know well and for whom we have both affection 

and respect, has been sworn in as the new Indian Prime Minister. We wish 

him well at this difficult hour in his country's history. 

Only a few days ago, Mrs. Gandhi sent me a message in which she said: “All 

terrorism and violence are condemnable and contemptible".” The murder of a 

democratic leader is an attack on democracy itself. We utterly condemn this 

savage and treacherous crime. Let there be no doubt that acts of terrorism 

will only strenghten the resolve of free peoples that those who resort to 

violence shall not prevail. 



§ 

Mr. Neil Kinnock (Islwyn) May I first associate all of us on this side of the 

House with the expressions of sympathy offered by the Prime Minister to the 

family of Mrs. Gandhi, and offer good wishes to the new Prime Minister of 

India. 

We mourn with the people of India the tragic and violent death of Mrs. Indira 

Gandhi. She was a woman of immense stature whose life was full of turmoil, 

challenge and great achievement. From the age of 12, when she joined the 

non-co-operation movement, her whole life was given to securing the 

emancipation of her country, first in the struggle for independence and then 

in the even more monumental task of economic and political development. 

Mrs. Gandhi knew, in the words of her friend, Aneurin Bevan, that political 

liberty is the by-product of economic sufficiency. In that knowledge she 

fought a lifelong contest against poverty and against war, the bringer of 

poverty. 

For nearly 20 years, for half the life of independent India, Indira Gandhi was 

the most important figure in that country. Throughout that time the 

principles that guided her were devotion to the maintenance of parliamentary 

democracy and determination to produce tolerance and common purpose 

out of the diversity and distinctiveness of the peoples of India. 

1298 

India and Britain are linked by centuries of history, by family, by community 

and by the ties of the Commonwealth, in which Indira Ghandi was an 

inspiring leader. We cherish all those relationships, and because of that we 

grieve today for the death of a fellow democrat, and we grieve for the death 

of a friend. 

Mrs. Gandhi was a woman of greatness and vitality. Her attention to the 

dominant issues of our time went far beyond the boundaries of her beloved 

India. She was a cofounder of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries and a 

wise and courageous advocate of political dialogue between North and 

South, East and West. She played a vital role in resisting the proliferation of 



nuclear weapon states. She was tireless in her argument for reform of the 

world's financial and trading systems. She was a fierce opponent of racism 

and sectarianism of every sort and a resilient promoter of racial harmony in 

every country, including our own. 

In all nations and in every age, there is a chasm between the ideals of peace 

and harmony and the fulfilment of those ideals. Indira Gandhi spent her 

years trying to bridge that chasm with a determination that was at times 

almost superhuman. She brought intellect and imagination to bear on every 

task, and in defeat or victory, failure or triumph, she had a compelling 

dignity that must be a model for all who would seek to lead. 

There will be many tributes to Indira Gandhi in great Parliaments like this and 

in other places throughout the world wherever freedom from want and 

freedom from oppression are valued. But we can best mark her memory by 

seeing that in our time her campaigns to achieve those objectives of freedom 

are fulfilled. 

Today, another democrat was brutally murdered. That shall not wound 

democracy. Its strength overwhelms violence; its appeal ignores boundaries 

on maps or in the minds of people around the world. With Mahatma Gandhi 

we say: “I do not want to shut my home to be walled in on all sides, nor my 

windows to be shut. I want the culture of all lands to blow about my house as 

freely as possible, but I refuse to be blown off my feet by any of them.” 

Nothing shall blow democracy off its feet. 

§ 

Mr. David Steel (Tweedale, Ettrick and Lauderdale) My hon. Friends and I 

wish to be associated with the expressions of sympathy to Mrs. Gandhi's 

family, the Government and people of India. Does the Prime Minister agree 

that the terrible murder of Mrs. Gandhi illustrates again how violence breeds 

violence and that the greatest challenge facing leaders in our democratic 



societies is how to encourage their peoples to reconcile conflicts within those 

countries by peaceful means? Does the right hon. Lady recognise that we 

wish to pay tribute to Mrs. Gandhi's remarkable leadership, inside and 

outside the Commonwealth, of the developing countries in their efforts to 

secure a more just share of world resources, which was appreciated round 

the world? 

§ 

Mr. Mark Carlisle (Warrington, South) As treasurer of the Commonwealth 

Parliamentary Association, the chairman of which is Dr. Jakhar, Speaker of 

the Lok Sabha of India, and on behalf of Members of Parliament of all creeds, 

races and political parties throughout the Commonwealth, I should like to 

express what I believe would be their feelings of shock and horror at this 

outrage, their distress at the enormous loss that it has meant to the 

Commonwealth as a whole, and their sympathy to the members of Mrs. 

Gandhi's family. 
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§ 

Dr. David Owen (Plymouth, Devonport) We, like all others, grieve for India 

and for the family of Indira Gandhi. We should remember that she probably 

lost her life in defending the unity of her country, that most precious asset, 

with its democracy. We should also remember that perhaps her greatest 

legacy is that she hands to her son a united and democratic country. A 

country that was able to sustain within months of independence the tragic 

loss of Mahatma Gandhi is strong enough to sustain even this loss. 

§ 

Mr. James Molyneaux (Lagan Valley) I wish to associate with what has been 

said the people of Northern Ireland, who themselves have experienced 

terrorism, as indeed has the Prime Minister. We share the Prime Minister's 

determination that violence must never be permitted to attain its objectives. 

§ 

Sir Dudley Smith (Warwick and Leamington) As Member of Parliament for a 



constituency with one of the largest Sikh populations in the country, 

although many of them disagree with some of the policies of the Indian 

Government, I am sure that they condemn what has happened today. Does 

my right hon. Friend the Prime Minister agree that violence of this kind must 

always be rejected wherever it occurs, whether in New Delhi or in Brighton, 

because in the end, whatever our colour, it diminishes us all? 

§ 

Mr. Laurie Pavitt (Brent, South) As a former secretary and president of the 

Endo-British Group, you, Mr. Speaker, will be aware of the deep concern and 

continuous interest and affection in which Back Benchers of both Houses of 

Parliament hold the great continent of India. 

I thank the Prime Minister and the Foreign Secretary for their speedy visit to 

India House this morning. I know that the high commissioner greatly 

appreciated it. 

As the House is to be prorogued today, Back Benchers will have little time to 

sign the book that is now open. With permission, therefore, the letter being 

sent by the officers of the Indo-British Group is available in both Whips' 

Offices for signature by Members of all parties so that the prorogation 

difficulty can be overcome. 

Those of us who had the privilege of meeting and listening to the late Indira 

Gandhi were well aware that so often the great people of India, despite their 

great responsibilities, have an inner calm and peace. It is thus excessively 

sad that such a person should be mown down in violence. 

Several Hon. Members rose—— 

§ 

Mr. Speaker Order. I am sure that the whole House, including many hon. 

Members—I am one—who have sizeable Asian communities in their 

constituencies, wish to echo the tributes, but because it would be difficult to 

call all those wishing to speak I think that we should now move on. 

 

 



 

 
 

London Sikh Community (March and Rally) 

HC Deb 27 November 1984 vol 68 c420W 

420W 

§ 

Mr. Teddy Taylor asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department if 

he wall make a statement outlining the nature of the request which the 

London Sikh community submitted to the Metropolitan police recently on the 

holding of a march to Hyde park and a meeting in the park; and what 

decision he has made on these requests. 

§ 

Mr. Giles Shaw Members of the Sikh community in London informed the 

Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis that it was their intention to hold a 

religious meeting on 18 November followed by a march through London to 

commemorate those Sikhs recently killed in India. The plans were for a 

religious service to take place in Hyde park from 12.30 pm to 2.00 pm; at 

2.30 pm those assembled would march to Jubilee gardens via Hyde park 

corner, Victoria street, Westminster bridge and York road. 
The Commissioner was of the opinion that his powers to give directions 
under section 3(1) of the Public Order Act 1936 would be insufficient to 
prevent serious public disorder. He therefore sought the Home Secretary's 
consent to an order under section 3(3) of the Act prohibiting, from 17 
November to 24 November, the holding of all public processions within the 
Metropolitan police district, except those customarily held of a religious, 
educational, festive or ceremonial character. My right hon. and learned 
Friend gave his consent to the order on 16 November. In the light of this 
decision my right hon. Friend the Secretary of State for the Environment 
withdrew the permission he had initially granted for the use of Hyde park as 
a meeting and assembly point. 
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§ 

Mr. Parry asked the Prime Minister if she will make a statement on her recent 

visit to south-east Asia. 

§ 

The Prime Minister I visited Malaysia, Singapore, Indonesia and Sri Lanka 

and made brief stops in Brunei, India and Saudi Arabia. I had most useful 

conversations with the Heads of Government of each of the countries I 

visited. 

In my talks with Dr. Mahathir of Malaysia we were able to settle the issue of a 

fifth frequency for the Malaysian Airline System which has been an obstacle 

in our relations. 

My talks with Mr. Lee Kuan Yew in Singapore ranged widely over international 

issues. As always, it was of the greatest interest to hear his views. 

My visit to Indonesia was the first by a British Prime Minister and enabled me 

to see at first hand the remarkable development of this large and important 

country. 

I was very struck by the rapid and exciting economic growth of the south-

east Asian countries which I visited. I am certain that there are good 

opportunities for cooperation and trade between them and Britain which it 

was my purpose to promote. 

In Sri Lanka I was able, with President Jayewardene, to commission the 

Victoria dam, the largest single British aid project in any country. It will bring 

material benefits to many of Sri Lankan citizens and is also a mark of the 

British people's concern for the economic well-being and progress of the 

developing countries. I was also able to discuss with the Sri Lankan 

Government the communal conflict. I agreed with President Jayewardene that 

terrorism must not be allowed to succeed, but that efforts 
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should be made to achieve a political solution by consultation and 



reconciliation with those members of the Tamil community who are prepared 

to pursue their objectives peacefully. 

In India, I was able to continue the exchanges which I have already had with 

the Indian Prime Minister, Mr. Rajiv Gandhi. I expressed to him directly my 

concern at the activities of the small number of extremists among the Sikh 

community in Britain and the Government's willingness to do everything 

within our powers to prevent Britain being used as a base for incitement or 

support of intercommunal tension in India. 

In Saudi Arabia, I was able to hear directly from his Majesty King Fahd his 

views on developments and problems in the middle east and other matters. 

All the countries I visited have important links with Britain, either through 
trade or as members of the Commonwealth. They include some of the fastest 
growing countries of the world, both economically and in terms of their 
political significance. I have no doubt that my tour deepened Britain's 
relations with them and will have helped to create new opportunities for 
British trade. 
 
 
 
 
 

India 

HC Deb 22 May 1985 vol 79 cc991-3 

991 

§ 

3. Mr. Janner asked the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth 

Affairs whether he is satisfied with the current state of relations with India. 

§ 

Sir Geoffrey Howe We attach great importance to maintaining the very close 

relations we enjoy with India. My right hon. Friend the Prime Minister visited 

India in April, and we hope to welcome Mr. Gandhi here soon. 

§ 

Mr. Janner Does the Foreign Secretary realise that the problems with the 



Westland helicopters are symptomatic of the worst relations between the 

United Kingdom and India for many years? If we are to retain the good will of 

Prime Minister Gandhi and most of his Government, should we not make a 

generous gesture in the form of aid, together with a review of our law, which 

manifestly failed to deal with the supporters of terrorism after the tragic 

assassination of Mrs. Indira Gandhi? 
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§ 

Sir Geoffrey Howe The hon. and learned Gentleman takes a close interest in 

these matters. I ask him not to conclude that the Westland helicopter matter 

had an effect, or flows from an effect, on bilateral relations. Mr. Gandhi 

expressed some technical reservations about those helicopters, and further 

information on them was supplied to the Indian Government. We have not yet 

received a formal response. 

The hon. and learned Gentleman is right to draw attention to the behaviour 

of a small and unrepresentative group of Sikh extremists in Britain. We 

utterly condemn their behaviour, which did much undeserved harm to the 

reputation of their community, the great majority of whom are law-abiding. 

It should be understood that those who break the law will, like any other 

citizens, suffer the consequences. 

§ 

Mr. Dickens Should we not be thanking our Prime Minister, who, in spite of a 

tiring and exerting visit to the far east, still found time to visit Mr. Gandhi? It 

is her usual practice. When touring abroad, she likes to call in on Delhi to 

keep up our very good relationships. Is it not a fact that the Indian nation is 

now interested in purchasing many other types of British goods? 

§ 

Sir Geoffrey Howe I gladly endorse the tribute paid by my hon. Friend to my 

right hon. Friend the Prime Minister. He is right to draw our attention to our 

exports to India, which last year totalled no less than £780 million. I should 

like to remind the House that Mr. Gandhi is expected to visit the United 



Kingdom this year. He has accepted an invitation in principle, and I am sure 

that he will be warmly welcomed by the British people. 

§ 

Mr. Meadowcroft Is the Foreign Secretary aware that many British citizens 

belonging to the Sikh religion, who are law-abiding, are desperately 

concerned at the continued violence against Sikhs in India, and are anxious 

that that should not spill over into this country? Will the right hon. and 

learned Gentleman make representations to the representatives of the Indian 

Government, to express our concern at the continued problems being faced 

by members of the Sikh community in India? 

§ 

Sir Geoffrey Howe I understand the concern expressed by the hon. 

Gentleman on that matter. It is right to acknowledge that the Indian Prime 

Minister has made several statesmanlike moves in relation to the problems in 

India. He has released the Akali Dal leadership, legalised the All-India Sikh 

Students Federation, and organised a judicial inquiry into the riots after Mrs. 

Gandhi's assassination. Those moves deserve to be acknowledged. 

§ 

Sir John Farr Will my right hon. and learned Friend confirm that he is not 

entirely happy with the state of affairs in India? Apart from the helicopter 

deal that fell through, the Indian Prime Minister is at present on his first 

official visit abroad to Russia, where he is now, and will be for the next week, 

and his next official visit abroad is to Washington, where he will be for 

another week. As India is the biggest democracy in the free world, will my 

right hon. and learned Friend assure the House that he is a little concerned 

about the situation? We want to get the Indian Prime Minister into Britain as 

soon as we can. 

§ 

Sir Geoffrey Howe Of course, I am anxious to ensure that the close relations 

to which I referred in my original answer are maintained and strengthened, 

but it is worth reminding the House that both the Prime Minister and 
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myself met the Indian Prime Minister in Moscow. As has been said, the Prime 
Minister herself visited New Delhi not many weeks ago. So, too, have my 
right hon. Friend the Secretary of State for Transport and my right hon. 
Friend the Minister for Overseas Development. Several other ministerial visits 
to India are planned in the fairly near future. As I have said, Mr. Gandhi has 
accepted an invitiation in principle to vist the United Kingdom this year. What 
my hon. Friend says underlines the point that he will be warmly welcomed by 
the British people when he comes. 
 
 
 
 
 

Sikhs (Political Asylum) 

HC Deb 20 June 1985 vol 81 c182W 
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§ 

Mr. Bidwell asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department what was 

the number of Sikhs who arrived in the United Kingdom over the past 12 

months claiming political asylum; and how many claims were approved. 

§ 
Mr. Waddington The relevant statistics are recorded only by nationality of 
the applicant. According to provisional figures, 65 applications for asylum 
were received from Indian citizens in the 12 months up to 31 May 1985; and 
during the same period none was granted. 
 
 
 
 

British Sikhs 
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§ 

Mr. Bidwell asked the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth 

Affairs if he will make representations to the Indian Government seeking a 

relaxation of visa requirements as they affect Sikhs who are British citizens 

and who wish to visit relatives in India. 

§ 



Mr. Rifkind It would be invidious to request special treatment for any 
category of British citizens. We have on several occasions drawn the attention 
of the Indian Government to the practical consequences of their visa regime 
for British travellers, and expressed the hope that the regime may be lifted as 
conditions in Punjab return to normal. 
 
 
 

Prevention of Terrorism Act (Sikhs) 

HC Deb 17 February 1986 vol 92 c51W 
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§ 

Mr. Ground asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department if he will 

make a statement on the use of the Prevention of Terrorism Act against 

members of the Sikh community settled in the United Kingdom. 

§ 

Mr. Giles Shaw Since 11 October 1985 the number of arrests under the 

Prevention of Terrorism Act of people appearing to be Sikhs is 20. 

  

Golden Temple, Amritsar 

HC Deb 12 May 1986 vol 97 c351W 
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§ 

Mr. Watts asked the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth 

Affairs what information he has about the recent disturbances at the Golden 

Temple in Amritsar; and if he will make a statement. 

§ 
Mr. Eggar Five Sikhs, who had led an occupation of the Golden Temple since 
January, declared the "independence" of "Khalistan" on 29 April. Their 
occupation was terminated by the Punjab police and Indian paramilitary 
forces on 30 April. Casualties and damage are reported to have been 
minimal. 
 
 
 



India 
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§ 

Motion made, and Question proposed, That this House do now adjourn.—

[Mr. Patnick] 

§ 

10 pm 

§ 

Mr. Max Madden (Bradford, West) I am pleased to introduce a short debate 

on relations between Her Majesty's Government and India, the first such 

debate in the House for some considerable time. I have recently returned 

from a brief visit to India, and I thank the authorities, especially the governor 

of the Punjab, for their assistance and co-operation, and a range of human 

rights organisations and their brave and dedicated members for their help 

and support during my visit. 

My main purpose was to investigate human rights in the Punjab. With the 

intractable problem of Northern Ireland much in my mind, I realise that no 

Britisher in India can feel superior when discussing human rights in the 

Punjab, where the forces of law and order are pitched against terrorists. I 

talked to police officers in the Punjab who, like security officers in Northern 

Ireland, told me that many of the terrorists were gangsters who preyed on 

Sikhs and Hindus for money and power. Few, they argued, were motivated by 

dreams of an independent Khalistan. 

I talked to human rights groups in the Punjab who, like their counterparts in 

Northern Ireland, told me that state violence and repression had alienated 

many in the Punjab, Sikh and Hindu, and had provoked widespread violence 

and terror. Both sides claimed, rightly I am sure, that all ordinary people in 



the Punjab, Sikh and non-Sikh, are sickened by violence and want an end to 

it. I talked to scores of those ordinary people, and their stories were deeply 

disturbing. 

I shall never forget the Sikh father whose 14-year-old daughter was raped 

and drowned by a police officer. The father was brutally beaten by police 

three times over two days. He was seeking the return of his daughter's body 

for cremation. He was warned that, if he did not stop complaining, what had 

happened to his 14-year-old daughter would happen to his seven-year-old 

daughter. The father is refusing to wear shoes until he gets justice. 

I shall not forget the young Sikh who was shot as a terrorist after he stood 

with his arms above his head in a field for five minutes. The police later 

admitted that they had made a mistake. Senior police officers saluted at the 

young man's cremation. His family is still waiting for the compensation that 

it was promised. 

I shall not forget the relatives of the young man who was shot while 

marching in a Sikh religious festival. Again, the police admitted a mistake. 

His brother has been warned off pressing for police officers to be punished. 

I shall not forget the 500 prisoners in the Amritsar security prison who lined 

up in the sun to meet me and my team. Each one was holding his record 

papers. There were more than 300 held on petty offences without bail. The 

youngest was a boy of 14  who had been held in that prison for eight 

months without trial. 

There were mothers and daughters who talked about their husbands and 

brothers who had been abducted by the police months and even years ago. 

There were men and women who showed us bruises, scars, broken arms and 

broken legs that were the result of police interrogation. I shall never forget 

the men and women who complained of 
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systematic police harassment, with regular house searches, property 

smashed, goods and money stolen, and threats of extortion of money to 

avoid imprisonment. 



There is no doubt that Operation Bluestar, the Army code name for the attack 

on the Golden temple in 1984, will never be forgotten or forgiven by most 

Sikhs. It defiled their holiest place and strengthened the view of many of 

them that the last Indian Government had embarked upon a deliberate policy 

of eradicating Sikhs, who form just 2 per cent. of India's population. Such 

feelings were intensified by the massacre of 5,000 Sikhs in Delhi hours after 

the assassination of Mrs. Indira Ghandi and of many Sikhs in other parts of 

India. 

In Delhi, I visited some of the 1,200 widows struggling to bring up their 

families alone. One woman cried bitterly as she showed me the photographs 

of her dead husband and sons. She lost 18 relatives to the murderous mobs. 

From the window of a two-roomed tenament, home to a family of six, I 

looked down across a mud hut village which is home to 1,000 families who 

fled east Delhi to find relative safety with other Sikhs in west Delhi. With the 

monsoons, this mud village becomes a sea of mud, with the summer heat a 

stinking cesspit. There are no drains, water supply or electricity; there are 

typhoid and cholera. The new governor of Delhi has promised these people a 

plot of land nearby where they can build decent homes. They hope that this 

promise will be kept and that the bulldozers will not return to demolish their 

huts. 

None of these people, the victims of murderous communalism, believe that 

what happened was spontaneous. The mobs were organised. They were led. 

The plan was to kill as many male Sikhs as possible, including boys and even 

babies. 

While the horror of the massacres will never dim, many Sikhs cheered last 

year's election of Mr. V. P. Singh as India's Prime Minister. The BJP, the Hindu 

fundamentalist party, appears opposed to Mr. Singh's pressing on with his 

plans, announced after his election victory, to secure reconciliation with the 

Sikhs in the Punjab. Elections to the Punjab state assembly are seen by Mr. 



Singh as a top priority. However, unless they are called by 11 May, 

President's rule will continue—and that will surely spark off more and 

escalating violence. 

There are those inside and outside the Punjab who believe that a new 

settlement for the Punjab is possible. A federal solution, with the central 

Government retaining powers over foreign relations, defence and 

communications, is widely supported. The Prime Minister and the new 

governor of the Punjab rightly stress that building confidence and trust is 

vital if reconciliation is to succeed. Early elections to the Punjab state 

assembly are seen by many as vital to that confidence-building process. 

There should also, in the view of many, be independent machinery for 

monitoring human rights in the Punjab, together with independent 

machinery for investigating complaints against the police. Amnesty 

International, which has hitherto, unfortunately, been refused permission to 

visit the Punjab, could offer the governor and the Government of India 

valuable advice about how to establish that machinery. 

During my visit, Sikhs complained to me about a number of problems. They 

complained about there being no Sikh in the Cabinet or in any of the senior 

executive positions in the Punjab Government. They complained about the 

apparent bar on Sikhs reaching the most senior 
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ranks of the army. Many Sikhs believe that they are mistrusted. They resent 

the propaganda that has depicted the Sikh turban worldwide as a symbol of 

terrorism. 

People living overseas, including British citizens of Sikh origin, find it difficult 

to visit their families and friends. I hope that the British Government will 

make representations to the Indian Government to make that easier. I also 

hope that they will make representations to the Indian Government urging 



them to allow young Sikhs form the Punjab to study in Britain and other 

overseas countries. At the moment, they experience great difficulty in 

obtaining student visas to study here or elsewhere. 

If there is uncertainty about the future of the Punjab, there is great anxiety 

about the future of Kashmir. During my visit to Kashmir, there were many 

reports of mass protests involving anything up to I million people, with 

deaths, injuries and many more soldiers being deployed. It is now believed 

that between 200,000 and 300,000 security forces are deployed in Kashmir, 

and more are on the way. A permanent curfew has been in place for the past 

nine weeks. 

Many argue that the people of Kashmir should be given a referendum in 

which they could vote freely and fairly for their future. There appear to be 

three options—for them to remain part of India, for them to join Pakistan or, 

the option that has been gaining support, for Kashmir valley to join Azad 

Kashmir and parts of Jammu, to become a new independent state. 

During my visit, a prominent Kashmiri business man who favoured the third 

option said: “We could become the Switzerland of Asia, with tourism and the 

careful development of our natural resources. The borders could be 

guaranteed internationally, safeguarded by the United Nations. A state of 10 

million people, we could become a tranquil, prosperous buffer between India 

and Pakistan.” The Indian Government are making a serious mistake by 

alleging that there are those outside Kashmir and outside India who are 

instigating violence and disorder in Kashmir. In making those charges, the 

Indian Government's credibility is seriously undermined so long as they 

refuse permission to foreigners to visit Kashmir, and so long as they stop the 

world's media reporting what is happening in Kashmir. 

I hope that India's new Prime Minister will quickly see the difficulties that his 

Government will face if they continue that policy. I hope that he will allow 



visitors and the free reporting of what is happening in Kashmir. I hope that 

the Indian Government will agree to a request that I made informally today to 

the Indian high commission for a parliamentary delegation from the House to 

be allowed to visit Kashmir shortly. I welcome the visit that is to be made to 

Kashmir next month by my right hon. Friend the Member for Manchester, 

Gorton (Mr. Kaufman). 

Some 56 British Members of Parliament, representing all political parties and 

from all parts of the United Kingdom, have now signed and supported 

motions on the Order Paper calling for the people of Kashmir to be allowed 

to determine their own destiny. 

At this time in Kashmir, there are severe shortages of food and water. There 

are drastic evacuations of non-Muslims from Kashmir. The authorities are 

transferring large numbers of prisoners from Kashmir to the much hotter 

climate of Rajastan, and there are worrying reports that death squads are 

being formed and trained. As I said earlier, there are reports of substantial 

extra troop deployments to Kashmir. 
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There can be no doubt that what has happened in the Punjab since 1984 

scars the reputation of India, the world's largest democracy, and that the 

popular uprising in Kashmir threatens peace in the region. All true friends of 

India—we are all well aware of the deep affection and regard that you, Mr. 

Speaker, have for that country, which is shared by many hon. Members—wish 

every good fortune to Mr. Singh and his Government in resolving the vexed 

and dangerous issues that threaten the future of his Government and, more 

important, the future and well-being of all the people of all religions of India. 

I hope that the Minister can say tonight that the Government are anxious to 

make representations to the Indian Government—especially on my requests 

for more efforts to facilitate visits by British citizens of Sikh origin to the 



Punjab, to help young Sikhs to study overseas, to allow foreign nationals to 

visit Kashmir and to allow the foreign media to report what is happening in 

Kashmir. 

I do not believe that the true friends of India would be unwilling to make 

such representations, because—as with any family—there are times when it 

is necessary for us to express our views robustly in private and, when the 

need arises, in public. The human rights position in the Punjab and the 

dangerous position in Kashmir; which seems to be deteriorating fast, call for 

the British Government to make such representations. Britain has a great 

historic responsibility for India's past, and it has a great responsibility now to 

speak up on behalf of people who have many relatives and friends there. 

The Kashmiri community are desperately worried about their families and 

their friends, and are concerned about the future of their country. Sikhs, too, 

have great worries. I hope that the Minister will echo their concerns, and will 

make it clear that the British Government, in the spirit of true friendship, are 

prepared to make representations to the Indian Government. 

10.16 pm 

§ 

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Foreign and 

Commonwealth Affairs (Mr. Tim Sainsbury) I congratulate the hon. 

Member for Bradford, West (Mr. Madden) on raising the important subject of 

Britain's relations with India. Those relations are reinforced by strong links of 

many kinds and on many levels—historical, political, cultural, commercial 

and, indeed, personal. The planned state visit to Britain next month by the 

President of India will be an occasion to which to celebrate the closeness and 

the warmth of those relations—a closeness and warmth which I know that 

you experienced, Mr. Speaker, during your visit to India last August. 

I shall not take up the time of the House by speaking at too much length of 

Britain's involvement in India's history before independence, except to note 



that it has left us with many things in common beyond a language and an 

obsession with cricket. Our democratic, administrative and legal systems are 

similar, but many countries have parliaments, bureaucrats and courts. What 

matters in this case is that Britain and India both rely on those institutions to 

protect the same values, the same democratic rights and the same civil 

liberties. When an Englishman and an Indian talk of freedom of speech and 

of the rule of law, they are talking about the same thing. I am certain that the 

Indian Government, no less than the British Government, are committed to 

the maintenance and promotion of those values, rights and liberties. 
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If I talk of a long historical connection, it is emphatically not out of a sense of 

nostalgia, but because our shared past gives both India and Britain common 

guideposts to the future in our shared determination to sustain democratic 

institutions and individual freedom under the law. 

One of the most important elements in relations between our two countries 

is represented by the many people of Indian origin who have settled in 

Britain. They have made a significant contribution to all aspects of national 

life here. Their continued involvement in, and concern for, their country of 

origin can be of great value in making our relations still closer, more 

substantial and more productive. 

The hon. Member raised certain human rights issues. I do not suggest that 

anybody in India would claim that India has a completely unblemished 

human rights record. Indeed, it is hard to point to a country that has. The 

Indian Government are the first to concede that abuses have taken place. As 

is scarcely surprising in so vast a developing country, the administration of 

law and order sometimes falls short of the best intentions of the 

Government. But India cannot reasonably be compared with countries that 

systematically abuse human rights as a matter of Government policy. 

India is a democratic country with an independent legal system to which 



those who believe they have been treated unfairly have recourse, and there is 

a vibrantly free press in which injustices can be and are exposed. I have no 

doubt of the genuine commitment of the Indian Government to the 

maintenance of political freedoms and civil liberties. Before we start to 

criticise, we need to consider the magnitude of the problems that India faces, 

in maintaining the unity and integrity of a secular state in so vast and 

complex a country, with its great diversity of race, religion, and language. 

The hon. Member also mentioned problems in Kashmir. Both the Indian and 

Pakistani Governments have been concerned by events there, and I believe, 

wish to avoid further increase in tension in the area. We have made clear our 

concern at the political unrest in the Kashmir valley, and at the loss of life 

that has resulted, whether through acts of terrorism, which, I am sure the 

hon. Gentleman will agree, can solve nothing, or through the shooting of 

reportedly unarmed civilian demonstrators by the security forces. 

Our own long-standing position on the dispute over the status of Kashmir 

has been one of neutrality. We believe it can be settled only by agreement 

between the two Governments concerned. We have recently discussed the 

situation there with representatives of both the Pakistan and Indian 

Governments. We have made it clear that we believe that the dispute is one 

to be settled between them, and we hope that they will be able to reach a 

peaceful settlement of the issues involved. We have encouraged both sides to 

avoid a confrontation which we are convinced neither side wants. We have 

also made it clear that we have absolutely no sympathy with those who 

espouse violence for political ends. At the same time, we hope that the 

problems of law and order to which the hon. Gentleman referred can be 

handled with maximum restraint. 
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There were a number of United Nations resolutions on Kashmir in 1948 and 

1949. The issue at the time was whether Kashmir should accede to Pakistan 



or India. Britian voted in favour of these resolutions, the texts of which 

represented agreement between India and Pakistan at the time, but much has 

happened since, not least the 1972 Simla agreement on bilateral relations 

between India and Pakistan. Under that agreement, both countries agreed “to 

settle their differences by peaceful means through bilateral negotiations or 

by any other peaceful means mutually agreed on between them".” Both sides 

also committed themselves to “a final settlement of Jammu and Kashmir".” 

Our long-standing position is entirely consistent with the terms of the 

agreement. We are confident that real progress in settling this dispute can be 

made only by agreements reached between India and Pakistan. 

The hon. Member may have read that the Indian Prime Minister convened an 

all-party meeting on 7 March to discuss the situation in Kashmir. The next 

day, a senior delegation of Indian Members of Parliament visited Kashmir to 

assess the situation. Mr. V.P. Singh has since appointed a Cabinet Minister 

for Kashmir, and a multi-party committee to assist him. We welcome these 

moves and hope that they may contribute to the search for a peaceful 

solution to the current problems. 

The hon. Member was able to be among the first foreign parliamentarians to 

visit the Punjab recently to investigate reports of alleged human rights 

violations. The House will have been concerned at learning of the various 

incidents to which he referred; but I am sure that he will not expect me to 

comment on them. The fact of his visit is, I hope the hon. Gentleman will 

agree, an encouraging sign of the determination of the Indian Government to 

find a solution to the current problems, and of their refusal to brush those 

problems under the carpet. 

I well understand the concern felt by many in the community here about their 

friends and families in India as a result of reports received about the 

situation in Punjab. However, we should look at the situation in the Punjab as 

a whole. In our view, many of the reports reaching people in this country do 



less than justice to the truth of this tragic and complex problem. 

The history of the current troubles in the Punjab is long and complex. The 

Sikh community in India have played a distinguished part in Indian life and 

customs, and continue to do so. Many of them seek to pursue their 

grievances and aspirations, as they are entitled to do, by legitimate 

constitutional means, but a minority are engaged in a bitter terrorist struggle 

against the authorities to achieve what they cannot achieve by democratic 

means—the dismemberment of the secular state of India. It is against this 

background that we need to view events in Punjab. 

Last year, tragically, over 2,000 people were reported killed in the Punjab in 

terrorist-related violence. There have been many reports during the last year 

of indiscriminate attacks on innocent people, including some by Sikhs on 

Sikhs trying to defend other members of the community. Earlier this month, 

we saw reports of terrorists firing on a bus in the Punjab. In the incident, 10 

people were reported to have been shot dead. In the same week, we saw 

reports of an attack by terrorists who opened fire in a crowded bazaar in 

Abohar in the south of the 
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Punjab, in which at least 31 people were left dead. Attempts to pin all 

responsibility for such outrages on the Indian Government fly in the face of 

the facts. 

Under the previous Government, in March last year a package of measures 

was introduced including the easing of restrictions and the release of 

detainees when no evidence could be brought against them. After being 

elected to office last November, the new Indian Government announced that 

they would give priority to resolving the current problems in the Punjab. 

Prime Minister V. P. Singh's visit to Amritsar in December was a brave and 

widely welcomed gesture. 



Last December and in January this year, he held two all-party meetings to 

discuss the Punjab. At the January meeting, the Indian Government 

introduced a package of measures which included a review of all detainee 

cases, and reminders to local police authorities of the need to maintain 

stricter police discipline, and I am sure that the hon. Gentleman welcomed 

that. The new Indian Government have also promised to bring to trial those 

accused of involvement in anti-Sikh riots which followed Mrs. Gandhi's 

assassination in late 1984. 

As the hon. Member went to the Punjab, he may be aware that the Indian 

Prime Minister visited the Punjab on 14 March and announced the formation 

of an advisory committee to help the administration of the state. That 

committee will consist of representatives of different political parties and 

social groups. I see that this development has been welcomed in the Indian 

press. 

The hon. Gentleman referred to the importance of building confidence. I 

agree with him, and I hope that he will agree that the measures to which I 

have referred are a step in that important direction. 

The Indian Government are determined—as any Government must be—to 

root out terrorism. We have made it clear on a number of occasions that we 

support them in their attempts to maintain the unity and integrity of India 

and in taking the necessary measures to deal with those who use violence as 

a means of achieving their aims. 
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The hon. Gentleman referred to a number of points on which he asked me to 

comment. He referred to encouraging young Sikhs to study in the United 

Kingdom. We welcome any overseas students from India who have been 

accepted for a full-time course of study and who can show that they have 

funds to support themselves here without working. 



In 1988–89, a total of 1,839 Indian students in the United Kingdom received 

British Government support. The special Foreign Office scholarships scheme 

for India has been increased since 1988, so that in this financial year we 

intend to spend just under £1 million, which will fund about 130 students 

here. We have no knowledge of students from the Punjab, or indeed from 

Kashmir, being prevented from attending courses. 

The hon. Gentleman referred to Amnesty International. We have commended 

Amnesty to the Indian Government at ministerial level as a serious and 

responsible organisation, but we accept that the issuing of visas is a matter 

for the Indian Government. We welcome the Indian Foreign Minister's answer 

to a parliamentary question on 15 March, when he said that the Indian 

Government were considering allowing an Amnesty International team to visit 

the Punjab. 

I return to the general subject of the debate—Britain's relations with India. I 

listened with interest to what the hon. Gentleman said and I urge him to 

work with us to continue to improve those relations and to encourage those 

in this country who have ties of blood and of kinship with India to support 

those who seek to resolve the country's problems by peaceful and 

constitutional means. That is what we owe to India, and to the principles by 

which we in Britain and the people of India live. 

§ 

The Question having been proposed at Ten o'clock and the debate having 

continued for half an hour, MR. SPEAKER adjourned the House without 

Question put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 

§ 
Adjourned at half-past Ten o'clock.


