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MR. SPEAKER: The rules are very
clear. Please see the Directions—
Questions, Call attention notices, leave

to motions for adjournment etc. These
were not written today.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
‘Unless the Speaker otherwise directs’,
I want you to direct otherwise.

MR. SPEAKER: Shri Patodia.

SHRI D, N. PATODIA (Jalore): I
call the attention of the Minister of
External Affairs to the following mat-
ter of urgent public importance and I
request that she make a statement
thereon:

. The reported massive supply of
_arms including lethal weapons by
the USSR to Pakistan and the re-
sulting danger to India’s security.

SHRI M, L. SONDHI (New Delhi):
And to Mrs. Gandhi!

" THE PRIME MINISTER, MINISTER
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Government’s concern at the Soviet
intention to supply arms to'Pakistan.
This concern has been voiced through-
out the country. We have also con-
veyed our feelings and reactions to the
Soviet Government,

" Before. I refer tc the exchanges
which have taken place between the
Soviet Union and ourselves on this
subject, I should like the House to
bear in mind that internationa] rela-
tions, as a ‘whole, are in a particularly
fluid state at the present time. The
old landmarks, the rigid divisions bet-
ween rival blocs, appear to be in the
process of disintegration, although
they have by no means disappeared.
Every nation, whether member o¢ a
bloc or not, is trying to assert its own
individuality in the conduct of its
policies. = The USA and the Soviet
Union, conscious of the need to reduce
the danger of a direct clash between
them, are evidently reshaping their
policies in accordance ith the chang-
ing conditions.

In these circumstances, our policy of
peace and friendship with all, and of
freedom to assess every issue on its
merits, while firmly upholding our
own nationa] indepeddence and dig-
nity, which is the essence of non-
alignment, has been fully vindicated.

SHRI RANGA

(Srik?kulam) :
Question. ...

(Interruption).

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI:
About three weeks ago, we received,
an indication from the Soviet Govern-
ment of their intention to supply some
military equipment to Pakistan, I
wrote to Chairman Kosygin expressing
our concern and pointing out the possi-
ble consequences and danger= of such
a move.

'REZETY
We had explained to the Soviet

Union that Pakistan hat‘no reasonable
justification to seek’the’'augmentation’ -
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And, as we had apprehended, Pakis-
tan did eventually use these against
us,

The attention of the Soviet Govern-
ment was also drawn to the fact that
Pakistan was getting arms not only
from her allies, but also from China,
in large quantities. Inevitably, this
accretion of strength had the effect of
encouraging Pakistan in its intransi-
gent and aggressive attitude towards
India. ’

We further pointed out to the Soviet
Union that Pakistan does not, in fact,
face any external threat. During the
last 20 years Pakistan had committed
aggression against us op three occa-
sions. Pakistan is accumulating arms
only for use against India. We also
pointed to our successive offers of a
No-War Pact which Pakistan had re-
peatedly rejected. As for Pakistan’s
protestations of peaceful intentions, we
have pointed out to the Soviet Union
that in spite of the assurances given
to us by the USA, Pakistan was not
inhibited in wusing American arms
against India in the Kutch conflict, and
subsequently in August 1965. The
USA could not prevent in from so do-
ng.

In these circumstances, we cannot
but view with concern this further
accretion of armed strength to Pakis-
tan. The unavoidable consequence
would be to accentuate tension in the
sub-continent and to add to our res-
ponsibilities in, regard to the defence
and security of our country. It will
make Pakistan even more intransigent
than she has been. Indeed, some re-
cent pronouncements made by leaders
of the Pakistan Government confirm
this.

The Soviet Union, like any other
country, is entitled to form her own
judgement as to where her interests
lie and how to promote them. But
we are bound to express our misgiv-
ings and apprehensions to the Soviet
leaders in all frankness. We do not
question either the motives or the good
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faith of the Soviet Union, but we dre
convinced that this development car-
not promote the cause of peace and
stability in the sub-continent.

The Soviet Union have reassured us
regarding the firm foundations on
which their friendship for our country
is based, They have further assured
us that they would not do anything
to weaken friendship with our country
or to injure our interests. They have
also informed us that they have told
the authorities in Pakistan that they
will stand by their agreements with
India and fulfil al] their commitments
to us.

The relations between India and the
Soviet Union are many sided. They
embrace many fields of our national
endeavour. The new development
should therefore be seen in the context
of the totality of these relations.

We have to face this development
ag it presents itself. We do not know
whether the Soviet Union has yet for-
malised an agreement with Pakistan
for the supply of arms, nor do we
have indications of the quantum or
character of these arms or the terms
and conditions of their delivery.

As I have earlier said, we view this
development with concern. I have no
doubt that Parliament and the nation’
will react to the situation with com-
posure and dignity. As always, the
defence and security of the country
will remain our paramount concerm.
We are confident that we can ensure
this with the full support of a united
people.

SHRI D, N. PATODIA: Sir, to say
the least, the statement made by the
Prime Minister has been most unfor-
tunate because it ignores certain vital
factors of this particular case. While
the Prime Minister has recognised the
changing attitude of powers like he’
USA and the USSR, she has bluntly
refused to accept any change so far as
India’s policy is concerned, and, ‘at
its minimum, the policy of appeasment
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(Shri D. N, Patodia).

of India hag completely failed. Russla
has learned how to ignore India and in
that process the result is that th.
country which was considered to be
the best friend of India is now supply-
ing arms and ammunition to a country
which is the worst enemy of India.

* What is this non-alignment where a
country like Pakistan which is so much
aligned is getting arms and ammuni-
tion from all over the world, from
CENTO, SEATO, from NATO, from
the United States and China and now
from Russia?

This is the policy; this cannot be
considered in isolation. Thig is the
terminating point of peaceful, appeas-
ing policy of the Government of India
from time to time.

Before coming to the question. I
want to make a small observation,
The Government of India had been
pursing a policy of appeasement, It is
significant to note that as they have
been following a policy of appease-
ment, the Russians have started neg-
lecting, ignoring and even humiliat-
ing India on various points. For in-
stance, take the case of Radio Peace
and Progress. How many protests the
Government of India had lodged with
the Russian Government and what
is their reaction? Even as late
as in the month of June, they
have started criticising on leaders.
Another case is with regard to
the world map published by the
Soviet Union in 1967; the protest was
lodged in 1955, 13 years back. In
spite of protests, in spite of the letters
of the Government of India, the
Russian Governmerit have again put
the same things, Coming to the supply
of arms, the Prime Minister said that
they are not aware of the details, and
the nature of the deal or the nature of
the armaments. What is this? This
affects both diplomacy as well as intel-
Ngence. Ig our intelligence so weak?
Secondly, are the Russians not pre-
pared to take us into confildence even
to this extent that they do not give us
the information about arms and am-
munitions?
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I put it to the Prime Minister. These
are the kinds of weapong which are
supplied by Russia: under this agree-
ment: radars, ground-to-air missiles
etc. They are supplying armoured
vehicles which will replace the tanks;
they are faster and very suitable for
desert areas. They are supplying
anti-aircraft guns and they are sup-
plying helicopters: and what type of
helicopters? The helicopters which
are being used by the United States
in Vietnam: 24 seaters, and they are
supplying TU-16. I want to know
what is the Intelligence Department of
the Government of India doing; they
are not able to procure the informa-
tion.

My question is this. May I know
from the Prime Minister whether the
policy of appeasement will now be
stopped, and whether the Government
will adopt a more realistic policy—
an honest non-alignment. will
the Government be prepared to
express in categorical terms the com-
plete disapproval of the Russian move
and will the Government tell Russia
clearly that India will not tolerate
interference of Russia in local affairs,
like Novosti, like Radio Peace and
Progress. Whether the Government
of India ig willing to terminate and
cancel all such trade agreements which
have gone against Indian interests and
whether they are prepared to consider
trade agreements on the basis of free
trade agreements? These are the
basic questions for which I would like
to have a reply of the Prime Minister.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI:
rose—

SHRI RANGA: Not ready for it.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDAI: It is
not a question of being not ready now
because no new questions have been
asked. These are the things which the
Swantantra party have been saying on
every single no-confildence debate,
which, as you know, comes uo in every
session of Parliament.
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Sir, I strongly protest when the Lon,
Member describe our policy as ore of
appeasement. It has never bren one
of appeasement. Had this been a
foreign policy debate, I cou'd hsve
gone into the details. If you would
like me to make a long speech I can
do so now, but I am sure that this is
not your intention, I am very glad
that lately the Swatantra Party which
was extremely allergic to the word
‘non-alignment’ seems to have adopted
it had taken it to its bosom so to speak
(Interruption). Their complaint now
is not against our policy but that we
are not following our declared policy.
I think this is the complaint which
they are making, I see the hon. Mem-
ber, Shri Dange smiling. They have
exactly the same complaint but the
other way round. They say that
while we say we are non-aligned in
actual fact we are trying to appease
the western powers (Interruption),

We have followed a particular policy
and, as I said, and I most emphatically
want to state, that policy has served
the interests of this country (An Hom.
Member: Question?). The friendship
that we have had with the Soviet
Union has helped us on many occa-
siong whether in the Security Council
or in other matters.

SHRI D. N. PATODIA: What about
the future?

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: The

future is another matter. You
have referred to the past.
The question is, our policy

has helped wus. When Pakistan
was getting, as I said in my statement,
a very vast amount of military equip-
ment as free gift—it was not a ques-
tion of credit, it was not a question of
sale of arms as it is now but free gift
from its military allies—that was the
time when we were helped by the
friendship of the Soviet Union. As I
have said, today the whole policy of
alignments has weakened all over the
world. Every nation is ‘rying to build
bridges with other nations (Interrup-
tions). We are also building bridges
with such countries with whom we
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did not have them before, Some of
my recent tours and the Deputy Prime
Minister’s tour are evidence of this
fact (Interruption).

SHRI M, L. SONDHI: If USSR
sends troops across the border to
Czechoslovakia, let the Prime Minister
warn the Soviet Union that something
will happen here in Delhi.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: I
hope the hon. Member wil] go there
and help them to defend themselves
(Interruptions).

MR. SPEAKER: This is not proper.
I would request all of you to resume
your seats. This is not the way to
conduct the proceedings here. What-
ever may have happened, we have to
discuss it in a calm atmosphere. One
should ask questions after the other;
not all of you getting up and shouting
even though you may have differences
of opinion. In a multi-party system
we have our differences, but this is
not the way to express our differences.
I take it that the Prime Minister has
replied to the earlier question.

SHRI BAL RAJ MADHOK (South
Delhi): Sir, I protest against this.
When specific questiong are put I do
not want or expect the Prime Minister
to beat about the bush. She should
reply to them specifically.

MR. SPEAKER: That is all right....
(Interruptions) Order, order. I want
peace in this House, Even after this
Calling Attention, adjournment motion
and other things are yet to come up.
Let us proceed in a calm way. It is an
important subject; there is no doubt
about it, But let us not get excited.
Now, Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha.

SHRI D, N. PATODIA: Sir, there
has been no reply to my question. I
I am entitled to a reply. This is not
fair. I seek your protection.

MR. SPEAKER: Whatever might
have been asked by you, the mmain
question is about the supply of arms
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[Mr. Speaker]
to Pakistan. Though you have
brought in so many other things, I am
not prepared to accept them and the
Prime Minister is not expected to re-
.Ply to them. RBven if the Prime Mini-
ster is prepared to answer them, [ am
not prepared to allow it. She may
answer gl] those things when we take
up the other subjects; not now in the
calling attention. The Calling Atten-
tion is about arms supply to Pakistan
and she has replied to it. All other
things will come in the evening. Now,
Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha,

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI SINHA
(Barh): May I know what is the
reaction of the Government to the fact
that while referring to Indo-Pak re-
lations the Indo-Soviet :ommunique
goes on record that “the Soviet side
appreciated the mutual efforts made
by both sides to improve Indo-Pakis-
tan relations”? 1 am asking this
question because this is the:first time
the Soviet Union is equating India
with Pakistan.  According to their
own earlier pronouncements, they
were always saying that Pakistan has
consistently violated peace on wur bor-
ders and has increased tension, Does
it not indicate a shift in Soviet policy,
which gets further hign-lighted by the
Soviet Prime Minister’s letter to the
‘Indtan Prime Minister in which he
mentions that Ganga water dispute
could be settled more or less on the
lines the Indus Water Dispute between
India and Pakistan? Will Govern-
ment clarify as to what exactly is the
significance of these words in the
Indo-Soviet communique issued during
the visit of the Indian President?
Also, what is the significance of the
letter of the Soviet Prime Minister in
whith he says that the Ganga water
issue should be settled more or less

on the lines of the Indus Water bet- -

ween India and Pakistan?

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI:
Premier Kosygin has not made any
specific suggestion, as has been men-
tioned by the hon. Member.

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI SIN-
HA: These are the words from the
joint :.communique.

JULY 22, 1968 Supply to Pakistan (A.M.) 296

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: .I
am talking about the letter where
reference to Indus water and Ganga
water was made.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Why not place a copy of the letter on
the Table of the House so that Par-
liament will know what it contains?

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: This
letter refers to several matters which
require to be settled by mutual agree-
ment. In the portion which refers to
the Farakka barrage he expressed
the hope that India and Pakistan -
would find a mutually acceptable
solution. He has not suggested me-
diation by any third party,

SHRI RANGA: There is no such
thing as mutual discussion...... (In-
terruption).

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: The
first part is regarding the commu-
nique in which they have equated
India’s and Pakistan's efforts at im-
plementing the Tashkent Agreement
....(Interruption). I have already
said that the Soviet Union is trying
to be friendly with these other coun-
tries with which they were not :o
before. To that extent there is a
move. That nobody denies. As I said.
the Soviet Union are being friends
with other countries but not neces-
sarily at the cost of their friendship
with us. It is the same with other
countries. As I said in my statement,
we have to look at this matter in
that broader context that now every
nation is trying to build bridges with
other countries...... (Interruption).
We also have, as I pointed out eariier
in reply to my hon. friend’s question
there...... (Interruption).

MR. SPEAKER: She asked about
equating Ganga waters and Indus
waters.

SHRIMAT] INDIRA GANDHI: That
1 have replied. The equating is not
with regard to the waters but with
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regard to the implementation of the
Tashkent Agreement. In most com-
muniques, we state our views but
that does not mean that the other
side fully accepts our views. Here
also, it is our view that we are imple-
menting the Tashkent Agreement and
many of our steps have been uni-
lateral steps. There has not been the
same response from the side of Pakis-
tan. We have put this to them very
clearly.

SHRI ATAL: BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
We failed to convince the Soviet.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: The
question is not whether we convince
them on this matter or not but whe-
ther they consider that in order to
influence Pakistan they have to take
a particular stand.

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI SIN-
HA: What I am concerned is about
the Indo-Soviet communique. The
Indo-Soviet communique was approv-
ed by the President and his advisers
who went with him. These words
find a place in the Indo-Soviet com-
munique with which Pakistan had
nothing to do. What we are concern-
ed about is the Soviet attitude. For
the first time the Soviet Union in the
joint Indo-Soviet communique have
said that these two countries are mak-
ing mutual efforts for bringing about
peace, This is in contradiction to the
Soviet Union’s earlier pronouncements
in which they had already accepted a
stanq that Pakistan had been adding
to the tension in the sub-continent
and that Pakistan had consistently
violated the Indian border. 1 would
like the Prime Minister to clurity
that point.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: No,
Sir. I would like to correct the hon
Member. At no time have they
made any such remark regarding the
Tashkent Declaration . .. (Interrup-
tion).
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SHRI S. KUNDU (Balasore): We
feel that this arms deal has given a
serious jolt to Indo-Soviet relations.
Since 1965 to this date there has been
a shift in the Soviet attitude towards
India. I have no quarrel with Soviet
Russia. Many in India would like
that we should maintain better rela-
tions with Soviet Russia. But what
I would say here is that this Govern-
ment deliberately indulges in self-
deception and puts the entire country
under an illusion by not conveying
the nation’s anger, anxiety and indig-
nation from time to time about the
reporteq Pak arms deal. Without
suppressing these vital facts from
Russia, today we are in a soup.
Therefore, thig ignominious failure of
quasi-setellitic foreign policy of the
Government of India has landed up
in a soup and the country will pay
a heavy price for it. I charge this
Government. ...

MR. SPEAKER: I want you to put
a question.

SHRI S. KUNDU: What the coun-
try expecteq was that the Govern-
ment should have, in right time, con-
veyed the goods of Moscow our
strong  feelings. These minimum
things our Government has not done.

I would like to pu:r three specific
questions. Firstly, the Prime Minis-
ter said we are concerned about mis-
givings and misapprehensions, My
comrade, Shri Nathi Pai, has given a

resolution saying that the entire
House regrets over this issue, Why
did not the Prime Minister accefpt

this resolution? If there is reaily a
genuine desire to convey our misgiv-
ings and misapprehensions, the Prime
Minister should have accepted the
resolution.

Secondly, will the Prime Minister
admit that from 1966 onwards till
today there is a shift in the froeign
today there is a shift in the foreign
India?
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Thirdly, the Prime Minister has

said that she does not know the
quantum of arms which have been
dumped into Pakistan or which have
been promised to Pakistan. Still she
has not said, by such, I should say,
under-hand dea'ings, there is a pos-
sible threat to the security of India
and peace in this sub-continent.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: 1
thought I had explaineq the point
about a shift in policy. I have twice
repeated it here. I do not think there
is any need for repetition. Regarding
Shri Nath Pai’s resoution, I think,
there are very good reasons for not
supporting the resolution. Firstly, we
did not do any such thing in 1254
because we did not consider jt neces-
sary to formalise the opinion of tiis
House the form of a resolution. It is
quite incorrect to say that we have
not protested or expressed, in very
clear terms, the Government's reas-
tion as to what might be the likely
reaction of our people to any such
move on the part of the Soviet Union.

SHRI HEM BARUA (Mangaldai):
Why dont you al'ow Parliament to
express the reaction of the peorle?
(Interruptions).

MR. SPEAKER: No please. Please
answer only Shri Kunlu’s question.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI:
I have just said I did not see the
need to formalise our views in this
manner, when we have never done so
before. This is not the first country
that js selling arms to Pakistan, There
are very many countries...... (In-
terruptions).

SHRI S. KUNDU: Not at our cost.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: Our
cost is Pakistan is getting more arms
--.. (Interruption), If a country has
been friendly to us, it does no: mear
that we have to hit them harder
when they do something like that. I
do not think it will serve any useful
purpose either here in India, or with
regard to the many nations with
whom we have dealings. About the
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third part of the hon. Member’s ques-
tion, I am sure, the House wouid rea-
lise that no country wants to adver-
tise what they are supplying to other
countries. Even if we get to know
something, it is not possible to de-
clare it on the floor of the House, just
as we would not like others to declare
what we are supplied.

SHRI S. KUNDU: My last question
has not been replied to. I would like
to put it again. If she does not know
the quantum of arms which is sup-
plied to Pakistan, how does she say
that the threat to India’s security has
not increased? (Interruption).

MR. SPEAKER: She said that even
if she knows, she is not going to de-
clare on the floor of the House and
make it public. She also said what
we are offered cannot be daeclared
here.

SHRI NATH PAIl (Rajapur). This
is not what was said, The question
was....

MR. SPEAKER: No please. I have
called Mr. Devgun.

SHR] NATH PAI: The question is
this. If you do not know the quan-
tum of armg and equipment supplied
by the Soviet Union to Pakistan, how
do you reach the conclusion that the
threat to our security has not en-
hanced? How is this conclusion to
be accepted?

MR. SPEAKER: I am satisfied with
the answer. She said she does not
know.... (Interruptions).

SHRI NATH PAI: It has not been
answered to our satisfaction.

MR. SPEAKER: I am satisfled. She
has said that even if she knows, she
is not going to announce it here.

SHRI NATH PAI: You have not
followed my question, Sir, We do not
want to know the quantum ... (In-
terruptions).
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MR, SPEAKER: I cannot allow this.
It one question takes 15 minutes, then
how can we proceed?

SHRI NATH PAI: Even you are
misunderstanding.

MR. SPEAKER: This is supposed
to be a call-attention, but this is turn-
ing out to-be a one-hour debate.

SHRI HEM BARUA: On a point ci
order. How can she say this that
even if she knows the quantum, she
is not going to disclose? She can say
that she cannot disclose it in public
interest. But she has not said that.

MR. SPEAKER: That is alright.
Mr. Devgun.
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feaa grddt & #gr | J@ s waw § s
agi 97 §6 a6t ¥ G¥ ey w9 faderd
st <3 § ©F & S ged Adi A oY,
IqF X A oY gAY FTH I FT A
g7 faomar ar L (zwrarsrer)
Rar &3 ool FT XY & W T N
aaT faclt &b Y g wren & g
¥ 5@ f5 3z 39 N7 A agi F =wfu-
FiiE] & AT 35 AR Aeg ¥ AT
T &Y W I@ QAT #Y oF wrAt AH
aifs g7 WY agr ¥ @ I wAwS
FEAEY T A SAGY I8 agi 70§ g
IIqANT F A W EAT. ...

SHRI W BALRAJ MADHOK: Wil
that correspondence be published.
That question also had been put

st g e
qEfer gyt ar 78y ?

D FEAE

weaw wga ;- Ay e

- #lt e fomd (i) : e W,
6 U 98 ofq W9 ¥ ART F I
&« fogr wlk gq W § g
gL @ g asm HAr A A zA F
foan @ ¥ 3= 9w aw g ar
&9 warefanar # gfam & @y ¥

gare § f 6 & & avg o w
wareafasar, wfeq o afvweqar &Y
gtarrrr ir wardy ﬁm =ﬁ1“a fmsar qré
§ro -
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g A% gH AL AT FA § 9

_F8 9T gENI g1 97 I gAY ¥ €

T W gH A AmATT w7 & o Ay
gwa affaay gfmaa & Fa1 & q@ 9=
FY fggrara & are ® ot Aifg v 3q &
T SR 4679 F agea ¥ Ffaandy
qf@da =141 & | 39 &1 940 A9
98T g %1 98 § faar w1 fasaq
gge ¥ I JEA §igE@ &) oave
Ffm aga W @3 g v ) fee
fageay, 1965 % aerf § qua wEfoa
aTga *v A Aifq ot saF A qqr e
o I & wfropwaey awEg # 39
WRT @ gATe HewAT qiAel ¥ geasa
fFm | @ ZEafe F Fax faa
afaga & sman 0 & g a7F ) 2
g ®IfF &0 a7 7 7EaqT $F F
fae o WA K grag A @Y1 ogw
38 #Y gy § fF aaw geaa w0
" for g ame & fasend wd € 1

Y aik ¥ St @ ggq & A
AR AN F A g AT w7 fa
g, 30w fagare ag @@ gwid
gral & faer wmdd Ay w3 w
ar fF gfar & gif wden 1 4 T @
g2 AfFT g Qar 7&f g &1 Afgw
Fyitfra & qa1a ¥ wrw< gt a7 frar
AR T gT ¥ W 7 2 feqr

ghaard a1 wigr aF T g 98
AT FT HWAT A} § | a6y 5t g
g g & 1| A, fm g ¥ arfaamA
N fRM Mg D v s dam
FTAT TP AW & F gfagmd ar
AT FTA F1 FMfww 7 1 &1 AT 7R
qifFetd & Qv wTow @a & WTeRl
LEEE R EEE R CE IR AL E 1
o ¥ 7t i a1 ww FY Aifa & afcada
g g & a1 FY v 7 A 7 e e
Y Afq ¥ afcada 48 g1 @ 1 wemar
T GFR WITRA & Ta970 T8 aa&
R ¥ & ot Afe § ofcads 7 @
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77 & 1 & quret FAeT wg ¥ A
T3 TFar § Afw 2fw ag waw w1 a0
gl & safay & 39 § 7 S0 e
¢ Afw ag givwa & fr witq aw
1¥% 39 & SqaaT 7% 72N ¢ # fy =4
Fr Afx & £ afeasq A At @ &)
AT YT AT TR AE qoRT
F qqaaT w57 # faeq &1 T iy Ty
TR | AfeA v www wv a g fw ow

TRT TS Wi 47 Z| gwan ¢ fr wa

1 ffx 7 Ay afrada @7 wem § 36
F1 48 TN g1 @ fF gare &t gema
fmaragafrmcz @A wm

FgAT & f5 97 & Y waw W @

Ay foT & weamr qrgar g fF 1954
aq AAaRT A qfs@m o1 ghene
far g 37 gw M@ fasam 1 fw 375
4T FZIT AT GIATT A34T 7 FqAT &7
g &-yrr a1z feemar Sgan £ fRozA
¥ foaT o AT ¥ qgy qUAT IAAA
7Y ARITAAT F @ 5 qonardt 2o
# gfaare d=1 FT FI AW gEE Ao
#t gfuame 9 F7 AR FA FT JT
Do A qy wzwr R E
7 & fag #&1 Jmar av fr qz A
Feqmqrdy § | whIg W ¥ F3T ATAT
97 | WIS JIAEYT & a7, 79 fagy 20
At ¥ g A Far - v g7 9 g v
A HI STC@AATT AY FT9 F7F T /T
72 Tz g FT AT X E 1 FATHAAOET,
71 fadw. w\ w1 =A, g qfvwsY
ofwar 6 W gz gfage K7 7 § A7
fogears @ ot 3t Afr-wy - s
& 1 39 &7 uF "1 I @ fr fargeam
S qifesE #1 qEHT AR A9
1 frafy smam &t A qoA 99w
ﬂmmammmm
AW XA Feft A ¥ FAY G g A
Efﬁmfw@%a‘tmﬁm%fm
W RAOErni A eq w1 fifa & ae

R R TR R ﬁiim-"
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(AM)

I ¥ 1 ¥ o faRe 57 wewe ¥
TATREAT F Wi dar A §f ? e
Tg 1% &Y & a1 & qrAAr wvzAv f f
Iq.% a1 ¥ [ foafq 7 3o 51 Al
wam fear s ?

‘o 997 F1 39 4 faAgw @
W E 0 gEr uegefa agt ov a
71 vrezafr ¥ AT agt & AATA0 7
1 A A fzar 9w oR oW
qifssara & auetd w1 e faar
o § Afes oF ST AT atEy 9w
Wi femam fs ara A
g wq % gra affwears 71 glame
40 AA® AgdW W fe
zar7 fqq faer w1 fawm 3 o
37 7 ZAT geET & fau @A agaar
2 @ awar § s ' A wRn
At 7% 39 @179 fasfer & ¥ eq
g a%ar 41 f& gw sa- ¥ wgwe A
1 gt wwew a1 fr aw woww
= fm wvA 1 wife a 1=
Az F1 w17 7 fawrar 7 gafao w1y
ag =1 v £ AT | weg Il &
1N frraan & 72 a7  fe gard fafuw
e & qr # Ay Ny Afagr @)
7z famga wifagqaw @& | s &
arq favwq fooan g0 w19 F7A7 WRA
7 fada, 917, a90FT 97w FA
I gAY ® 4TS §EEA qEFaHT
afr @ 31 I.F wAR wi ¥
otc qfeasgar &Y gfar & v §
YT g AT AT AT weAd
T AT ATAT A(HQ |

- slyoy g et il ¢ mrAA
agEg ¥ A1 A5 497 § IA H 4ara
5o & TRIA qaA fars @ ¥

oft wy fond : ot swr 9@ &1
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st xfra it @ 3 ¥ v
¥ A 39T 7% W g fr a7 wad
e feas A EN g sw @
W wE ¥ forw ¥ ag oY farerms @Y 9
FRFWAafF 1954 AN §9
guT ar sy afcfeafaal & a7 & qre
gy flsA g 3 1w q@ &
sssfm fagmaza vd & | 3«
Y € AT Rt A T 3E
Y AFA A AAIG | IF aE I
A F AT A oY qTT 91 @@ WA
TET T AT § W q@gy ¥ WAL F
g aT q0 W 7 R § | A gfqar
T AT AT AT 4T Ig FTHT qEAT § |
FW AT 9@ FE g W
AT axAY § 9T} TF WT g AW
§if 9T g atg ¥ A @¥  awd
% dfew qa +ff g fam 7 gw AT
ard 73 & %X &W ) g wAw g
fE g7 9=y WO TOn 4w o oA |

R e Neas Wy s &
TR ¥ " 8560 A 51 fF vargz
Fffas ¥ agiqg A ®g aam

di sade wEifas § g a9 fed-

fen e afi g 4

Moy fem: Q@ far g
wE™ wAt w0 frdeT A w17 q57i g o
g felt N9 qx wdw @wr A
i & a7 g ag voa | g fE
AT guA #e4Y I F @y §

st gfa wift s @A Oy
R rmamg g 3w & A faaa &
e Ay NWgwwg ar
% 39 ) ¢¥ o gfeemmr &
¢ ag 7l e o ¥ wieT A Y
ifram s fmgmarglaQ
Jar % ¥ w37 f| gw A 9g @=x @
§ fr wa qrfesamr #Y gfaare 2 afe
R Ak gw G Ay a1 fr ag
ghaarc T 2
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A agfomd: aggadam
(cawara)

oft wwTTe waE ;G AMEE
T AT A v T drar, Al araws
o e fad gr &

stoag feed : W qge oA T
ST W wifgd | & ¥ qga wgr qr
fs @ sewr eg @ #Afs &
TRAWM VY | A 97 F7
AT Y |rav |
MR. SPEAKER: If such a long
speech is made, I am myself not able
to locate the question.

off wy fomdy : #7 @re wsdl A
g1 4T f& qoFrd gagar &Y Afa &
q § gAY GG T JA T K FQ
TfsaE afeada ai & | w0

fwgea & dar A Fgr 1 X v
g ¢ v fdw dama meawgd
RETY FT 7 FGY F@TY |

st gffrr midft : gw A Ay
wfaal ¥ Y w1 9r, W\ 9t aw qW
a% § o7 WY 7 qg a9 FE aq XY
T & fw g 71 ag favare faamd
£

oft wy feormdy : g wTfoe S
AN TR AR Y gAW T§
TF &Y awArE #@ § | watfaw
SR SR A7 qerar 3w
w1 SraTa " wigy W fadw sary
F1 wfgey & famigrd ¥ w7 HTa
Tifgd | »

1254 hrs,
MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT
SuPPLY OF ARMs BY USSR TO PAKISTAN

MR. SPEAKER: I have to inform
the House that I have received 22 no-
tices of Adjournment Motion on sup-
ply of arms by USSR to Pakistan.





