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by lighting Lhe elections, myself and Mr. 
Laskar hav proved it. Wben elections 

were fought all over Assam, people of 
achar ·cood by the national parties an.d 
the national stream. But we demand a 

univer ity. not to disturb the universitie 

of othe r  . I( Monipur can have a univer-
~  if As am can have a university, if 
• uhati and Dibrugarh can have two uni-
vcr iti • why hould not the people of the 
N o rth-astern region \.\>ho are ~  

rninoriti get a university ? This univer-

sity i meant for Tripura. I don't mind if 
it is in Tripura. If necessary, give it to 
Tripura, ur C achar; but there should be a 

univer  ity with three media of instruction, 

v iz. ngli h, Hindi illld Bengali. 

Before I conclude I would al o like to 

tell tbc Minister, Mr. Laskar that there is 
now a climate in Assam for a solution. 
Thi should be availed of, because unless 

we have elections in March, there will be 

a nstitutional breakdown. And unless 

there is a popular Ministry, I am sure that 

thi  problem cannot be solved. 

Our friend Mr. Moheodra mentioned 

about Manipur. 1  wa in Manipur. 1 

went to the meeting  h e referred to. Sir 

you will be urprised to ee, if you go to 
M;rnipur, that you are in a. battle-field. Jn 
every corne r, there are the Police and the 

Military. The ame thing in Mizoram: the 
,:ime thing in Assam. 

Mr. Thung  n  has gone. A.runachal w a 

a State where there was no jail till now, 

because there wa no crime. People 

were so peace-loving, and so good. But 

now in A runachal also, the same forces 
which are creating instability in Assam. 
Megbalaya and Manipur, have gone and 
tarted agitations. So, I must say that the 

Assam problem mu.r,t be solved imme-
diately, with an iron hand in this sense, i.e. 
by taking the views of the national parties 
into consideration. The views of the 

Government. and whatever the consensus 
o f the national partie are, should be 

adhered to. 

With these words, I support this Bill; 
and l also support the demands voiced by 
th other Members. 

11.;ft uq- ~ '"~ ( ~ ~~  : 1 ~ 
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prvduce prototype Helicopter 
at HAL (HAH Dis.) 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: You can 

continue next time becau e we have to take 
11p now Half-A n-Hour Discussion. 

17.30 HRS. 

HALF AN OUR DISCUSSION 

AGR ~  

L>ESl<iN A  D 

WJf H FOR IGN Pl'RM 

l'ROOUC· PROTOTYPE 

COPTER ,\THAL 

TO 
H  . LI-

SHRI B. V. DESAI (RAICHUR) : Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, Sir, this is Half-An-Hour 

Discussion on the points a.rising out of the 
;_i nswer given on 1 he 9th July 1982 to my 

Un tarred Question No. 353 regarding 

agreement with foreign firm to design and 
produce prototype helicopter at HAL. 
Thi.  is the story of an armed light heli-
opte r an agreement being entered into 

with a  French Firm and the fate of the 
whole  story. ln fact, in 1969, an A ero-

nautic Committee under the Chairmanship 
of Mr. Subramaniam had recommended to 

equip the TAF with ALHs. At that time, 
it was found that in I 980 we may require 

this helicopter for combat purpose to 

replace certain other SA-315 and ALT-III. 

So. this was the recommendation. Ac-
cordingly, the Defence Ministry entered 
into a n agreement with a French Firm in 
1970 called SNIAS : and they -had to 

de ig:n nod d evelop and indigenously pro-
duce the prototype here and the produc-

tion was to start by 1980. It is now 1982 
and July ends. Till today, it has not seen 
the ligbt of the day and the agreement 
expired in September 1980. The hon. 

Minister is very young a.nd energetic. 1 
have got all regards for him. He looks 
like a military General. While replying-

proba bly, T d o not know,-he could not 
catch the entire points which I wanted to 

focus-he gave a little narration in his own 

way instead of adhering to the pointc; which 
I have mentioned in a, b, c, d, e and f. 

He has gone through 1, 2,  3 and 4. Some-

how. some information he has given think-

ing that it is written reply; probably it can 

go. Actually, the question of the combat 

helicopter is so es ential that as far back 

as 1969-70, it was envisaged and it did 

not come through. The reason the hon. 

Minister has given us due to serious finan-
cial constraints in the wake of 1971 con-
1lict." Exactly, that is the reason why we 
should be more careful to see tb:it som 

more money is spent and this project 
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ought to have come through. lost ad f 
telling that, be aid, there were financial 
constraints. A lot of money has been 
spent on tbat and we learn from different 
quarters that a lot of stories are there re-
garding this also. In fact for this project 

by the Defence .Ministry the Inter-service 

Team of the IAF was not consulted; anu 
previously when the agreement was signed. 

it wa for two engines ALH. Later on, in 

1976, it was changed to single engine. [n 
fact, the recommendation and the agree-
ment were for double engine; and that is 
the requirement in 1980 that was envi-

saged. Now, we have crossed 1980. Dur-
ing . 1980, it has become probably out of 

dnte : even twin engine helicopter has be-
come out of date. With this we hnvc spent 

a lot of money but no results have been 
achieved. 

Secondly, the technical capacity or capa-

bility  of SNIAS also is questionable. Be-

cau. e, what we are told is-I do not know, 
the hon. Minister has to explain or con-
tradict-that the Defence Ministry was 

obliged to enter into an agreement with 

thi SNIAS firm because they were already 

a . ociated with the French company in con-

nection with the Chetak Helicopter manu-
facture and prior to this agreement they 
had agreed to go into an agreement for 
this al o, that L. not only for Chetak. but 
a lso thi A.LH . Therefore, judging from 
that angle the  ompany with which they 

have entered into a n agreement is not al. o 
tcchnicnlly competent and the Defenc 

Mini try has not taken the  views of the 
Inter- rvice Teom into consideraion 

while o ncluding the agreement and again 
revi ing it. Therefore. practically, what 1 

feel is, these two ignorant parties put ro-
gether have not produced anything t ill to-
dny. , 'ow, a · per the requirement of the 

IAF, we have to find nn altemntive  for the 
Exocet air-to-urfoce missil which oar 
ncighb ur po essc.. Thi of cou c. 

po ibJy must be known to the hon. Mini -
ter al. o, I do not k no w this scheme. a.s it 

is nvisaged here probably. has been drop-
ped bee use the last para of his reply 
say, 

'Foreign collaboration proposals for 

d ign, development and manufacture 

of Advanced Light Helicopter with 
contemporary . tate of art technology 

H.A.H. Di . . ) 

are pr  enlly under c  n ·"deration ot 

the Government'. 

T hat mt::.m .  I do not know what happened 
t t he fnte of the previous agreement with 

NIAS film: whelher it · continuing or 

wl1ether 1hc agreeme-nt wbicb bas lap eel, 
which came· to :rn end in September 1980 
st ill continues o r they are tbinkin1 o f 

some other collaboration agreement aJ o 
--bccau ·e initially while entering into nn 
agreement in 1970 they never searched for 

collaboration with any othe r country al . 

Therefore, it is surmised that in the earlier 
collaboration ngri.:ement which the Gov-

ernment of India h<id entered into with 

SNIAS they have not taken into considera-

tion the other collaborntors also. It .is a lso 
rossible that they were handicapped by the 

~ agreement. That is what is aid. 
All the. c factors taken into consideration, r 
wuuld lit...e to a<;k the hon. Minister a few 
straight questions because after he replies l 
will not be having any chance to request 

him for any further information. Ther -

fore. I would request him to be a little 
bit elaborate to see that this misconception 
is  removed and we would like to know 

from him, 

(a) an explanation regarding point 

no .. 3 and 4 of his reply. 

In po inl no. 3 he s. y , 

'An expenditure of Rs. t 1.87 crores 

had been incurred o n the project until 
Jl-3-1982 m \uding R·. 61.95 lakhs 
(equivalent tn U Dollars 7.50,000 J 

paid to the foreign firm'. 

\Vith th is expend iture. I would like to know 
wh t her the amc agreement continues and 
we are going to gel the  prot type ·of the 

hclicop!er. That is one point. 

Secondly. in the fourth po int he says, 

'Foreii:!n collaboraion  propo als for 

Jcsign, development and manufacture 
of Ad anced ight H elicoper with 

contemporary state of art technology 
are pre ently under consideration of 

the Government'. 

Both a·rc 1.:onlradictory in the nse that 

this much  a mount i spent and if the agree-

ment is continuing. then where is the 

nece ·sity for finding out other collaborator 

for the same type o f helicopters ? TIDs 
requires an explanation. 
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Thirdly, while entering into an agree-
ment with SNIAS, whether the technical 
competency of the firm was established or 
not; because it is sakl that there are other 
and tter equipped companies and global 
tend or colJaboration was not envisaged 
at th· t time. Why was it omitted ? 
Wer they bound by the previous agree-
ment while entering into an agreement 
with the Chetak manufacturers? .Jn case 

tbey are not going to have this type of 
heli pter: is the Government of Jndia 

pu'l'c ing to have an equal  for the Exocet 
j,e. A M with our neighbour? 

T DEPUTY MINISTER IN ~ 

MTNJ TRY OF DEFENCE (SHRl K. P. 

SING H DEO): I am thankful to the hon. 
Member for having raised tbis H alf-an-
Hour Discussion arising out of the ans-
\ ers  given to him to his Question No. 
353 dated 9-7-82. Jf you kindly be::ir with 
me, there have b.:en 8 points given for 
ra.i ing tbjs Half-an-Hour Discussion. 
These are : 

J. What wa the total exrenditure 
that Government had to incur on this 
p oject? 

2 . An expenditure of R  . 11.87 

crore.  had been incurred on the pro-

ject up till 31-3-1982. 

3. How much of the amount was 
srent in 1970-1971 and 1972-T '! 

J Pa rt ( f) h:is n t 

and al o whethe r this 

ur wilh the foreign 
: ~  tancc has not 

nn w.:red. 

been answered 
project wa. ct 

collaborntion or 
been clearly 

5. An cxpcndilurc o f  R ·. 11.87 crores 
h as been spent so far and what ~ 

the outcom thereof hns not been 
m.:ntioned. 

6. What i the foregin firm connected 
and whltt were the term with them 
and whether they have charged any 
f es for delay in getting the project? 

7. By what time this p r  ject will be 
completed is also not stated in the 
an wer. 

8. The questions from (a) to (f) have 
not been separately answered and 
they have been mixed and confusion 
has been created. 

The original question was : 

'(a) wheth r it i a foct that oo 
agreement Wil . igned with a forei 
firm in 1970 to de ign an<.l produc 
a prototype helicopter at the Hindu -
tan Aeronautics Limited; 

( b) if so. whether accor ing o the 
agreement this was to be re<ldy by 
1980; 

(c) ii' so , whether the 

copter project has failed 

arm d heli-

to - ~ 

( d) whether it is also a fact that 
several crores of rupees had already 
been spent over it; 

(e) if so, th•.: main reasons for it fail-
ure to come up and steps being taken 
to prepare the armed helicopter which 
was urgently needed by the Indian Air 

Fori;c; and 

< f) the amount so far paid by G o-
vernment to the foreign firm from 

1970?" 

The answer to this was given in the 
statement instead of a, b, c, d, becau e 
some of questions were contradictory in 
nature and some of them were comple-
mentary. The statmcnt w::is laid on the 
Tabli.! of the Hou e. There wa no inten-
tion. a the hon. Member apprehends,. 

thrit because it i_ an Unstarred que. tion, 
anything will do for an answer. We do 
not believe in that in the D fence Mini try. 
The answer given wa" : 

I 0 yca1' ucsign collaboration agree-
ment was 'lignc<l in Seplember, I 970 
with Aero ratiale of ran e for 

creatio n und <le\'C]opm.nt of a heli-

copter de ign organi. ation in Tndia 

and for de igning. cf veloping and 

productionising a hel'coplcr a. a 
successor r A.ilouctlc 11 I and SA-3 J 5. 
The pace o f development was to be 
uch that production or the helicopter 
could be com men ed within the I 0th 
year. 

2. Due to serious financial con Lraints 
in the wake of 1971 conflict . the pro-
ject was accorded a 10\ priority. 
The project was finally sanctioned in 
February, 1976 at an estimated co t of 
Rs. 41.05 crore . The Air Staff Re-
quirements were reviewed thereafter 
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and it w. decided to . ub ·titule a m-
lc engine by a \.louble engine on-

figunHion. This necc sitated a 

r vi ·ion of the project. 

3. An expenditure of R  . 11.87 crores 

bad been incurred on the project until 
31-3-1982 including Rs. 61.95 lak.hs 

(equivalent to US Dollars 7,50,000) 
aid to the foreign firm. 

4. Foreign collaboration proposals for 
design development and manufacture of 
Advance Light Helicopter with cun-
lempornry ·tatc of an technology arc 
pres ntly a undcrconsiclcration of the 
iovernment. ·· 

This dearly answers all the points (a) 
to ( f). 

1 hereafter. further questions have hccn 
. sked by the hon. Member, in which he 

has referred to points 3 and 4 of tbe 
::inswers given . pccially. and he has made 

c·::rtain comments on th Aeronautics Com-
mittee, the reply whether more funds 

could have been made available. that the 
Inter-Services Technical Team did not go 

mto it, that two ignorant organisations 

i.e. the foreign firm and HAL have joined 

togelher to produce nothing and that there 

ere collaborations avoilablc which we did 
not take advantage of. 

Since he has referred to the Aeronautics 

Committee of 1969 i.e. the Subramaniam 
Committee. I woudl like to start off by 

saying that at that time, in 1980, the same 
Aeronautics Committee bad said that there 

was. no other alternative but to have col-
aboration with Sud Aviation, which later 

on wa converted to SNlAS. Wi.th your 
permission, J would like to quote para 6.1 
from the Aeronautics Committee 

Report : 

"The collaboration scheme proposed 
by Sud Aviation is prima f acie attrac-
tive. The terms would have to be 

further negotiated by Government. 
There is no <1lternative to collaboration 

with Sud Aviation in the design of the 
hel icupter." 

This is from the Subramaniam Committee 

in 1969 regarding collaboration, and this 
was before the Government had an agree-
ment with the same firm. 

1 would also like to point out that right 

from 19 2 there ha c been agr emen 
witb eoro pntiale for th famou Ch etun 
:rnJ betuk, which are in er ice with th 

Indian Air Force and the Navy. which 

probably run into multiples of hundreds, 
which have b en produced by the 1-1ame 
collaboration agreement. So, the e two 

ignorant organi ations or collaborator i .. 
HAL <in-.! the firm which has been r ... fer-
r.!-d, to, they have. produced multipl f 
hundreds of helicopters-I would not like 

to give tbe exact data here for ecurity 

rea.c ons which are very much in service 
•tnd which are going to remain in ervice 

for quite some time. 

He had made a point that the Inter-

Services Technical Team had not been con-
sulted. Here I would like to point out 

thnt the Jnt::r-ervice Technical Team 
went into the entire matter in 1974 . 

It was reviewed in the aftermath of the 
Arab-Israel conflict. the Yomkippur and 

1973 American Vietnam war. When the 

~  of the survivality of the hclicoplers 

was made available, then it was changed 
from a  ·ingle-engine lo double-engine 

configurntion. Hence the delay. Keeping 

the hostile environment :lnd the threat to 
the security of the country, the armed 
force in their wisdom though fit to go 
in for this and tbis was also the iew 
of the HAT. authorities during that time . 

1t was in April 1974 that the HAL 
suggested that there should be a twin-

engine configuration, which in September 

1977 the Air Headquarters confirmed. 

Therefore, at no stage has any action 
been ta.ken in isolation of the service , 

or which has been taken divorced from 
the reality, or the requirements of the 

exigencies of the situation, or keeping the 
futuristic requirements away from our 

vision. 

Now Sir abont points 3 and 4 of the 

answer given to him, which the hon. 
Member has referred to, one was the 

technical competency of SNlAS about 
which l have al ready mentioned that we 

have already manufactured more than 
multiples of hundreds which are in service 

and are going to be in service. So, there 
is no doubt about them and, as the Aero-
nautics Committee had recommended, there 
was no alternative at .that time but for 
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th wllab ration w;th thi . Therefore, 

we had gone in for the collaboration with 
SN JAS. There i · nothing binding nt the 
moment. 

PRO . N. G. RANGA Has it been 
reviewed ot any tim ? 

SHRI K. P. SINGH DEO Jn 1980 

we did not xtend it because of thi ver 
reason that we kept the futuristic require-

ments in iew and we did not wa]}t to 
tie ou el es down. although according to 

the ~  we ould have a two-year 

e Len ion. 

SHRT B. V. D _;SAi No"' it hns he-
r me obsol_te and you are in search OT a 

better alternati e . Am I right in this? 

S.HRI K. P. SIN 1H DEO : The heli-

copters in service have still not life 

xp ctancy as well :is useful ervice ahead 
of them. I do not agree with the hon. 

Member when he  . ay" that th..:y arL' 

ob.olet . 

SHRI B. Y. DFS. I  : 
nology. 

mean. tech-

SHRI K. P. SINGH DEO : Tcchnolog 

i. a relati c term because it keeps on 

changing with the chan2ing sccn_rio. with 

the changing requirements. with the change 
in the geo-stratcgic and the geo-political 

environment. the threat perception which 
we cannot bind. nor do we have control 

over it. So. as and when stuati n deve-
lop. the nrmed force. are continuously 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAK.ER: Technology 
i;, not stntic. it improves. 

SHRI K. P. SINGH D 0 . r-.v1ew-

ing the requirements as well as ~  

modifications nnd modernisation which are 

being incorporated into these helicopter. 

which are in ervice and for the ~ 

which are to be induced in future. 

SHRl B. Y. DESAI : Will there be a 

match for this Exocet ? 

SHRT K. P. STNGH DEO : The hon. 
Member is very knowledgeable in the e 

matters for he has been asking questions 
which are not related to helicopters. l 
am glad he takes interest in the s•Jbject. 
Bl1t these helicopters are meant for a 

certain environment. for certain require-

ments anJ even the mujor arm praducin 
super powers do not also have h licopter: 

or any equipment which is something that 

i needed for all season or for all require-

. ments. Each and every equipment ha a 
role to play and it bas a particular pl< ce 
in that chain of requirements. 

Sir, l would lik.e to correct mys 1f that 
twin-engined configuration wa. in 

April 1977 and not t 974. That wa a lip 
of my tongue. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER :  I think you 
have answered all qucstio\1s because h 

. eem<; to be satisfied. 

HRI K. P. SINGH DEO : There wa 

only one thing and th;1t i. that the 1-

laboration with SN/\S W<1s for design and 

dcvelopm-nt and therefore. it would nol be 
correct to s:1y that we are bound to it 
bec::iuse with the donble-engine<l configu-

ration it has to be :1 different agreement 

altog-ther. So. we are evaluating it and 
we arc also considering other partie, . other 

org;1ni-;ation'i which have modern tech-

niques and which have facilities for 

training of personnel ;ind for tran. fer of 
technology and ~  we are not bind-

ing ourselves to any one. In one of the 
questions he had asked about Exocet. It 

has no relevance to thi . 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Mr. Harikesh 
Bahadur. Absent. Now. Mr. K . M. 

Madhukar may speak. Put a straight que"-
tion. Sir. These are all ve1-y much techni-
cal matters. 

~  ~~ rni>,i '" ~~' 

~ ~ ~ ;ifr ~ q;F,T ~ fer. ~

~ rrm-m r.. ~ C17TCl7 ~ 
ITTm 7F.'ffi ~ ~  lf ~ a-T?l' if ~ 
~ I <im ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Cfffi 'fl 

.,;. f<r.m ~ llT ·efr ~ ~~  ... fq"T 

... ~ { 
~ "  

3l"itfr.r.T ~ q I fOf, HI "i ctr ~ 

fu"fr ~ ~ ~  ~ ~ ~ an• 
<mf' m- mm ~ ~  ~ ~ ~ 

awf.r ~ m ~ ~ ~  . ~ 

finlT llT ~ ? Pf ~ ?r ~ tl1l" 

~ .m ~ tr ~ ~  ~ " 

m ;:;rtT ~ ~ cnt g, ~ it" 
q If cf, f\"11 '1 '1i1' rn ef?.P.ITT ITT •. ~ mir 



343 Agreement ro design & JULY 30, 1982 Prototype 10 Helicopt r 
at H.A.L. (H.A.H. Dis.) 

344 
produce 

Sbri Kamla Mishra} 

~ l'fl "'1 C(! { -m mnra ~ ar ~ 3fTCfcft 
~ CfiT ~ ~ iil'R <tfl" e\w'l'il ~ ? 

ifll'1" ~~ ~  m t tftW ~ 

~ ff ? I 9 7 4 ~ ~ fuli ani, 
~ I 9 7 R ~ ~ cr.1'rit Cffl" TTlT ~ 
11i, arr;Jf l !) ~ :! ~  4 ~ ~ 'lif ,, 

~  ~ ~ m ~ "3"~ efz.r "'1" ~  

-~ <t)- ai1<niH>i11 ~ m ~ m rn 
~ dllCIQll'flctl ~ ? 

~  * ~~ ~ 
+WT ~ ? Cfll1 ~ ~ ij fIB:rITT ~ fiti 
arrA" \3'tf ~ 'fiT ii li"'1 <a r ~ ~ ~ 

~ ? ~ "'1- f;;rn ~ « ~ -

·f<w;rr, 1tilf ~ ~"  cmcfr tj I 

'S ~ ~~ "~~~ 

f.ti" ~ 1lri" ~ ill"" an '1 ~ ~ cnf.tl 
~ ~ ~ 1  t m « ~-
~ "11' 3tR ~  ~ ~ ~-

~ .q:y ~ CfliTR; q lfcfltal'1 ~ ~ 

~ ~ m ~ aITT- ~  enraT 

~  

~ ~  ~~  ~  ~ ' ~~  

\ffit:lf&l ~  ~ IDlfr i?r ~ ~  ~ 

\30Tlff, lf ~  Q! ~'  I < ( ~ ~~ 
itm ;;jl <fiT 6tTR ~ ~ ' "'  ( iti" lIT&fl1 

"" ~ ~ ft-qr '*" "(ell ifi" ~ 
ifl1' ofn: 6tTR fitcrT ~ I t<'l I ll 1 fct 'fl ~ fcti" 

~ .. $fai'1 ii ;;ft - ~ fcr+rr;; ~  ~ 

' ~ ifl arga ~ ~~  

'{6TI ~ ~ if;" fuil ~ ~ OlrCT ~  

~  ~ \jfR Q1r{r ~  \3'tf ~ F.w 
~~ - ~~~ 

~ I ~ ~ if irt m"ift ;r arga 3fOm 
srvrf fct;m ~ I 

anfT 3llT"{ ~ irar ;;IT ~ ~ fotl 
~~ ~ ~~~  

~ ~~~ ~ ~~~ 

~~ w ~ ~~~ 

~1 ~ - ~~ ~~~ 

~  ~ ~~ CfQ ~ ITT ~ 
~~ fq; OITTf ~~  

~ ~ ~  fci;it it ~ ~ m 
~  ~ ~~ ~  ~~ 

tir ~ ~ ~ ir fGllC1{1+•1f1 ~ m 

~1  ~ ~ " ~~ 
ti ~  7 
Q. ~  ~  

~~ ~ ~  ~~~ 

. fq; 21t•fll1 IG\l 3!TI: trif<flfo::cf;2g ~ 

TIT ~ ~ ~ ~ ... f.t;' t 'l 0 if. 

~ 2<M1"1t\Jfl ~ ~ ~ ~~ l 82 
"~  ~ - ~ ' ~ ' " \JI 1\11 I:!. .:If 1 •. ] 8 2 if.I" ~-

t1nft 1983 ij ~ eft ~ 
amr ~ ' ~ -  cr.r ~ ~ f.r. ~ 
'11'\l''Wi', ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ \ITT 

~ ~  ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ifi'tftc 
~~  ~~ ~~~ 

~ ~""" =? " ~  ..,,. • n :": Jii'irflll ~1 "'II ~' 

~ -~ <t1' Glra ~ ~ I ~ 
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~~  ~ ~~  "' ~ 

~ if ~ 4  ~ if;" ~  i ifif 
Gin: ~ cITT ~ I 3ITTf ~ ~ !'..ft 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ifil" ~  ~ 

~ ~ ~ ~ rr. ~  

~ ;r [.iflll-ro ~ mrmr ~ ~ 

~~~ ~~ 

~ ~  r.rrt ~  

SHRI K. P. SINGH DEO: I am very 
thankful to the hon. Members for  a king 
these questions. I could not understand 
the entire lot of the questions 
by Mr. Madhukar but I have 
most of the points which he had 
raised and the other by Mr. Paswan. which 
are more or less the same. He referred 
to the Subramaniam Committee Report, 

~  obsolescence, and Paki tan 
acquirinri ·ophisticated arms and equip-
ment. 

MR. D PUTY SPEAKER : He has 
also stated, France is a Member of the 
NATO, how should we depend o n it? 

SHRJ M. RAM GOPAL REDDY : 
You understand Hjndi Sir. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAK R  :  I am help-
ing the Minister. Jt i left to him for 
replying or ignoring. I am only helping 
him. 

SHRJ K. P. SINGH DEO: We hould 
not depend on France on any one country 
for that matter. Firstly, Aeronautics 
Committee, i.e. the Subramaniam Com-

mittee bad stre sed tbe importance of our 
developing the competency for design and 
development in helicopter production in 
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this country. It was on this basis that the 
agreement was igned, in 1970, as l had 
niu in the reply to the origioal question 
o ' well as in reply to hon. Member Sbri 
B. V. De ai th. purpose of this collabora-
tion agreement wn not with any specific 
kind of helicopter but for developing tech-
nical competence and getting technical 
assistance and training and for establishino. 

the design capabiLities in India so oo to be io 
a position to achieve self-sufficiency and 
self-reliance. And, we have not tied our-
selves down to any one party or one coun-
try. We are evaluating various countries and 
various parties who have developed various 
competencies in helicopters. Not only that. 
As mentioned earlier, multiples of hund-
reds of helicopters have been manufactured 
in thi country under licence, thereby 
g1vmg our technicians and aeronautical 
engineer ,  a chance to develop the capa-
bility as well a to d.evelop indigenous 
capabilitie in de ign and development. 

Regarding obsole. cence. as l said earlier, 
in the importance of national security, the 
rate of obsolescence  is quite rnpid and, 
therefore. our Armed Forces Headquarters 
i n their staff requirement project to the 

MGIPF-590LSS/82-18-10-82-890. 
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Government as well as to H.A.L.. which 
is the manufacturing unit, keeping all 
thes_ factors in view. that is obsolescence 
~ well as the futuri tic requirement and 
the thr a t per eption. They keep th" in 
vi1;:w when they give their requir ment to 
the manufacturing agency to produce or 
rnanuf<.lcture the equipment which i nee -
sar for them. 

A. regards the danger from Paki tan be-
cau e of the sophisticated equipment which 
the hon. Member Mr. Karola Mi bra 
Madhukar referred to it is not only Paki -
tan but Government always keeps in view 
the national security environment. geo-

strategic and geo-political environment which 
is developing around us. Therefore, any 
induction or any development in armaments 
is taken note of and suitable modifications 
are done to the defence plan, to the defence 
preparedness and to the equipment which 

is soug.ht to be inducted in the armed 
forces. 

18.06 HRS. 

The Lok Sabha tllen adjourned tiff Efe1·en 
o f tlze Clock on Monday, August 2, 

1982/Sral"(lna J 1, 1904 (Saka) 


