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tations may be possible. If you ,see what 
acti~n~ we have been taking, wLether it i. 
West Bellgal where the communist G,wem· 
ment was not prepared to face the A"embly 
or wbetber it is GujiHat or Haryana, in 011 

tbese places, have ". acted in conformity 
witb the spirit of the Constitution? 

18,25 bro. 

[Mr. Deputy·Spraker in the (hair 1 

Then, if we want to sustain our demo-
:racy at all, the most worrying fector in my 
opinion is the growth of the multiplicity 
of the parties, For sometime to come, wbat 
our country needs i5 a stable Government. 
Shon of a stable Govemment, whether it is 
in tbe States ,or at the Centre, we cannot 
acbieve any kind of sustained growth in our 
economic and social life of the ,·ounlry. 
Therefore. we have to put all our efforts to 
see how to bring about a stabl< Government. 
Unfortunately, today, io our country, we 
have given an opportunity for various parties 
to grow Look at the spectacle of West 
BC1Isal, 14 pa.ties going to the people and 
asking the illiterate people to make a choice 
of the niceties of their ideologies. Can it be 
a representative Government? Can tbe illi-
terate people make a correct cboice? Tbe 
multiplicity of parties give an occa:;ion for a 
sort of colition Government. 

Lnok at the nature of the party system. 
It is some sort of a criss-cro';:$. Some are 
purely local parties; SOme have ideological 
overstones; lOme bave ideologies within 
ideologies; ,orne have marginal differences; 
some are purely personal. oriented and tbinps 
like thaI. We are just confusing the entire 
electorate. With tbe presC1lt practice of giv· 
ing an opportuaity for the growth of mush· 
room partie" h~ ea te  each small party 
with 3 MP's or 3 MLA's can think some 
day in the future they can be somebody in 
(he formation of the Government. There-
fore, this is a matter that merits serious con, 
aideration. 

Another aspect that I want tei raioe is 
that there should be a Ministry for Tribal 
Development. Here, J must sal, we ioaYe not 
done anything for the tribal population in 
this country. What little progress has been 
rctiistered in .ome areas of Assam and in 
some other places. In tbe rest of tbe areas, 
fie bave nOI doioa anythina. whether it iB 

Andh,. Pradesh or Orissa or Madhya 
Pradesh. In these pia""., there has not been 
any progress made. I ask: What have we 
(Oone for these tflbal people in the last 20 
years '! I ho ve yet 10 see in my distric:t 
Srikaku/am one single person w.,o bas 
gradu3led from the tribal people living in the 
mountains. When we come to statistics, they 
are largely confined to c<rlain areal where 
the ChristialJ missionaries ha ~ done a com-
mendable job. In rcst of the areas, we bave 
not d in~ anything fOf the tribal people. We 
have to recognise the fact that spec,al measules 
have to be ta~en in r<gbrd to that and there 
shonld be a special Mmistr), not only in 
Andh. 3 but in other States also, and at the 
Centre under the charge ot' a Cabinet Minis-
ter to see that the interests of tbe tribal 
people are taken care of 

With these words, I welcome tbe ioten-
tion underlYing this particular Bill. 

SHRI J. MOHAMED IMAM: Mr. 
Deputy·Speaker, Sir. I fl.lly support the Bill 
moved by illy hon. Ifiend, Shri P. K. Deo. 

MR. DEPUTY·SPEAKER: The bon. 
Member may continue next day. Now ~ 
shall take up the Half-an·hour di,cussion. 

18.30 hr •. 

HALF·AN·HOUR DJSCUSSION 

USA's National Arms Policy to"am 
Pakistan 

SHRJ N. K, P. SALVE (Betu!): Mr. 
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, tbe arms supplies by the 
United States of America to Pakistan bas 
always been a very sore poiot in the Indo-
US relationship al; these )'ears. Before the 
hostilities with Pakistan in 1965 wben rather 
ruthlessly and carelessly weapons were heine 
supplied, all SOl ts of lethal weapons were 
being supplierl, to Pakistan in return to what-
ever Pakistan might have done to tbe United 
States of America, Jndia was a.sured in 
tern;s that for whatever purpose these 
weapons may be used, they will nrver he tiled 
to shoot the Indian people for Americaus, 
according to the American Govemmeat. 
carry 8(lme responsibility towards the Indian 
people also. Howe.er, it was later .. n left 
durin, the hoaUlitica to Proai4ent A,ub KIIID 
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to teach ",hat the ea it~ of things was and 
be snubbed the President of the United 
States of America and told him, 'If We are 
not going to use these arms against India, 
did you think that they should be kept in 
colton wool l' That is how the United Statn 
of Ame"ica got the rebuff. 

Thereafter. after the host,lities of 1965, 
.... bether it was the conscience of the American 
President ",Hch shook him or wbether it was 
the bumiliating and extremely insulting treat-
mtnt whicb the Patton Tan"'s received at the 
bands of our brne men h the areas of nem 
Karan, Chamb and Jaurian it was decided 
tbat it would be a part of the national arms 
policy of the United State, of America not 
to supoly further arms to Pakistan or to 
India. This went on for quite sometime. 
Pakistan had suffered terribly. Its weapon', 
its tanks and its aircraft bad been very badly 
and irreparably damaged in the L 6S bostili-
ties and, tberefore, Pakistan started lobbying 
again in the United States of America and 
pressure was brought on the Pentagon 
""d tbe 'act was driven home to tbe Penta-
gon by the Pakistan people very craftily-
tbeir diplomacy is certainly superior to ours-
and they made it clear to them. These 1500 
million dollars worth of weapons which you 
have given us will not be worth their value 
in steel and iron unless you again agree to 
supply us arms and unless you repair them 
and unless you reactivise them." Tbey went 
of course a step further so tbat they can 
8jlain start sbootil>g the Indian people. 

Wbite House meanwhile continued to be 
very vociferous. They said, 'Whatever it 
may be, having been convinced wbat bappen-
ed, we are not going to aupply any further 
arms to Pakistan.' Then. Sir, it is too weD-
known tbat Pentagon is capable of pIKing 
and muzzling the willie House and sub-
sequently it started witb the unfreezing of the 
non-lethal weapons and it was a supply of 
a trickle of spares to repair the tanks. And 
the trickle soon became a torrent and now it 
is an unabashed fact that the United Stat .. 
of America i. going to supply on a massive 
scale spares for the aircraft. What we are 
told in this is-the Soviet Union is no ex-
ception. They are great friend. of course, so 
also USA and th<re is no doubt about it-
they are supplying arms to Pakistan and they 
a'l Ielling us that 'We are doing this because 
we went to _ Pakistan away from China.' 

In their endeavour they are now so much 
anxious to espouse the cause of India where 
tbe Indian people were shot by their arms, 
Now, they are sayinl', 'We want to wean 
Pakistan away from China. Therefore, 
kindly let us supply arms to Pakistan.' 
Apart froff\. the fact that T cannot un<,erstand 
the logic of ttlis matter, do they, Sir, think 
that they will give us lollipops and we will 
accept them 1 What happened in 19<5 1 
Wby did tbey supply arms in 1965 1 Why did 
they suPV1y tbe Paton Tanks 1 Coul1 not the 
USA know, could not the Pentagon know 
that these Paton tanks were not meant to 
cross over the Himalayan frontitrs or the 
North West frontier.; nO. the Arabian sea 1 
The only direction in which they can come 
is the di.ection of e ~i and lhe only people 
tbey can shoot are the Indian people, a 
people who are trying to be friendly, a people 
wbo do not want war, a people who told 
Pakistan TIme, without number, 'Our way 
of life is not war, Let us sit across the 
table aod try to settle our matters.' How-
ever, unfortunately, Pakistan is not trying to 
see the hard realities of Kashmir and other 
issues to come to a settlement. But this is 
not the only problem. 

We have been told that collusion between 
. China and Pakistan is firmly established and 
a road has been built in Morkhun 10 Khan· 
jerab area. That is in Pakistan-occupied 
Kasbmir area. Tbis road has been built sub· 
stantially with the aid and assistance of the 
Chinese. This of course is going to consti-
tute a very vital Iiok of communicatlor. for 
the Pakistan units in Kashmir and also afford 
substantial logistic snpport to the military 
units of China in tbe Western Tibet. Un-
doubtedly it is true and is well known that 
Cbina bas been give in substantial arms to 
Pakistan. They have given tbe fullest equip-
ment for two divisions, 250 tanks. 120 Miga, 
2 squadrons of IL 27 in addition  to innu-
merable weaponry that the} have given them 
in vehicles in armoured cars and what not 
and financial assiatance. Now. tbis being 
true, it is necessary for us to see the im-
pending danaer. Cbina hal a tremendously· 
vast nuclear potential. They have a vast 
inventory of atom bombs. I am sure China 
is not a frIend of Pakistan. It will devour 
Pakistan at the firat possible opportunity. If 
the arms 'upply and tbe financial assistance 
is not an indication of China's friendship 
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witb Pakistan, It certainly, is an indication 
of the animus which the Chinese leadership 
exhibits tawards India and Just to spite India 
Ibis has been given. Where is the guarantee 
that they will n>t give atom bomb and nu-
clear weapons to Pakistan, and if Pakistan 
attacks India, if even an atom bomb were to 
be dropped on any of our cities, what are we 
going to do ? 

P..1'T ~ t  ~ (rn ... ~~  : ~

~ I 

~ ~ tt  ~ ' : ~ it <it ~ 
'f>1 ~ 'fi<:<rT ~ I 

SHRI N, K. P. SAL VB: I am not 
yielding. The bon Me nber will only 
weaken my case by supp,,' ting me. My 
submi.sions, h3ving made this assessment, 
wbat arc we going to do) ? Is nut the dan!ICr 
real 1  I am pointing this out because I 
consider this danger to b. very real and we 
are only trying to av;)id facing the situation, 
In one of his repli .. on the 10th January, 
1970, Shr; Morarjibhai, who was then the 
Deputy Prime Minister, said as follows : 

"Question: China hag exploded its 6fth 
a omic bom". Should we nnw 
g<> ahead irrespective of world 
oPInion and manufacture our 
own atom bomb ? 

Shri Morarji Do"ai: I do not think we 
should ever <'ream of manufactur-
ing atom bomb.. Tbat will not 
help us for winning the war 
ngainst China. What will help 
us in winning the battle against 
Chinese aggrcs,ion is strengtben-
ing of our convent;onal forces 
and by c<ibitiog an indomitable 
courage, we will be able to 
vacate th~ Chil1ese aggression, I 
am qui1e sure." 

If ever an atom bomb i. dropped people 
are either killed immediately or those who 
are not killeJ immediat.ly will be a. good 
a, dead: and afte, our cities arc reduced to 
rub"le, whom are you going to 6ght with 
indomitable courage and convent'onal 
weapons ? I 3:11 unabll.! to understand this 
unrealhtk ap;>roach, 

. Sir, I "ish the Bxternal Atrair§ Minister 
was here ; "-use 1 wanted him to mllke 

certain commitments in this matter. He it 
not here, the junior Minister is here; I 
bODe he will be in a position to say about 
tbis, Because, the External Affairs 
Minhter has been considered in the United 
States of Am:rica -I found this during my 
visit-a Pta-Russian person, still, because 
of his personal charm; he has been extre-
melv respect,d My submission is tbis. In 
i~  of tbis impending nuclear thrcat on us 
at lcast will our Government take any 
steps to en,ur' that in ca.e Paki'tan CO'll" 
out witb a nuclear aUack. there will be a 
firm commitment and binding from the 
U. S. A and Soviet Union that Pe;bawar, 
Rawalpindi and Karachi will be destroyed 
mercilessly and there will be retaliatory 
measures? Because, Sir, I feel. we arC 

not preparing ourselves. I do not see any 
reason wby we should not invest about Rs. 
300 cram a year in the e~  of lhe ned 
: years for a feally powerful arsenal; I 
tbink tbis point may be taken up later; 
Mr. Ranjit Singh ji may take it up when we 
are debating the Demands on the Defence 
Ministry, May I therefore know from the 
Minister, will he make a statement as t.o 
what concrete steps a re being taken, except-
ing the indomitable courage and the conven-
tional we.poIIs-and in case Pakistan is to 
ruthlessly and unscrupulously attack us with 
the Chinese atom bO'llbs, how afe we going 
to profect ourselves ? If you are going to 
sleep over  it, may be the country will not 
live loog enough; maybe it might happen 
like this : when someone suggeste·1 to tbe 
head of the Red Indi.ns that tbey should 
usc guns-tbis was in 1620_he said: What 
are you talking of the.e noisy thingo? 
Sharpen your knives and increa.. the leDgtb 
of the arrows and bow;; th .. e  n )i.y tbings 
will never belp you. Indomitable courage 
will alone help you', The result is that it 
is only of intere,t to anthropologists. I 
only hope tbat our great tribe would not 
come to such a pau that we become of 
interest to the anthropologists. 

SURI JNDRAJIT GUPTA (Alipore): 
Sir, this Ualf-an-Hour Disollssion has arisen 
out of the question whicb dealt witb "bat 
was desctlbed as tbe U. S. Nationol Arms 
P"licy towards Pakistan. Some announc=-
ment like that was made from Washington 
from the Peot"lon The reply given bY the 
Ministry to this questioo did not throw aoy 
liPt on !bat at all. What euctIy 10 tba 
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Americans mean by this National Arms 
Policy towards Pakistan ? 
So, I am talking the opportunity just 

DOW to ask the Minisl,r if he can throw 
lOme light on this question because it is 
obvious now that sinco Paki ,tan is no 
longer directly a Member nf Ihe Military' 
Bloc and since it has disentangled itself 
from its direct commitments, as for example, 
by dis ant in~ of U  2 base at Peshawar and 
80 on, any assistance she might get from 
tbe United States wiil to indirectl,' through 
tbird parti.. and not directly. And the 
reports we get from time to time of supplies 
of U. S. planes or tanks to Pakistan are 
invariably linked up with ,orne third country 
Ii~ Turkey or Iran or Italy or somebody 
through whom these military hardwares 
pass through to Pakistan. I would like to 
know one thin!!. ",/henevcr these reports 
appear and they are raised in the House by 
vigilant Members, the reply given always is 
that the Government of I ndia has made it 
clear more than once to the Government of 
tbe United States that the supplies of arms 
to Pakistan will be regarded by this country 
in a very serious light, and we have tried to 
represent to the authorities in Washington 
tbat this kind of supplies will only en-
courage Pakis'an to be more bellico", 
toward. India, Tut is all that the Govern-
ment of India does. 

My point is that since the,e arms 
s ~s are no longer going to be made 
directly from Washington to Pakislan but 
Invariably through  lhird countries. is this 
'what is meant by the National Arm. Policy 
towards Pakistan? If so, has the Govern-
ment of India thought out any other 
atrategy or tactics as tn how they are going 
to coUDter this breause, making represents-
tions to Washin2!nu is no use any more? 
They continue to say that they are not 
IUpplyipg arms diree,;y to Pakistan. 

So I would like to know what is the 
position; whether we are able to keep any 
kind of check cr trae;' on the suppli .. which 
may be corning through third countries to 
Pakistan? And what does the (Jovemment 
propose to do about that ? 

..n fuq 'ir.i";f.' (l'fTRT): ~~  

~  itu ~  ~ ~ ~ flI; "q ~ arm 

~ i ~ t ~ ~ "1>'T 'flf"f ;rT ~ i  

t, >iTT ~ ~ 'IT 1965 <tT orm 
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SHRI BISW ANARA Y AN SHASTRI 
(Lakhimpur) : Both the USA and USSR are 
friendly to India. In spite of that, they are 
vying with each other in supplying arms tn 
Pakistan. Is it due to our foreign pnlicy 
being not properly projected, or understood 
by those countries or our not having heen 
able to persuade them not to sapply arms to 
Pakistan and to supply arms to India? Is 
there any chanae in g(lvemment policy after 
the 1965 Pak alllression which was 
encouraged by this arms supply policy and 
the assistance of China also? Secondly, witb 
this Aoina on, the eastern region which is 
more vulnerable to Pakistani and Chinese 
attacks has to be taken proper care of. 
Government have also admitted tbat tbere is 
a collusion et ~n China and Pakistan. 
Wbat ~te steps are going to be taken tn 
prevent sucb arms supplies by these countries 
to Pakistan. 

SIIRI S. KUNDU (Balasore) : This is 
really an interesting question; at the same 
time, I should imagine it is very difficult for 
the Minister to answer r_rding the arms 
supply policy of foreign countries in the 
present condition of the world. The cold 
war strategy bas become so much developed 
that countries friendly to us I ike the USA 
and Russia are supplying arms to Pakistan, 
though Russia had said that Pakistan was 
tbe aggressor and America knew very well 
tbat Pakistan had aggressed on India. We 
are living in such a dangerous world tbat 
we do not know bow non-aligned countries 
like ns can thrive against the big powers. At 
the same time, there is need to project a 
dynamic independent policy. 

Tbe Minister can tell us whether 
America or for that matter even Soviet 
RuBBia are supplying to Pakistan, though 
botb are friendly to Ul. because of the 
conaideration that since Soviet Russia is 
alving arms to Pakistan, America says it bas 
to counteract it, and since America supplies 
arms to Pakistan, Russia considers that it 
_ to coan'eract American influence as also 
Chinese inOueoce In tbis competition of 
containlJl<nt, countries like ours become a 
casualty. Theretore, there is definite ncod to 
approach tbis problem and project it as one 
\10'-colIDtries willcb are commlt\lcd to 

'H.A.ll. 01 •. ) 

democratic forms of government and those 
which are nnt. After all, America is 
committed to a democratic form of Govern-
ment, and since we also believe in democracy, 
I would like to know twn thinl!' from tbe 
Minister. First, we are struggling hard to 
build up a nou-aligned policy, has the 
Minister ever cbecked up with the American 
Government whether it does not feel that its 
massive arms aid througb different countries 
and also directly to Pakistan disturbs or 
retards our effort to build up a non-aligned 
policy? Secondly, since we bave not signed 
tbe non ·proliferation treaty, wbat would be 
A'Derica's national arms policy, as Mr. Salve 
put it, in relation to the possibility of a 
nuclear war in tbis area? Answers 10 th.-e 
two vital questions would be very much 
helpful. 

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN TIlE 
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH): It is 
very natural for the hon. Members to be 
so concerned and anxious about the arms 
build up in Pakistan with tbe aid of 
America, Russia, China and otber conntries. 
I share that anxiety and concern because 
from past experience we know fully well that 
this armed strengtb and arms build up i. 
directed against us and at nobody else. 
Since our independence in 1947, we have 
been victims of aggression three times at tbe 
hands of Pakistan and we know fully well 
that, even according to Pakistan's own 
admission, she bas no otber enemy except 
India. So, whatover sbe i. doing in reprd 
to strengtbening her military might is no 
doubt directed aplnst us. 

The hOD. Members have very rightly 
asked how it is that Pakistan is able to get 
arms supplies from America, Russia and 
China and various other sources and that we 
are not able to get tbem. It Is true that 
Pakistan is in a very happy and favourable 
position, and due to world circumstances, 
sbe is able to get arms from these countries, 
but it will not be correct to say tbat we are 
completely helpless in this r_rd and that 
we are not getting help from any source 
whatsoever. We are getting heip from otber 
countries. We have received help from 
America, Russia aDd various other sources, 
and we are making a great deal of effort on 
our own to make up our defllcieocles and to 
improve our defCllce capabilities. 
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It hao been said that America and Russia 
are supplying anns to Pakistan knowing fully 
well that Pakistan has no danger to her 
security and independence from any quarter, 
and that, on the other hand, she has hostile 
desians qainst India. The fact of the 
matter i. that whether it is America or 
Russia or any other country, they are 
sovereign, independent countries, they have 
their own national interests, they ha" ibeir 
own principles to guide their own policies. 
It I. v'ry difficult for us to dictate to them 
and ask them to do this or that in a gi"n 
situation. We have very aood relations with 
them and we have put across our point of 
view to them and told tbem our difficulties 
which are always taken not of by those 
countries, but what they ultimately decide 
is their own business. They ei~h the pros 
and cons of the arguments put before them 
and they ultimately take a balanced decision, 
keeping in view their friendship with us as 
",ell as their own g!obal strate" and their 
own national interests. 

Hon. Members have made the point that 
Pakistan is getting anns aid much in excess 
of her aclual requirement. and needs and 
these countries shOUld be mindful of that. 
We have pointed this out to both America 
and Russia. 

Whenever we have taken up this matter 
with them, we have told tbem that tbis 
accretion in Paki<tan Elrmed strengtb would 
cause tensi"n and would put a great deal of 
strein on ('ur own defence responsibilities 
and would create an atmosphere of cold war 
between the two countries gnd that it will 
come in the way of our efforts to norman.e 
relations with . Pakistan. They ba" also 
assured us that tbey are mindful of the 
arguments we have put forward, and that Is 
probably the reason why there is hesitancy 
on their part to come to n quick decision In 
this regard. We hope that our arguments will 
be appreciated by them and ultimately tbey 
will take a de:ision which will he in tbe best 
interest of both India and Pakistan, in the 
interest of peace and stability in the 
world. 

In regard to Runia also we bave told 
them that their help to Pakistan will go 
against our interests. There again we ha" 
heen told bv the Russians that they will see 
to it tbat the balance, as they put it, will not 

be tUt¢ in favour of PaldBIIn. that they wqJ 

keep in mind our requirements and will not 
do anything to harm our interests. The ume 
arl!1l'lleDt is given by the United States. In 
the ca'e of Russia also we have told them 
that they may feel that their policy is riabt 
from tbeir' OWD point of view but as far as 
we are concerned we are not convinced by 
those arguments and we do not accept them. 
In regard to American .upply of 8' ms, Mr. 
Indrajit Gupta asked whetber it was their 
n.tional policy. It is not a national policy; 
it is only a review wbich they are doiDI. 
AcamUog to the earlier lXI,icy they had 
placed a complete embargo on arms supply 
after the 1965 hostilities. In 1967 that em-
barllo was lifted so that military a,sistance 
to Pakis'an'and India could be granted and 
the sale of non-Ietbal weapons was allowed 
both to Pakistan and India and tbe sale of 
spares f('r lethal weapons was also ~ itted 

both to India and Pakistan. I may also add 
here that under this declaration, the United 
States had also undertaken to prevent sale 
by third countries of NATO weapons of 
A merican origin either to Pakistan or India 
without their approval. 

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE: That does not 
mean that USSR and Cbioa can supply arms 
to Pakistan. 

SHRI SURBNDRA PAL SINGH: I 
shall come to that later. 

We know perfectly well that tbls sounds 
a very fair sort of a policy es it puts botb 
India and Pakistan at par. But tbe facts are 
quite different and this DOliey i. in fact very 
heovily weighted in favour of Pakistan for 
this simple reason tbat prior to 1965 Paki-
stan had received massive American aid in the 
form of lethal weapons and equipment etc. 
I can say tbat approximately 80 to 90 per 
cent of her armour and equipment Is of 
Americsn origin. As apinst that we had 
received "ry neaIigible amount from 
America in t be shape of offensive weapons 
the total value of whicb is about one million 
dollars, whereas Pakistan lOt 1500-1700 mil-
lion dollars wortb equipment from America. 
The fact tbat Pakistan can get under this 
arrangement spare parts for her lethal weapons 
means that all her aircraft, tanks, etc. whicb 
had been damaged or rendered useless in the 
19"5 conflict can be repaired and refurnished 
and can be ueed once again. 1 his bas been 
~ ~ I I bOlp to Paldatan w __ to til 
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it is meaningless In the sen~ that we cannot 
buy very much from America under this 
arrangement because we d" not have mucb of 
tbeir equinment. 

19.00 brs. 

Now, a' regard, th! supply of tank. and 
offensive weapons througb third countril!s, as 
I have said already, under this declaration of 
policy also, America had undertaken to pre-
vent such sales. But we know perfectly well 
that since 1967 Pakistan has been making 
frantic efforts to buy tanks and other letbal 
wearons from NATO countries by clandestine 
means and we bave kept the House Informed 
from time to time. We know bow early in 
1969, she made efforts to get some tanks from 
Italy. We intervened in tbat matter; we took 
it up with the Italian Government and 
througb our diplomatic efforts, we were able 
to forestall tbat and the deal WIIS called off. 
In the same way she tried with Belgium; 
again they failed. In 1967 she took up the 
matter with Turkey also. There was a pro-
posal from that side to sell, I think, 100 to 
200 tanks from Turkey to Pakistan and 
Turkev was in return to get SOme new tanks 
f,om America. That was tbe arrangement. 
In tbe earlier stages, we took up the matter 
witb both. the American and tbe Turkisb 
Governments, and our efforts bore fruit in 
the sen,e that we were able to stop this deal 
altollether. And then again it was revived. 
As 'ihe hon. Members know, this proposal 
was again revived in Marcb lost We again 
drew the attention of lhe US Government 
in tbi. regard and took it up very strongly 
with them and we told them and gave them 
the arguments that tbi. will not be helpful 
to us and, in fact, if this deal goes through, 
it will put our relations under a great strain 
and tension and it w'll bave very grave re-
percussions. 

Now, we have been informed by them 
that tbey have taken no decision in this re-
gard and that the whole policy of 1967 is 
being reviewed by them. and they say that 
this supply of tanks through Turkey is also 
one of the factors in that review. But no 
decision has been taken yet. All that we 
ean say i:- that after we have expressed our 
grave concern about thi.'; matter to tbem. we 
bope that ,hey will give due consideration 
to it and will slUdv all the implic.tions and 

will ultimately taka a !iecl4iop whi\lb will 

not go against our IntereJt! and the interests 
of this region. 

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE: About the 
nuclear attack. 

SHRI SURBNDRA PAL SINGH: The 
question of nuclear attack; it is a very wide 
question which has been discussed here on a 
number of occasions before. Hon Members 
already known the Gov'lOment's poliey: 
that it is not our intention to go in for the 
manuracture of atom bombs. 

SHRI RANJEET SINGH: Wbat i8 your 
p rsonal view ? 

SHRI SURBNDRA PAL SINGH: I 
r.present tbe Govenoment here. You can 
ask my personal views outsicle the HOUle. 

SHRI N. K. P. SALVE: The manu-
facture, phaaed over five years, is the second 
aspect The earlier aspect was, shaD we get 
a firm and abiding commitment from the 
USSR and tbe USA that in case of a nuclear 
attack on our cities, we will bave a re-
taliatory attack by botb the countri_1 
mean aD attack on Karacbi, Peshawar and 
Dacca. 

SHRI SURBNDRA I'AL SINGH: I do 
not think there is any country in the world 
wbicb will give a guarantee like that. In the 
ultimate analysis, we will bave to depend on 
our own ability to stand on our own feet 
and derend ourselves. We cannot rely on 
otber people's benevolenoc. (Jruerr"pllolt.' 
We will bave to bu'ld up our own defence 
capabilities and improve our defence 
strenltb, and I can assure the bon. Members 
this is being done by tbe Gover nment of 
India in tbe Ministry of Defenoc. e t~ 
11011.) 

SHRI RANGA (Srikakulam): You are 
contradicllng wbat you yourself have now 
stated : all the time you are neaotiating 
with everybody: give us a little tbere and 
live os a little more here and so on. 

SHRI RANJBET SINGH: His IIC1"-.J 
view on the nuclear attack is different fror.; 
the Government's view. That is wby he 
,aid he would exprqa his personal views IQ 
privato I 
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SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH: I 

cannot understand Prof. Ranga's argument. 
If we come to n~  that certain supplies are 
aoing to Pakistan which may he used against 
us, what harm is there if we negotiate with 
other countries to stop such supplies? 
(/Ilterrllption.) If we have good relation. 
with those countries who are supplying them 
and if we take up this matter with them and 
exprelS our concern to them, what harm is 
there? (Jwrerrllpllon.) But all this aside, as 

(H A.H. DI,.) 

I !laid. in tile ultimate analysis, we have ttl 
depend 00 our own strength. and it is our 
policy to bnild up our arm' strength to lOch 
a pitch that DO country in the world will he 
able to cast an evil eye on us. 

19.04 hro. 

The Lok SoMa ,hen adjourned,iII Elevu 
or the Clock Oil MOllda •• April 27. 19701 
Vai,akha 7, 1892 (Sdk a,. 

I'riatod at AkaIh.,..., Prlpten, 20 Duya OlDj, ~  


