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attention notice tabled by me and Shri Indrajit 
Gupta on the supply of arms by USA to Pakistan 
is pending, because we never gave a calling 
attention notice on the supply of anm by 
USA and USSR. The supply of arms by USSR 
was in 196a.69. That is no more news, that is 
by now a story, but this is of recent occurrence. 

MR. SPEAKER: All these were ballotted. 

SHRI S. M. BA..lIIERJEE: In the last 'es-
sian there was a calling attention notice on the 
supply of arms by USA to Pakistan. That was 
at our instance. But here both have been 
clubbed. We want our calling attention to be 
admitted separately J so that we are able to say 
sometbing about this nasty deal with Pakistan. 

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE (Calcutta-North 
East): In regard to this matter, the concerned 
rule, rule 197, is very clear that not morc than 
one matter could be there in a motion. 

SHRI INDRAJIT GUPTA (Alipore) : One 
of the matters took place one year ago. 

MR. SPEAKER: This is one matter, .... , 
supply of arms by other nations. 

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE: I do not mind 
at all a discussion of the matter, but my firat 
submission is that two matters have been juxta-
posed, and my second submission is that the 
matter of the supply of USSR arms to Pakistan 
had heen already on the anvil of the House in 
the last session, and again to bring it up when 
it is no longer a matter of recent occurrence is 
not proper. Therefore, l~t there be a discusSion. 
If the House wants a discussion on the USSR 
supply of arms to Pakistan, nobody is against 
it. I cannot stand in the way, and I do not, 
but I do try to stand in the way when I believe 
that formally some rules which should be res-
pected are not being properly respected. 

MR. SPEAKER: There were two kind. of 
motions. One was on USSR, the other wa5 on 
USA. 

11ft m ..... m (il'~;r;ft) : fq~<'I'r 
;m: arro:f.f 'Ii~r qr fi> f~m if; 'IiIfiiflT 
~ ~ if ar<n:: crfstr if ~r ~ 
~ ~~q;~ ~mr ~ aT 3IT'f 'fflOf ~ ""if 
~ t ann arr<f.t '"i/T ~ f.f; 1j~ 'fTil' 3IT'fit 

'fflOf 'Ii~ f~it ~ I ~ am: 3l'il''l;T'lir ~f;f 
m~'f f;r;:~)it f~it ~, ;o;rif; 'fTil' ~ 
'fiif~ "" f~ ~ I q'~~ 'Hl'<ro ariiflT ~@'it 
ott 0!fT I in:r mfi''fr t f'li' arl'1' ~ ~T 
crU'liT arcr'fTrt I ~ ~ ~lfr't ;fIfC:ff fq~ 

~~ if ~~ fiifit f~;;f'fC ~ 1Ttl; it fi> 
qfstr i/lft<:r 1:.rtt ,,~ 't it I 

MR. SPEAKER: The motion by Shri 
Kanwar La) Gupta covered both these count-
ries. Besides that there were many other 
motions, and I am told by the office these are 
all identical on the same subject. So, they have 
been covered by this motion. 

SHRI S: M. BANERJEE: One is a .tory, 
and the other is news. 

11ft m :;r.J: 1fT : arqft'liT ;;IT ~f'f!IT' 
~ 'l;~ ~ ~ ~r crf'iIT IllS<'fIf ~ I sr~r'f 
~ it ~lf mr 'lit arlfU'IiT if; m'1 ;;om 
1ft ~ I ~'IiT arr'f ariif'T ~ <l 

12.10 ...... 

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF 
URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE 

SUPPLY OF ARMS TO PAKISTAN BY U. S. A. AND 

U. S. S. R. 

11ft rn <'I'T<'r ~ (f~~ ~,) 
ar~~ ~)~q, if arf<r~;frq <'i'ti> If~(,'f 

if; f.!v.tfufl;ffi f'f'!i11' 'lit art< ~f~'!7-'fiTli 

IPil 'liT 6!fT;r R"fTcrr ~ arr~ 5IT>i;rT '!7<:crr 
~ f'f> cr~ ~fT ~r't if 11;<; ifWo!r ~ : 

"~~ffi U--11' :lf1I"{f'f>r am: ~Ifq­
/fer lflfT;;rqT~r tf1JTcf'lf <f'f iim 'frf'li-
~ffi'f 'lit ~~T 'f>f ~iifli' f},!IT 
GfRT erqr crrf 1i'~:rR' ott ;Oil' m';n-
rn 'lit 'lmCf if. f<ror 51/f11T 'Ii~ ott 
'E!TErurr I" 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AF-
FAIRS (SHRI SWARAN SINGH): Govern-
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[Shri Swaran Singh] 
ment appreciate and share the concern of all 
parties in Parliament about the latest announce--
ment by the US Government regarding 
American supply of arms to Pakistan. The 
result of this decision may well be that Pakistan, 
which is already over-armed, will use this accre-
tion of armed strength to threaten India instead 
of trying to settle differences peacefully through 
bilateral discussions. 

2. The House will recall that in 1965 the 
US Government had imposed a ban on the 
supply of lethal weapons to Pakistan and India. 
On September 30, 1970, We were officially in-
formed that the United States Government 
had decided to make an exception to this ban 
and to supp]y to Pakistan some aircraft and 
armoured vehicles in replacement of losses and 
natural attrition. We lodged protests with the 
US Government through their Ambassador 
here as well as through our Ambassador in 
the United States. The US Government had 
given us an assurance, and later made a public 
statement, that this sale would be a one-time 
exception to the ban. 

3. The American Government has told us 
that they have offered to sell to Pakiston six 
F-)04 type star fighter-interceptors, 300 
armoured personnel carriers, seven B-57 bom-
bers and four maritime patrol aircraft. These 
are sophisticated offensive military hardwaree 

4. In reply to our protest, the American 
Government has tried to justify its decision by 
saying that no great significance should be 
attached to this replacement of iterm of equip-
ment and that this sale was to meet Pakistan's 
defence requirements. We have pointed out 
that we are unable to accept these arguments. 
Pakistan has repeatedly asserted that India is 
her only enemy. As the House is aware, India 
has, apart from signing the Tashkent Declara-
tion, made repeated offers of a N~War Pact to 
Pakistan and has taken several initiatives for 
nOrv'alising relations with her. Pakistan has, 
therefore, nO ground to apprehend any threat 
from India; on the other hand, it is Pakistan 
that has committed aggression against India 
since ind ependence. Certain Pakistani leaders 
who held high office in 1965 have been proudly 
asserting during their recent election campaign 
that it was under their leadership that Pakistan 
had started these conflicts with India. 

5. According to reliable estimates, Ameri .. 
can military aid to Pakistan from 1954 to 1965 
was of the order of 1.5 to 2 billion dollars. 
What is particularly disquieting for U8 in this 
deal is that the United States tries to justify it on 
the ground that they are replacing tbe equip-
ment supplied by them which has become 
unserviceable with use and time. The mere 
acceptance, in principle, of any responsibility 
for replacement becomes a cause for grave 
concern. But for American arms aid to Pakis-
tan, the suD-continent might have been spared 
more than one destructive war. 

6. Past assurances that US arms to Pakistan 
woul d not be used against India proved worth-
less, and this time even such an assurance has 
been omitted. This show, that US Govern-
ment iuelf believes that these arms will be used 
against us. Such a step will not only increa.e 
tension on the sub-continent and lead to an 
arms race, but will also make Pakistan more 
intransigent towards India and render norma-
lisation of our relations with Pakistan more 
difficult. The US decision, therefore, is all the 
more regrettable particularly at this juncture 
when we were beginning to see some hope of 
normalising relations with Pakistan in some 
fields. 

7. When the USSR supplied arms to Pakis-
tan in 1968-69, we protested to them. We 
pointed out to them that their military equip-
ment, in addition to what Pakistan had already 
received from America and China, was 
obviously for use against India. At that time the 
USSR Government assured us that their arms 
supply to Pakistan was not intended to hurt 
India but might help in persuading Pakistan to 
normalise relations with India. We did not 
agree with this assessment. We, therefore, con-
tinued our objections with the Soviet Govern-
ment. We are glad that the Soviet Govern-
ment have given consideration to our repre-
sentations and informed us that they have not 
supplied-and do not intend to supply-any 
military hardware to Pakistan in addition to 
tbat already supplied in the past. 

SHRIM. L. SONDHI (New Delhi): Sir, 
a point of clarification. What is an armoured 
personnel carrier? (InttmJption) Please allow 
me to undentand the vocabulary. He 
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mentioned armoured personnel carriers." Are 
these tanks or are they something different? 
What are armoured personnel carriers ? 
(Interruption) What is the harm in knowing 
it? If he mentions some word which does not 
exist in the English dictionary, why do you 
prevent me from seeking a clarification? I do 
Dot understand it, and nor any of the Members 
here. I cannot understand his vocabulary and 
language. It is a point of clarification. What 
is the meaning of this tenn? I have been read ... 
ing the English language for .ome time. Sardar 
Sahab also studied in Jullundur. (Interruption). 

MR. SPEAKER: Members sbould not 
speak without my permission. I am sorry I 
have to follow the rule tbat the words of Mem-
bers who speak without the Speaker's permission 
will not be recorded. I have said that pre-
viously on many occasions. 

Now, Sbri Kanwar Lal Gupta. 

SHRI M. L. SaNDHI: What is the harm 
in trying to know the meaning of that term, 
Sir? 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, order. Shri 
Kanwar Lal Gupta. 

lift rn <=mf ~: 3f01l"eT l1~~lI", 
arl'n:T'H it 'frf'f.~T'f;FT ~~pn<: if.'r if;T 
;;ft 'f.n:oT ~ffTm ~,'3"mI f<i;m m ~m 
'1ft 'TlI~ <[i';T ~ I 3f1rU'fOT it 'frf~ 
;FT it arfl';;f ~(1[~ if;<:t :a-m ~ iI 
~f<[m 'fOT ~~ ~ ~i!'t~T 'f.r 11% ~ 
"IlRT "I"rc; qg'm ~,f;;r~ cr<:~ iI ~~ it 
W~Ti'f 'fOr i';f~!m ~C(1[~ if>"<:'I> 11;if; 
;:or~ '1ft 'fTo if ~<:r "fi'i'fT ~T I it .m"l: <'IT.ft 
~T "lJ;fl1'fOT if; cfl"<[ "I"H WIT9" ~~<[T 

"I"T~T ~ I 

arl1"Uif;T if;i';ffT ~ fit; lI"i'; q<[ -C;T~ 
11;"~ ~ I '3"1i<: ~~ it m ~R 
;FT ~gcr i1~I<: ~~ f~it ~ I 'f'ifrn 
~ .wif if; srrm 'I> ;r~~t~;ro 
if; ;:or ~ ~~ lI"i'I OTT;Rt g11; ~T fif; "I"r~<[T 

1ft 'fTf~~Ti'f ;FT ~<: ~~ 'fO<: ~T 

~ am: v:ri 'fTif:;r if; ;;rf<:il ~T 'fT~R 
if ~f~m<: arT ~~, 'frf'!>~ 'f.T;FT~ 

~ <[~ ~ am: it ~?f!fT<: f~R if; 
~T fl!f9"T'Ii ~~~ ~it, 'fTf<I;~i'f;FT 

i';f?f!fT<: ~9"rt if>"<: <~ ~ I ~o 11;~0 11;0 
if Wif;~ri'fT ~~T it ~;t CT~;;r 'fOr 
f<'R'fT ~ 11% f~T if if;i'IT ~ I 

UPakistan will use American arms to force 
India to support the Kashmir issue." 

11~, 1970 it ~flf~C;~'t~9" "l:T~br 
1l;'f 0 qrti'f it, ;;ft q'C]1Tif if; ~,~ 
'ftlf~ 'fOT11;ifi ~T if; <TTl1it ifii';T : 

" .... that Pakistan has used the USA arms 
against India in 1965 war, and it will happen 
again." 

lI"i'I ;;rr<[it ~ m arrfu"r it <:"T ~ ~~ 
'fTfif;~ if; ~ ~ff<rT «m: 'flit if>"<: ~ 
~ ? 'fliT lI"i'I i';1fTU q;r~ 'frf9"m if; ~­
ft;n:rrtr;r '1ft f.tm;ft ~ ~ ? wiI ~~ 'fffT 
9"lTCIT ~ f'f. 'fTf~:rR ~T w"m~­
'Il9" gO I 

~~ in:r ~T9" lI"i'I ~ f'fO;;it q.r 

CT~ 11;~<i ~ ~i'; q<[ ml1 'fOT 'fliT 

~ ~ ? ifll"T ~~if -.fr 'fO)~ <:1'lf ~ ? 
if~T ~ CT~ ~it lfT9"T ~ ? ~r9"tfif; it 
~~ "I"T;:;r it ~T ~ 'f~ if;"rr, if\?: m:l1 
~ ~T if<if ~'fT "I"rf~, ~~'f.T 
.nf'3f'!; ifm ~, ll\[ it ~~ 'f~ CfTllT I 

~T ;ft;:;r it ~i'; ~r 'lfTi';ffT R f'fO 
iflIT lI"i'I crT ~i';T <[~ ~ fifi lI"i';;;ft <:"T ~ 

~~ ~'t ~ ;FT ~~~ if;"l:<rT 'lfT~ ~ 
fifi 'fO~ if; ~r't if ~11 ;FT-t: 'fT~~ if; 
~T~ ~~ffT if;<: ~ ~ f<i; if\?: 'lfTi';ff 
~ ~T ;mr-srrft:rq;W<[ ~ 'f<: i';11 ;jj~ ff'fO 
~m<: if;<:it if;T ~~ <[ ~ ff<r ffif; if\?: 
~ ~ if;,it rtit, ifm ~i'; ~ffi crT 
o"t'fO 'f~ ~ 3Ih: lfR of'li ~ 'flIT ~'f>"R 
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[>,ft~~] 
~«irRr if;1 ~tfu iM't fif; ~ ~ 
~'t if '<itq-UfT if;'t f'fi ~ f'flftf~or 
'1i!T ~ ? 

arlf;;ft "lor i't ~~<rr 'fl~ ~ fif; 'fll"r 
q<:l>R it ~ ll1l: ~~rn f'fillT ~ f~ 
fif;~ ~fo:rllT<: W it q'rf~(IT<r if;T ~~ 
f~ ~ ? onft <!fTq' it if;i!T fiI; anit ~« 
~~ ~ if;'t1fT I ~,g arl1l Cf'li ~~ it 
f~T ~>:f'lIT<: R<rr an<: w ;;rT ~ 
am ~ ll1l: fu1!f 'fi<: <!fTl ~ lfT ~ 3f1l 
~ ? am: aPff~ f~ ~it orr ~~, 
~ 1{m 'nfi!:~ ~ m~ ~ <mr f~<rT 
~fo:rlln" <!fTlIT ? 'fll"r lfi! q~ ~ f'fi 
~ it 1965 if ;;rT ~'liT i~<r 
pIT o:rr ~ ~~ ~u ~<: f"-!H am: 
~ arffiCfT arror ~'Ift fllforrn $ 
~ mq1{ ql If{ I artT<: lf~ q@, ~ crT 
'flIT anq-it ~ ~n: if;T ifil~ ar~rn f'f;!fr 
am: fif;llT crT ar~B"ifc if; sr~ ar~ <!f'l'if 
f.,ii ~q <n: w if;flfq~1 ifil ? ll1l: '1ft ~'li 

~ ~ orl'l<rT 'fl~r ~ I 

~iT ~4ift1{T mi!sr if ~ '11 f~ 
~;;rulfor CT~ '1ft mi qr<: ifft tl"11T'r<rT 
~,crT i't ~ 'flQCfT ~ f'fi 'd1ctif;r 'fQl 
iIfmr ~ ? w ll1l: ~ ~ fif; 'l'Tf~r<r 

'1ft ~~« f~ ~ f~ ~ f~<r 
if "lIT1{T ¥'fG<f ~ If{ ~ an{ lf~ q'<: 
.. f<~~<r '1ft m~:rr<r if;r ;;lfr(ff ~ 
tT1lT ~ ? 

arlm<:1 ;ft';;r i't!f~ orAifT ~ ~ 
fif; ~ il<"n f<:orrtt« if;1 srrCf if;<:eft 
~ ~fif; irt 00 ~ f~<rr '1ft ~« if;T 

mo:r ~ ~~'1 ~q aft<: aPff<:n <!f'l'if ~qroi 
if ~'t ~ '1ft ~re- ~if ifil cTlIT<: ~ 
~a- & I q~ i!if ~l m '1~ ~~<rr 
~ I eft ~Cfi h<'flttq ~ I 

~it; f.,~ 'flIT lP' ;;frlf orT i!ilT't 
ct~1ct ~, f'{lfq'llf<:~~ ~, ~~ f~qr;r 
~ lfWm<r 'fi<: ~ ~? or~t Cf'fi lP'rfr 
orr~T ~ ~lfrt ~~ if ~ ~ 
<r~T ~ W ~ I ~;ft;;fi if m<: fiI'T ~ 
srr't if liffiT cr'h: ~ lP' ~'9" ~ am ifga 
fris if;<:6" & I 3IT'f.t if;ifr f~ ;;rT fil'l[ 
sronif orr <:~ & ~ qrt ~sf:;r'fq ~ I 

lf~ srrCf tr.,-cr ~ I fl1lf ~ ~l'Ii't q'ri.q sr!if<: 
~arr6"~1 

~if; arorr'1T W «<:'fiH if;;it lfif 
~~r f'fi lP';ft<r ~ srrcr;fta- ~<:if m <fl1H 
~ a1 'flIT q<:if;[<: ~ ~rq if arrif if; "'I~ 
~ ~~ ~I ~ lfm'li arrq''liT iI'T"f:I" ~ f-li 
'fT<r '1ft ~m ~<r ~ arT<: m~r'l '1ft 
~iI'T<:! ~ ~ ~ if;T fil'<'f 'fi<: l];WiI'<'fl 
3f1er ififf 'fi<: «'fi6", .. « f<'f~ W ~H 
mar lf~1 <:if !flIT ~ f", lf~ ~~ ~<r 
~rn; arrq' 'd~ ifICf'ifur 'fi<:if- '1ft cTlfl<: 
~ orrttit ? ... ~ ~«~ ~ ~ 'fil Wlf 
~ fu~ g~ 0Ii!~ <rTCf"rCf 'fi<:if '1ft cTlIT<: 
~ ~it? !f~ it~ ii:1ct srrcr 'fiT orr<r<rr 
"r~CfI ~ f'fi;;rsr Cf'fi ;ft;; Qj~, ~ Cfil' Cf~ 
{f<:'fif<: 'd{fif; {flo:r srrCf ;;~1 'fi't1rr, 'flf! 
{f,'fin: i);m '</Nor! 'fi<:if m cTlIT<: ~ ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I will first reply 
to Mr. Sondhi's question. Armoured Personnel 
Carrier is not a tank, becawe tank weaponry 
is entirely different. Even the traction is diffe-
rent. Armoured Personnel Carrier is princi. 
pally a protecting equipment which enables 
the military to carry people from one place to 
another. 

SHRI VIRENDRAKUMAR SHAH 
(Junagadh): What arms does it carry ? 

SHRI SW ARAN SINGH: It is of a com-
paratively minor character. 

1 will try to be brief in my reply_ To the 
fint question of Shri Kanwar La! Gupta my 
reply is an emphatic 'No'. Secondly, be asked 
what is meant by 'one·time exception'. By thit 
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term we understand that this will be the only 
supply. A> to whether they stick to that, that 
is a separate matter. Our understanding of the 
expression is that this is a one-time exception. 

SHRI UMANATH (Pudukkottai): Excep-
tion itself indicates that it is only once. So, 
why say Ilone.time exception"? 

'SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I cannot im-
prove upon the language used by an American. 
This is what he said. From the expression 
"one-time exception" we have w:derstood that 
this would be the only supply that would be 
made in relaxation of the ban that bas been 
imposed in 1965. Whether they stick to that is 
anotber matter. 

The third question was whether this is an 
attempt to pressurize U9 either to change our 
attitude on Kashmir or to compel us to sign 
the non-proliferation treaty. Neither the 
United States. nor the Soviet Union, has 
ever given the slightest indication to us that 
their supply of arms to Pakistan has anything 
to do with the!c two issues. On these matten 
we have taken a view, which is a national view, 
and we intend to stick to it, whatever may be 
in the minds of othen. 

Fourthly, he asked abuut the quantum of 
supply of arms to Pakistan by United States, 
Soviet Union and through third parties. On 
this whatever informa.tion is with the Govern .. 
ment has been shared with the House from 
time to time. The United Statc! themselves 
have announced that this is what they intend 
to supply. Many other countries do not dis-
close the quantum of supply and one has to 
depend on other sources. It will not be proper 
for me to divulge infonnation unless it is 
authority given by the supplier or we have got 
authentic information about the quantum 
thereof. 

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: What 
about the total supplies from Russia ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: The fifth ques-
tion was about Pakistan making up the total 
loss. It is true that they have made up the 
losses that they suffered at the time of the Indo-
Pakistan conflict and they have also increased 
their military potential, if we compare it with 
their capacity in 1965. The only reply that I 

can give, which cou~d more appropriately be 
given by the Defence Minister, would be that 
during this period we were also compelled to 
take matching action and we have tried to 
check all the accrual to Pakistan military 
strength in making and formulating our 
defence and equipment plan. 

Then a question was asked about the state-
ment of my hon. friend, Shri Mahida. The 
best thing would be to ask him the question 
because he may be able to ansWer what preci-
sely he said and how does he explain it. 

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: Sir, on 
a point of order . You mwt compel the 
Minister to reply because the Government is 
one and this question is related to what he 
has said. 

SHRI S. K. TAPURIAH (Pali): Who 
said it is one ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: If he wants a 
reply from me then my answer is that it does 
not arise out of the present question, which 
relates to the supply of arms to Pakistan by 
the United States. 

In answer to his sixth question I would like 
to say that we have always laid the greatest 
stress on self .. reliance and, in the mean time, 
whatever we cannot produce ourselves we 
should not lightly ignore tbe sources that have 
helped us to increase our defence potential by 
supply of various types of equipment. We will 
continue to stress the role of self .. reliance and, 
at the same time, will not hesitate to get 
supplies from whateVCT sources they are avai .. 
lable so that the time lag between our own 
production and the requirements of the situa. 
tion may be as narrow as possible. 

The last quC'stion was about our Chinese 
policy. That is a separate matter not at alJ 
connected with the present question. 

~ '"1: I'm'I ~: ~1lT ~, 
anlf i:r<:T ~ ifiTf;;r~ 1 ~ '«r ~~T 0!fT 

f'f; ~ it f'F~it ~qzm: ~~,!lQ: ~it 

'f~ ~T!lT 1 ~ "90 tiiT~~:S m'i'f ~ 

0!fT f'f; ~ it f'l'ffit Q:fq!lH ~,'«r ~ 

;;rr~ 'f;<: ~qTW 'I>{ ~ ~ I·" 
(~) 
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MR. SPEAKER: He said that they did 
not supply. 

~ .I{~ <Or"" ~ :;;IT ;r~ I ~ 

itfum~: 

"We are glad that the Soviet Govern-
ment have given consideration to our repre-
sentations and informed us that they have 
not supplied-and do not intend to supply-
any military hardware to Pakistan in addi. 
tion to that already supplied in the past." 

1l ~ifT "fr~r ~ fit; 'iT~ it f~r 
«t<;fT~ g3iT, ~~r "'Well" iffi'-'fr~ I 
arlRTifiT if; om: it m Oll"'f.t ifil<'fT f<::lfr 
f~ 1965 ern f~Cf'fr «t;;rr~ gOlr, \:rf~ 
~ it; iflt it ifIfT ~ lJ1w: 'Ii1;f~~, 

f.,.m 'l"OTQ ij- "l"QT if<r'-'fRT "fT~ir ~, 

art'l" <if;fi 'liT if~Tif< 'flit 'f@ ~ 
~~? 

i!IO!m ~RIl", "ff"l" it; ifTt if ~ itu 
t~ lJ'f['-'f ~ I ~ ~ !IT-'ifR 3l'h 
'lTf~"I" ~rt ~ ~'!" ~, ~ ~lfT 
'liT ~ t f~ 'tift qift m:rr ~ f~ 
aIT'f 'iff'!" it; lJfo.r al"'f-'Pi'Sr~"I"'" iff' if;~ 

~ ~-~if; ifT~ it;jf'fTif <::TfOTit I 'f~r~T. 
~if t om: if ~ arf'f'l>'t ;jf'fTif ~ 

"fr~it I 

SHRI SW ARAN SINGH: With regard to 
the lint question, my reply is simple. The 
United States of America have themselves 
officially disclosed the military hardware that 
they are supplying to Pakistan. Therefore it 
was my duty to inform the House about it. 
The USSR have not disclosed as to what' 
supplies they have made to Pakistan. They 
did not disclose to anyone else even the supplies 
that _bey made to us. Therefore we attach 
importance to not disclosing the figures relating 
to tbe supply to us and did not insist that they 
should tell us what they are supplying to 
Pakistan .•.. (Interruption) 

SHRI BAL RAJ MADHOK (South Delhi) : 
This was already disclosed in this House. You 

did tell this House as to how many tanks and 
other things were supplied .•.. (Intetruplion) 

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: You had 
said earlier that Russia supplied tanks, 130 mm 
guns and other ammunition to Pakistan .... 
(Intetruplion) 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: IfI have already 
supplied this, I do not know why he is asking 
me about it again. But I do no t remember it. 
I distinctly remember that I have not supplied 
the figures relating to the various items. I might 
have supplied .... (Inturuption) 

SHRI M. L. SONDHI: You have given 
this in answer to my question. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: If I have already 
disclosed it you can use it. But I do not have 
it in my memory. However, today I do not 
have those ligures. 

SHRI BAL RAJ MADHOK: He has 
already done '0. 

SHRI SW ARAN SINGH: I think, I did 
not give the actual numher .... (Interruptio.) 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY 
(Kendrapara) : Sir, if you read this statement, 
you will lind that alt houg it begins with the 
sentence that Government shares the concern 
of the country and of all political parties, 
actually .peaking they have not shown any 
concern for overarming of Pakistan that is 
being done not only by the USA but also by 
the USSR and China, and that the country is 
faced with a great danger. 

I am very glad that so far as the USA is 
concerned, they have devoted two pages and 
have given us great detail, of the military 
supplies made by America. They have come 
to the conclusion that so far as the USA is 
concerned they supply arms to Pakistan in 
order that those arms are used against India. 
We are glad that at least one assessment regard-
ing one country is correct and OUr country 
accepts this. But, at the same time, I should 
have expected that, having admitted this, they 
disclosed what steps actually the Government 
has taken or proposes to take to meet this 
challenge. 
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About USSR he has mentioned it in a small 
paragraph and has expressed happiness that 
they have given due consideration to our 
repeated representations. The USSR is known 
to be the auther of the Tashkent Declaration. 
Even in their explanation that they have supp-
lied they say that they have a policy and they 
are arming them so that the relationship bet-
ween the two countries can be normalised. 
They say that by supplying arms to Pakistan 
they are helping in normalising the relations 
between Pakistan and India. They say that 
this is a part of the Tashkent Declaration that 
they are really implementing. This is what 
the Russians have said. This is the reason given 
by the Russians for supplying arms. 

You will remember, Sir, when we pressed 
this point in the House for a discussion at that 
time, there was a resolution and the Govern ... 
ment did not agree about it. This is a double 
standard that we are always playing and 
we are becoming a laughing stock in the 
world. The people laugh at w because of 
our attitude. However much you may bide 
the facts, it is all clear. In this statement, in 
a very cleverly drafted sentence, it is being 
made out as if no military hardware were ever 
supplied by Russia to Pakistan. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: Where is it ? 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY: 
May I read it out? It says: 

"We are glad that the Soviet Govern .. 
ment have given consideration to our repre-
sentation and informed us that they have 
Qat supplied and do not intend to supply 
any military hardware ..... 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: Read it further. 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY: 
H •••• to Pakistan in addition to that 

already supplied in the past." 

What does it mean? It is a very cleverly 
drafted sentence. Let us be very clear. What 
is the first sentence? It says, they have never 
supplied arms. Probably, what is meant here 
is the supply of tractors, helicopters, etc. I want 
to put it whether it is not a fact that Soviet 
Union has supplied to Pakistan 130 MM/ 
artillary guns, whether these are military 
hardware or not. I want to know whether it 

is not a fact, whether it is known to the 
Government of India or not, that during the 
course of these years from 1968 onwards, 85 
million dollars worth of military hardware were 
supplied by Soviet Russia to Pakistan. Is that 
not known to them? If it is known to them, 
why is it that they have now said that they are 
not going to supply. When so much detaiJ.s 
about the American supply of arms are given 
why we have not taken this trouble to bring 
facts about Soviet Union supply of arms to the 
notice of the country and the House? 

Again, I would like to know one thing more. 
Now, they say they have informed us. When 
did they actually inform us? Is it when our 
Prime Minister met h1r. Kosygin while going 
to America, seeing the agitation in the country 
about it, that they assured us about it or is it 
in reply to the protests that they have been 
getting earlier? 

We will be satisfied if in view of the over-
arming of Pakistan a regular discussion takes 
place in the House about the military position 
of our country and about the defence policy 
that we are adopting. I would like to know 
whether as a result of the arms supply to Pakis-
tan, let alone all other things, even in the 
infantry divisions because of the semi-military 
conscription that Pakistan is having, after the 
supply of these arms we will be in a great 
disadvantageous position because a number of 
divisions have to be employed in Nagaland, 
for our commitments with China and for our 
internal services and practically speaking, very 
few divisions will be left to confront with 
Pakistan. If this is the position, I would really 
like to know whether countries like Russia 
believe that the balance has been disturbed 
and in case of a conflict with Pakistan, they 
would come forward to help US because they 
have armed them already. Are they going to 
supply you on payment, supply you, the same 
materials, the same armaments ar the same 
things which they -have supplied to Pakistan so 
that we can meet them and actually what~hey 
talk about normalisation can come into being? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: With regard to 
the first qUestiODl. I would request my esteemed 
colleague, a very senior Member of this House 
and leader of a Party, nt.t t-o judge our point 
of view to the supply of arms by the United 
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States as compared to USSR by the length 
that is devoted in this replY. 

SHRI NATH PAl (Rajapur) : We welcome 
it. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I would like 
him to refresh his memory that there was a 
long debate about the USSR's supply of arms 
and I had at that time the responsibility as 

-Defence Minister to handle it. 

SHRI NATH PAl: It was an adjournment 
motion. 

SHRI SW ARfu'l/ SINGH : I don't remem-
her whether it was an adjournment motion or 
not. 

SHRI NATH PAl : You should. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: It was a discus-
sion. It was either two hour discussion or some 
other discussion. I think Shri Kanwar Lal 
Gupta initiated that discU5Sion. 

SHRI NATH PAl: It was an adjournment 
motion by Mr. Piloo Mody. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I don't remem-
ber what it was. He will any time be impressed 
by the length of the statement if he compares 
my statement which I made in relation to 
arms supply at that time. He will be satisfied 
that it is longer than the one that I am giving 
about the US supply. That is not very mate-
rial. I would appeal to the hon. Members of 
this House to concentrate on the dangers that 
we face rather than to have a tendency to 
sacrifice our own interest in trying to make out 
a case that we are trying to favour one or the 
other. (Inl8rruplwm) Whether they come from 
the USA or USSR, when they are in tbe bands 
of Pakistan, they are a danger to us. We should 
view it in that form. 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY: 
Wh~ is your reply to it ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: Now he say. 
that I have given information about the supply 
of arms by USA but I have not given informa-
tion about the quantity of arms supplied by 
USSR. J have already attempted to reply to 
that. In this particular case US Government 
have officially said that these were the items 

that they have decided to supply to Pakistan 
and, therefore, J am repeating what they have 
stated. The USSR Government have not 
made any such statement. 

SHRJ KANWAR LAL GUPTA: What is 
your assessment ? 

SHRI SW ARAN SINGH: I will not give 
my assessment. We should avoid giving tbe 
information about our knowledge (Interrup. 
liQns). It is a military matter. 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY: 
I have put specific questions saying even the 
quantum supplied. What is your information? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I do not either 
confirm or contradict the figure which is 
nothing but a thing picked up from certain 
ncW!paper reports which I do not accept. 

The second question is: what is being done 
to meet the challenge? This is a matter about 
which we have replied very often. 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY: 
Tbis figure has been given by the Defence 
Ministry itself. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: May be. Then, 
it is all right. If it is given, what more do you 
want? (InUrruplwns) I don't remember every 
time the reply that has been given earlier. 

SHRJ SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY: 
Th;s particular reply has not been given in the 
House. In some of the Parliamentary Com-
mittees these details were given. The Minister 
says: 'We doo't know; we don't have infor-
mation." This is rather very strange. 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH (Buxar): 
What is the good of the information if it caDnot 
be disclosed in the House ? 

MR. SPEAKER: Whatever may be the case 
in the consultative committee that should not 
be quoted bere. 

SHRJ SWARAN SINGH: We do give a 
little more information in the consultative 
committees than what we can publicly give. 
That is the practice which we have followed 
all along, because that is not meant for the 
public display. J think you cannot accuse us 
on this score. 
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SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY 
You cannot say that you h,\ve no information. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: You should 
compliment US that we have given more infor-
mation there in the Committees. 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY: 
Therefore, is it fair to say: "We do not know 
anything." ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: 1 would like 
very strongly to rebut this suggestion that in 
dealing with this matter we follow double 
standards. That is the type of expression which 
has been started by several opposition groups. 
This is something which is absolutely in their 
own imagination; it is not our policy to treat 
it in that form at all. 

About the phraseology that has beeb com-
mented upon somewhat adversely by him, I 
would like to recall to hi. memory the stat.,. 
ment made on the floor of the House about 
the nature of the equipments supplied by USSR 
to Pakistan. Surely, there are military hard-
ware things like tanks, artillary, etc. and 
these are very much lethal armaments. There 
is nothing in the statement, which I have read 
againJ which in any way condones or conceals 
the nature of the supplies made by USSR to 
Pakistan. 

About the assurance as to when it was given, 
this assurance was given much earlier and yOll 

should not connect it with the last talk of the 
Prime Minister with Mr. Kosygin in Moscow 
when she discussed other matters with him on 
her way to UN. 

Then Sir the hon. Member raised the 
general ' ques;ion that we should discuss in the 
House our preparedness to meet the Pakistani 
preparations, whether in the matter of training, 
or acquisition of supplies. Surely, this is a 
matter which is usually discussed when we 
discuss the Demands of the Defence Ministry. 
If there is any other motion which the House 
admits, which the Speaker admits, and my 
colleague the Defence Minister is prepared to 
discuss, I have no objection to that. I think I 
have answered all the points whieh he has 
raised. 

~ Of<rTif f~lir ~~ ? ~mr m ~ 
~1fT f~ ~ ~~ OfifIif ~, 'f mITT::;nit I 

~ m f~ : T:rnrr. aff'T'Ift ~~ 
it 'f~1 3ITliT I 

~ m \'ffif 'jtl'I': arrq ,pft f~m 
~(f <f;T OflfTif ~T 'f~1 ~ ~ I 

SHRI D. N. PATODIA (Jalore): Supply 
of arms by USA to Pakistan needs to be Pro-
tested by us as strongly and in the same 
manner as supply of anns by USSR to Pakis-
tan sometime back. The justification and the 
arguments given both by the USA and USSR 
with regard to supply of arms to Pakistan are 
neither impressive nor valid. When USA 
supplies arms, they say, they want to reduce 
tbe increasing influence of USSR in Pakistan. 
And, similarly, when USSR supplies arms, 
they also advance the same argument of try .. 
ing to reduce the influence of USA in Pakistan. 
The fact of the matter is that on whatever 
pretext it may be, arms are supplied to Pakis-
tan from all quarters. 

Another argument given by them in jUlti6-
cation of supply of these arms i. that it would 
not be used against India. It is equaIly un-
impressive. At this stage, I am reminded or 
what President Ayub said sometime back that 
"We are getting arms aid not to keep them in 
cotton pads." This saying of Ayub has 
been amply justified during all these years. 
In this context, I am also reminded of a 
statement issued by the Minister) Shri Mahida 
in which he said that there is the possibility 
of hit and run war by Pakistan. The Minister 
is expected to make a responsible statement 
and he should now either be able to come to 
the House and explain the circumstances 
under which the statement was made or· he 
should be considered guilty of making an 
irresponsible statement. 

But only accusing the USA or the USSR ck. 
not solve the problem. We have to see whether 
our own house is in order. I am prepared to 
agree with the previous speaker that the 
result in terms of supply of arms -by the USA 
or the USSR is the result of the failure of our 
foreign policy. That iii' w!,y after so many 
years we find today much difficulty with the 



215 Arms Supply 10 NOVEMBER 9, 1970 Pakistan (C A) 216 

[Shri D. N. Patodia] 

major powers in the world. Four major powers 
are reaUy supplying arms to Pakistan; France 
is supplying arms to Pakistan; China is sup-
plying arms to Pakistan; the USA is supply-
ing arms to Pakistan and the USSR is also 
supplying arms to Pakistan. Certain countries 
which are inimical to each other, like 
China and the USA are friendly to Pakistan, 
and all of them are supplying arms to Pakis-
taD. I do not know when we might hear 
again that the UK is also supplying arms to 
Pakistan. 

With regard to the policy of non-alignment 
I am prepared to say and I am inclined to 
say that the policy of non-alignment has been 
converted into the policy of appeasement of 
Russia today J and whenever the question of 
Russia comes, we are going out of the way to 

appease them and in respect of important 
matters like the supply of arms by Russia to 
Pakistan, we try to derive satisfaction by say-
ing that our relations with Russia arc many-
sided and the problem of supply of arms 
should be examined in the context of the all-
sided relationship with Russia, and we also 
try to derive satisfaction by saying that the 
Russians have given US an assurance that they 
will not supply it in future. And when it 
come3 to the qUf':Stion of the USA, our Defence 
Minister comes out with the statement that 
it is an unfriendly act on the part of the 
USA. 

SHRI SW ARAN SINGH: How win he 
define it ? 

SHRI D. N. PATODIA: Just now, we 
heard the hon. Minister saying that he was 
Dot in a position to declare the particulars 
about the arms supplied by the USA. Why 
is he saying that? He is saying that because 
thereby he wants to conceal the fact that the 
amount of arms and ammunitions supplied by 
the USSR is very much more compared to 
thl! ammunition and arms supplied by the 
USA. This very Ministry is on record in this 
House as having given the details with regard 
to the particulars of the arms supplied by the 
USSR, and this very Ministry is on record as 
having said that according to the information 
available with the Government of India, the 
USSR in 1968-69 supplied as many as about 

150 tanks to Pakistan and 130 MMGs, ammu-
nitions and radar sets and other miscellaneous 
stores. Is the han. Minister in a position to 
deny what was said by this Government a few 
mcnths ago in this very House ? 

Apart from this, I have two more questions 
to raise. How do the Government explain 
today the discrimination practised by these 
four major powers of the world against India 
as compared to Pakistan, with regard to the 
supply of arms? Wi th the changing pattern 
of the world politics, are the Government now 
convinced of the desirability of changing their 
foreign policy and stopping appeasement of 
Russia and adopting in the real sense, as 
advocated by the Government, a policy of 
non-alignment towards aU the countries 
equany? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: Most of his 
commebts were in the form of his own views. 
He has not asked me any particular question. 
He has given his own formulation, and his 
own enunciation of his views upon various 
foreign policy angles, with which I totally 
disagree. 

Ultimately, what he says is that we should 
have a policy which is truely a policy of non. 
alignment. I am glad that the Swatantra 
Party to which he belongs now sees the wisdom 
of the policy of non-alignment, though all 
along they had been advising us to abandon 
the policy of non-alignment and have some 
defence pacts or other pacts with other coun-
tries, which has been the Swatantra policy so 
far. 

About the other matters, I would like to 
say that his presentation or his comment upon 
various events, if I may use a very mild ex .. 
pression) is completely one-sided. He knows 
the arguments which have been placed hefore 
the House on several occasions when all these 
matters about which he has in a perfunctory 
manner touched upon today had been dis-
cussed at great length, and I am sure that he 
cannot be unaware of Government's viewpoint 
on all these various matters. 

There is no question of appeasement of any 
country in our policy of non-alignment. We 
value help from whatever source we might get it, 
and it will be wrong for us to deny the efficacy 
or importance of the help in various fields, the 
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economic field, the military field, the indus--
trial field etc., that we have received from 
the Soviet Union, and I would appeal to him 
not to belittle it merely because he belongs to 
the Swatantra Party which believes that every-
thing that is Russian is something which 
they should not touch and they should always 
find some reason to criticise it. 

That is not the way our national interests 
are served, and I would request him to be a 
little more non-aligned rather than always 
hring along this angle. 

In all earnestness, I would submit that the 
matter which is really the provocation for the 
present question is the supply of arms by the 
US to Pakistan, but it is amazing that he has 
not put a single question on that. His main 
preoccupation has been to point out that we 
are trying to appease the USSR; that is the 
entire thesis upon which he has proceeded. 

SHRI D. N. PATO{)IA: What is he 
talking about? 

SHRI SW ARAN SINGH: An attitude of 
this type weakens our hands in relation to 
supplies if they are made to Pakistan. This 
type of lobbying, in order to belittle the 
effect of American supplies of arms to Pakistan, 
is against our interest and I cannot permit it 
to go unchallenged. 

SHRI D. N. PATODIA: On a point of 
order .... 

SHRI SWAR,AN SINGH: I do not yield. 
Our position with regard to this matter is very 
clear. I am sorry if a particular impression 
has been created by his quoting' some earlier 
reply by me. I must be frank with the House 
As Defence Minister, I do remember having 
replied to several questions about the quantum 
of supplies by the USSR to Pakistan, and at 
some point I do remember having given the 
categories. May be, I also gave the numbers 
of one or two items. But even at that time, 
I must have qualified it; if I did not, I want 
to qualify it now and say that it was based on 
press information available to us. But in this 
particular case, concerning US supplies, there 
is an official statement by the USA which I 
can quote. But I cannot say the same thing 
with regard to the USSR's supplies. 

Therefore, there is no question of changing 
our policy; the more we think of it, the more 
we are convinced that I he policy we are pursu-
ing is the con-ect one, and I would request 
them to support us. 

SHRI D. N. PATODIA: My main ques-
tion has not been answered. The Minister 
had said earlier that so far as supplies by the 
USSR are concerned, they are something con .. 
fidential and Governme-nt were Dot prepared 
to disclose it. There is a new fact about the 
previous replies by the Minister himself in 
this House. He quoted certain quantum or 
supply. I quoted 150 tanks and so forth. Is 
he in a position to deny what I said? How 
does he justify concealing these facts from the 
House on the plea that the USSR's supplies 
are not to be disclosed in public interest? 
This is a contradiction. I would request him 
to come to the point and not use this argument 
to deny information to us. 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I have already 
said, and repeat, that it has never been my 
intention, nor is it my intention now to with-
hold information. If I did not remember what 
I said on an earlier occasion, he should not. 
use that argument against me. I stand by 
every word of what I said on the earlier 
occasion. 

SHRI D. N. PATODIA: My second ques-
tion has Dot been rf'pJied to. Is it a fact that 
the quantum of arms supplied by Russia was 
very much more than that suppliei by the 
US? Let him reply yes or no. 

MR. SPEAKER: He has replied. I do 
not think there is any further clarification 
needed (Interruptions). 

SHRI P. K. DEO: He has not replied. 

SHRI D. N. PATODIA: You must protect 
me. The figures given by him have been 
quoted. He is aware of that. He is not disclos~ 
ing the information we wanted but is attribut-
ing motives. \\That is this? , 

MR. SPEAKER: He will please l"C.oume 
his seat. It has been replied in detail. 

13.00 hr •. 

MR. SPEAKER: lIl-lis question has been 
replied to in detail. He asked a second ques· 
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tiOD, and he replied again. I do not want to 
prolong it further. 

SHRI D. N. PATODlA: It has not been 
replied to. 

SHRIMATI ILA PALCHOUDHURI 
(Krishnagar) : In view of the fact that 
America is hot listening to us, and that it is 
not only America which ha, been supplying 
arms to Pakistan, in view of the fact that 
Pakistan has been getting Mirage-III aircraft 
from France and Cobra anti·tank missiles and 
surface to air missiles from the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany and she has been getting arlIlJ 
from all over the world, what efforts are we 
making to get more arms for India? 

Secondly, I am very glad that the hon. 
Minister has said that we should concentrate 
our efforts on the dangers that we face and 
that the hon. Prime Minister has also remark-
ed in her Meet-the-Pcess interview in New-
York that the situation in India is quite 
different because we have on OUf borden 
foreign armies at a distance of 20 feet. In fact, 
in Kashmir and in the borders of Bengal in 
places like Nadia, we arc facing them at even 
less than 20 feet. In view of this, may I know 
what measures are being taken to have greater 
security, so that Qur borders may be more 
secure, particularly in West Bengal ? 

Thirdly, there is positive infiltration into 
the ordnance factories where there is stoppage 
of production of armaments. In view of the 
heavy supply of armaments received by Pakis-
tan and the stoppage of production in our 
ordnance factories, we do stand in great 
danger. So what we are doing to control this 
kind of stopping of work in our ordnance 
factories and infiltration ? 

Fourthly, is the Government aware that, 
on the strength of all these arm. that Pakistan 
is receiving, centres of sabotage have been 
built "'y Pakistan where 10,000 people at a 
time are being trained in sabotage and guerilla 
warfare, and also that they have more than 
half a dozen underground jet airports in the 
Kashmir border? In the spy ring that was 
smashed in the Uri sector, some of our own 
personnel were involved and have been arres-
ted. In the light of all this, what are we do-

ing to screen the personnel and stop this 
infiltration into the army and ordinance facto-
ries ? 

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: I have carefully 
listened to aU the points. They are very 
relevant and important, but the hon. Member 
has addressed them to the wrong quarter. 
They relate either to the Defence Ministry or 
to the Home Ministry, and I am sure that 
if they are formulated in a proper form, she 
will get the replies from the Ministers concer-
ned. 

13.03 ...... 

RE: MOTIONS FOR ADJOURNMENT 
(QUlTY) 

MR. SPEAKER: Papers to be laid. 

SHRI NATH PAl (Rajapur): I ,eek your 
leave to raise the motion of privilege, of which 
I have given notice. 

MR. SPEAKER: I am examining it. I 
will refer to it later on. I will let you know. I 
am examining all the privilege motions. There 
are quite a few of them.. 

11ft m ;r.J m (l'f¥'fT) 
~Tq m~I 

SHRI P. K. DEO (Kalahandi): I gave 
notice of an adjournment motion. 

MR. SPEAKER: Parliament has nothing 
to do with what the MLAs do. I have not 
allowed it. 

SHRI P. K. DEO: There has been a 
unanimow demand for a steel plant in Orissa, 
and the Chief Minister has written to the 
Government of India asking whether the 
Government of Orissa caD go ahead with itJ 
own steel plant. 

A grave situation has developed there. 
People are agitated. If you do not allow the 
adjournment motion, you cannot expect all of 
us to participate in the proceedings of the 
House. The MALs of Orissa have come here. 

MR. SPEAKER: It has nothing to do 
with Parliament .•• (Interruptions.) 


