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SHRI 8. M. BANERIJEE: Yes, Sir.
It is very difficult for us to pick and
choose. We have to it in good faith,

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Even
though office is taking sufficient precau
tion, still it happens sometimes. Of
course, the unemployment problem is a
grave one. But I do not think any
hon. Member would say that focussing
the attention of the House in this manner
should be tolzrated. Then, about section
144 etc. this is not the tims to consider
them. About the punishment, the
Minister of Parliamentary Affairs has
already agreed to the plea made by
almost everyone here. But I may remind
the House that formerly the punishment

was for four days. We are showing
some leniency now. While excercising
our judgment in showing leniency we

must also bear in mind that if leniency
is shown even if such instances are
repeated then an impression may go
round that we are taking a lenfent view
on every occasion. The Hbouse should
bear that in mind.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: Keeping
them in jail would be taking a lenient
view bscause they will get two hot
meals a day*

.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : While
appreciating the plea for leniency, at
the same time, we must unanimously
condemn such methods of demonstratfon,
however important the issues might be.
That is the only point I wanted to mention.
Now I shall put the motion, as amended,
to the vote of the House.

=t Weg T (TiETiE) w144
F ATay § A% smaear adi g€ ?

v MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER:; I am
not concerned with that point. Govern-
ment will take note of it ; but not now.

SHRI RAGHU RAMAIAH: May I
say that the motion, as amended, will
read as follows :

““This House resolves that the two
persons calling themselves (1) Shri
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Rambir Singh and (2) Shri Dhirendra
Kumar Sharma, who threw pamph-
lets from the Visitors® Gallery on
the Floor of the House at 223
P. M. today and whom the Watch
and Ward Officer took into custoody
immediately have committed a
grave offence and are -guilty of the
contempt of this House.

This House further resolves that
they be sentenced to simple impri-
sonment till 7 P. M. on Thursday,
the 10th April, 1969 and sent to
Tihar Jail, Delhi..”

The

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER :

question is :

““This House resolves that the two
persons calling themsslves (1) Shri
Rambir Singh and (2) Shri Dhirendra
Kumar Sharma, who threw pamph-
lets from the Visitors’ Galelry on
the Floor of the House at 2.23
P. M. today and whom the Watch
and Ward Officer took into custody
immzdiately, have committed a
grave offence and are guilty of the
contempt of this House.

This House further resolves that they
be sentenced to simple imprison-
ment till 7 P. M. on Thursday, the
10th April, 1969 and sent to Tihar
Jail, Delhi.”

The motion was adopted.

MR.,K DEPUTY-SPEAKER : We will
now take up the Half-an-hour discussion.

18.44 hrs.
HALF-AN-HOUR DISCUSSION
RUSSIAN ARMS TO PAKISTAN

st eax s ga (feer @29) -
i AdET, 7 9 3 gA© F o< (I
fF s ¥ qiffeam #1 fra gfaarz fag,
Iu%! @ gu ag fafewa ©7 & Fgrom
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[= $avo® gw]

goar & fF s Y arfed) Wi ¥ fog
TafA N I @ i ae
¥ Y geena g § | OgS W F Y
N &g Ft Afq 4 98 @ R A A fa
qE WA T e @@ 49T, anfeedr
afeeqn 98 qIWT g1 A AW IAH
M-arfrear qrfest gt 91 <@ & | T
& 7Y &, o gfqare fay o ) § sy
geors FY 0fd ag wE § A arfefezads
ghagT A T ) § | @F sorar sifaqe
feorg faffeer Aot e Qi m o
FR N gA T afgge fedrg fafeex
3 wifswar & ) wgr &, ot f Wedr
qifFeTa 7 3t $12 fran §, STt & g
F gAY IF@IE
“Marshal Grechko was quoted by the
Pakistani press and radio saying that
the Soviet Union was interested in
Pakistan strenghthening its dgfence
against its enemy and in the mainten-
ance of military balance in the
region.”
gagfa Y, smuer wWgw g
nfeeam FE R A Ty FFETH
gfrar & g w1 gwe Ad § W
F o X S ag 998 W A
& § acaa § feafq ag § 5 fafeed
39 ot & W arfeea &1 gfaar fag
s E QY R farg wmar @ A EEq
M Fgm, Sar AT AgHT qaTar
21 QY I Y I FE AL 9w AN
73 3 5 @Y @ W 98 w@E. I F@T 8
ww @ fedw fafvet sgar @ f5 wixa
offea@ FT gET § R IS waad
Fer =gy fafecd ST sw dwa &
@3 feu

I &) A qgi Aifqme wF A AQ
Ffed i A s @209 &
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. arfeana argee § o gaT @ 9 & T T

g g |
18.46 hrs.

[SHRI GADILINGANA GowbD in the
Chair.)

-
«Bowerful Pakistan fleet is a prée-con-
dition for peace in the Indian Ocean.”

Iq W Yy e g fFow@ F IS
T3 ¥ mme wfFe™ F FaTe S gw
FEH o gu § sRWmrew g fs
fegrma 1 g &1 % G@fsA
®IT qi7eS fF ag aY gaR @rg & &Y, agT
TE FFAT § | TW TR FT IT F7 Eegs
2 | zufet A7 ag@r qave a8 R fF amar
qXFIT A qT A AN AT TR 4RI ¥
fou aras< WA F awg 9t mar 59 F
FI$ 9T FAT § AT AE 7 AT ATAT
A Far wraT § 7

gq gt g § fr @ifage fedey
fafareT T A9 & ot s I
qiffeara & 31 9§ & IR F 9T q-
FTEH FT AURE & AT 39 F 39
HIFR A 4T FTATE F1 ?

qET Fae a3 & fF AT gt ag
amEh § f5 w7 F1 e gur fad
I Ag) Y T @R fazarw & qiy
g aFdt § i 7o 1 o wfeeam &
FFfed wsfae & Fuilk #1 gae
I A o avg ¥ & @y A2 Far
a1 FT A9 &1 g5 fasan¥ § 5 & fg
o 5@ F ey F T ?

fraw gfamt it a5 oifseam Y
fer e § a9 & awm A W g
fear g, sa-ddm Q& 1 8 guifs
fefrr dcq & 77 ¥ F@ @ O §
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wE ot qifwedra w1 faw & ot &g a7
W FIF § AR W AR 9 F g faS
g it w6 A @R § &k e
M ag aga § Gow@F frew ) |=-
qa07w § 1

T fesfm ot oifeea § amm
& AT AAQFT AT ST F GA FAT
amgy §, T ar Y & wwar § fr ogw
I FAAT A @, Ao qifew ¥
WET W & AR g FARAT g
sy | ¥fF & aqer =g g e arfs-
WE F I JF AGAT qrarsT IS & v
qIfFET &1 G F1 gAAT GAT @I
& i fergeama #1 @ar faar AV 1 ag
gA 9T AT W FT FFI § | A A
fewzz 7 w31 f5 dme & gu wmfen
a7 ¥7 ) § 9 fergeaT ) wET
FT TgT I FAALAA & | AV FAT AR
gHEEm Y AL A BET AT § AR
IS FA3 § qifwedim ¥ ®WET AT
g & qar g W FgwA § 7 g
A Fw sigwe feq § ey fs g
fesfta 1 59 aQF F7 4% QR 4 /A0
qg?agrag Y g frF @ awaraw
s § e ofrear 1 g@ ¥ %g Saffew
AEAYfF g7 N W few Fmw F
qAF ferar TS EEE AT AR F
frsgsFR AN NE g g ?

afad v @ g fFawew
AR F SO gOU Wt faded gfaudz &
Ffor fegsa§ % fouagagaas
-oft g &9 9T fede @ & 95 S A
T & 1 A0 oF § g R Fag fedde
Qar di A ¢ safed & 9= wgew &
g fs gEl ¥t & & ot ag W
fedq 9 1 T § = AT @ A7
Qi 5 gren ey gread wfas &
afaw sgd 90 W EE g AR ART A
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sareT gfamT o weg smaeEw Wi &
AT W @G q [ § a9, & §A
TR A Qo WA § 5 ow aw &
TER T Fa@ w2 fored fr g
SAIRT FEE HT JIAIT A 3T F AR
s ? Far faersew Mg WA
a9 W g A @ gare @ ?

& g9 ¥ afed 9@ R s &
AT FT W | ¥ A, nfFEE @
ag o [ N7 fww &, T AT
TG A §, gw ¥ &E g s & R
W FE 98 A1 s g9 9T ATHAT
FTIA g TN A g§ amwa w0
gHTEAT TGN F IHA & | Ig T A6 §
R 5@ q497 F fgret a8 Mgy = &
ST 9T g o waR &7 and
F F fodd g 3 591 yaey frar g ?

T AT A Fq & I A9 F qTEH-
T BT F IR A @ F7 gAgT fFar av
Y AW q F@rag fazarw s FX

fear & fF e F5 #t A7 g IW
AWl LT d &9 gATQ HIE H0 AT
& 9gS & #1 a3g ¥ 5g qm f5 A ar
garq Wt § A 3 fegera o @R
D A gwwar § 5 ag Aifa asa
grit R & w0 wgew ¥ 9@ v ag
7g Tt &q5T FX 5 9 & g
F1 f7® F SR AAT &) av IF F1 qTAAT
F@ & o SN ¥ vavw fHar g ?
Fa1 et gaR [ Y T Qe F g wew
F@ ¥ famm feomn § fagw s o
& 7 G faam feemr § 7

THE MINISTER OF DEFENCE
(SHR1 SWARAN SINGH) : Mr. Chair-
man, Sir, the points that have been raised
by the hon. Member are important and we
have ourselves expressed our concern about
the supply of lethal equipment by U.S.S.R.
to Paksitan. It may be recalled that the
Prime Mtuister made a detailed statement
about our attituae on the supply of arms by
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USS.R. ro Pakistan and, on several
subsequent occasions, I myself had to say a
great deal about this matter.

The basic point in this connection is
our constant desire to normalise relations
with Pakistan. We have said on innumer-
able occasions that we want to live in peace
and in good neignbourly relations with
Pakistan. But notwithstanding all our
efforts, we have not succeeded in persuading
Pakistan also to reciprocate to our desire.
Therefore, any accrual to the armed
strength of Pakistan makes Pakistan all the
more intransigent and also makes the resto-
ration of normalcy more difficult, It is in
this context that we have to view the
accrual to the armed strength of Pakistan.
So, from whatever source Pakistan gets the
arms, whether it is from United States of
America or from China or from several
other NATO countries or from Soviet
Union, this definitely creates a situation in
which Pakistan’s intransigence increases
and restoration of normal conditions be-
comes all the more difficult. Apart from
that, it imposes a heavy burden on India
to take measures to increase our defence
potential in order to meet any possible
threat. This is not a theoretiical matter or
a matter of assessment. We have seen that
we had to face agression from Pakistan on
three occasions after Independence. It is
for this reason that we know .that any
accrual to the armed strength of Pakistan
throws a heavy burden on us to take
adequate steps to ensure that our capacity
to repel any aggression is not in any way
impaired. We have no. aggressive design
against any country, but at the same time
we are determined to  defend our
own sovereignity and our own
integrity, whatever may be the price.
This is the whole basic question. We have
explained our position more than once to
the, USSR Government and to its various
dignitaries. 1 explained this when I went
to the Soviet Union towards the end of last
year. And when the Defence Minister of
USSR visited our country, we reiterated our
concern in this respect. We have, how-
ever, to admit that we have not been able
to convince USSR about the great danger
fs implicit in their supplying arms to
Pakistan. Their policy in this respect
continues to be one of supplying arms to
Pakistan, although they go on saying that
they will supply comparatively a small
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quantity of arms, But we know that,
whatever may be the quantity of arms
supplied, it will definitely impose a greater
burden on us. That is our whole ap-
proach. How do we meet the situation ?
We have to continue our efforts to reiterate
our view point and to make it clear to all
countries, including USSR, that any supply
of arms to Pakistan will create a very
difficult and explosive situation and that
they should desist from -pursulng that

policy. This has been our constant ap-
proach. We have succeeded in certain
cases in  dissuading countries  from

supplying arms to Pakistan and we have
not succeeded in certain other cases. But we
have to continue cur effort because it
is worthwhile to make that effort
and it may yield results on some
occasions. At the same time, as was
mentioned by the hon, Member towards the
end of his speech, we have to take adequate
steps on our side to be ever ready to meet
any aggressive cdesign or line which
Pakistan may be tempted on any occasion to
adopt, It is for this reason that we have
taken action in various directions.

19 hrs.

The hon. Member has mentioned that
we should try to manufacture all the equip-
ment that we require for our defence needs.
That fs precisely the policy that we are
pursuing and I am happy to report that
every successive year has added to the
production from our ordinance factories,
from State undertakings which are cngaged
in the task of manufacturing vital equip-
ment for the armed forces and also from
mobilising the effort from the private
sector, That is an effort which has conti-
nued and which will continue, At the
same time we cannot take risks, and in
regard to certain categories where we have
not yet been able 1o establish capacity to
manufacture equipment of sophisticated
type, we have to depend on acquisition
from abroad. And we have acquired
equipment from whatever sources it may be
available, to meet our requirements. There
is bound to be a gap between the time
when our own manufactured equipment of
various types may be available but the
danger 1o us being a sort of constant one
and which canonot wait, in the meantime
we have to augment our defence potential
by acquiring equipment of various types
from abroad. In this respect we have
no inhibitions. I want to make it clear
that from whatever source it may be avail-
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able, we will acquire because we pay for it
and I do not see any objection in getting
equipment from whatever source it may be
available, Without going into details " it is
a fact that we have acquired various typss of
equipmznt from several Europ:an coun-
tries including UK and France. We have
also got equipm:nt from the Soviet Union
and from other East European countries.
That is the policy we have pursusd.

I would like to say further that w: are
fully conscious of this additional burden
that we have to carry in diverting our
resources for mceting the Dafence needs ;
even in this respect I wouid like to say that
we are not over spending having regard to
the size of our country and having regard
to the fact that it is not only Pakistan but
also China against whom we have to prepare
ourselves to meet any aggression ; it is
in that context that we have to carry a
heavy burden to meet the challenge. It is
no doubt a heavy burden. But the valour
of our forces, the co-op:ration from the
people, the unity on issues like this that
has been shown by our country on all
crucial moments, and the acquisition of
equipment by indigenous manufacture and
from abroad, has enabled us to feel confident
that we are in a psition to me:t any threat
of the type that the hon. Membzr m:ntioned.
I would like to say that we are not at all
complacent because of the happsnings in
Pakistan. They are political issues, they
are internal problems, but we cannot relax
our effort in this sphore of preparedness and
we have to continue our vigilance and our
preparedness.

Having said this, now I will try to touch

“ very briefly some of the specific points that
have been raised by the hon Member. One
of the points that . he mentioned was as to
whether there is any change in the policy
of the Soviet Union as compared to the time
when the Tashkent Declaration was signed.
Well, I have no hesitation in saying that
there is a change because whea we signed
the Tashkent Declaration they were not
supplying lethal equipment to Pakistan
which they are now doing. Obviously there
is a change in their policy towards Pakistan.
1 would also like to say in fairness to the
Soviet Union that they -have been assuring
us that they want to normalise the relations
with Pakistan, They want to have friendly
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relations with Pakistan, but this will never
b: donz at thz cost of friendship with Indla.

The second questioa that has been asked
is as to what are our reactions to the press
reports about the statements of the USSR

-Defence Minister and USSR Deputy Naval

Chief. They are reported to have bzen
made in Pakistan. We have made some
inquiries about this. We still continue to
make further inquiries but one point that
has been mentioned fs that the sentences
that are quoted out of context.
But .we have not yet got any firm or
authentic report about the actual words that
have been used.

The third question that has been asked
is a political question as to what is likely
to be the attitude of USSR if Pakistan
tries to raise the Kashmir issue in the
United Nations. Well, I am not directly
concerned with this issue. But having been
assoclated with the Kashmir question and
the happenings in the United Nations, I
can say that we have given notice to the
entire international community that there
is a limit upto which they can pressurise us
on this question of Kashmir. I have no
doubt in my mind that not only USSR, but
several other countries who unfortunately
in the past did not always see eye to eye
with us on this issue, are now changing
their attitue and realising the strength of
our case, Our case is simple. There are
certain matters which are entirely within the
jurisdiction of the Governmont of India
because Jammu and Kashmir is an integral
part of India, and any attempt to drag us
before the international community on
issues which are entirely internal will be
resisted by us and we will not participate
in any such discussion, and on that issue I
would like to recall that I actually refused
to participate in the discussion and contrary
to my normal functioning, I even siaged a
walk-out which is not the exclusive privilege
of the Opposition members over there. The
important question that we have to bear
in mind in this connection is that we should
take a clear and unequivocal stand in this
respsct and having taken that stand we
should not care at all as to who supports
us or who opposes us, because I feel that
India is big enough and large enough and
our cause just enough 10 resist any pressure
from whatever quarter it comes. I have no
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doubt in my mind that we are clear on this
issue and no country can further pressurise
us and I do not want our country to feel
beholden to another country for the exercise
of veto. If they exercise the veto, then
they act according to the rights and wrongs
of the situation, I do not want any partial
treatment to be meted out to me even by
a friend. In the international sphere, we
have to stand on our own legs. It is wrong
to expect some other country to pull our
chestnut out of the fire. I am all for
standing on our own legs. We have to
take a correct stand and stick to it irrespec-
tive of what others do or do not do. When
I say this, it is not in the spirit of defying
any particular authority. It is the justness
and the righteousness of our cause which is
the correct rebuttal of any effort which
might be attempted by any country to
pressurise us on this issue.

Another question has been asked as to
whether the USSR Government has supplied

any naval equipment to Pakistan. To my
information, they have not. Then, he

talked about spying vessels and submarines.
According to our information, they have
not supplied any submarines.. There is no
question of supplying any spying vessels.
This information is not correct.

Then it has been mentioned about
countries trying to befriend the new regime
in Pakistan. They have to deal with the
country whatever may be the regime in that
country. Other countries are entitled to
have their own assessments and take action
accordingly. We are also trying to befriend
Pakistan because it is our neighbouring
country. We have no illwill against them.
The only thing that we want them to do is
to abandon their hostitlity towards us. I
have no doubt that the people of Pakistan
do not want to live in an atmosphere of
tension with India. They also want peace
and we should encourage those tendencies
and not talk of any other attitude.

We are vigilant about our defence and
there is no let-up or slackening of effort in
that direction.

Then it has been asked whether we have
given any facility to Pakistan to enable them
to transport their troops to East Pakistan,
1 have made some enquiries, because this
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matter was raised sometime ago herc and
also perhaps in the other House. Perhaps
itis true that Pakistan did move certain
armed forces to East Pakistan, But that
movement was organised essentially by sea,
According to our information, they chartered
several ships and transported a large number
of soldiers to East Pakistan,

v
SHRI RANJIT SINGH (Khalila-
bad) : Essentially by sea, but partly by

air over our territory.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : No, They
have not asked for permission and we did
not give them permission.

SHRI RANJIT SINGH :
flown without permission ?

Have they

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : They have
not. The agreement is that their air force
planes can overfly India just as our air force
planes can overfly Pakistan territory, but
they have to land here. So they never
asked for any permission to fly any aircraft
to carry any soldiers or armed forces.

I would like further to say that we are
sufficiently equipped by our varions detective
devices including radar, and no flight will
remain undetected. So this sort of vague
talk that probably they have flown about
which we do not know is not correct,

SHRI RANIJIT SINGH : We take his
assurance as it is,

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Then it has
been mentioned that we should not have too
much dependence on any country. We do
not have too much dependence on any coun-
try. Our essential approach in this respect
is to have our equipment manufactured in
our own factories in our country. But we
should not also lightly brush aside the help
we might receive from friendly countries in-
cluding the Soviet Union when such equip-
ment is supplied to us, and it will be wrong
on our part to adopt an attitude of a highly
critical nature, brushing aside what help we
might be receiving from time to time, and
to look always with suspicion. That is not
a healthy attitude; that does mnot help us
either in building our confidence or even in
creating friendship.
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There was even an internal contradiction
in the thinking of the hon. member when
towards the end, talking of the present strain-
ed relations between the USSR and China,
he was trying to indicate a line which was
opposed to his earlier thesis. S>, while we
are discussing such important and serious
matters, we must have some clear objective
bzfore our mind. The objective is to get
strength for us from whatever source availa-
ble. We should value sources of help that
enable us to strgngthen ourselves; at the
same tims, we should not uanecesrily be
critical even in spheres where criticism is
not called for. Itis a changing world, as
*he External Affairs Minister was at pains to
ponint out yesterday. Many of the older
alliances are changing and new ones are
developing. In this we should also be suffi-
ciently responsive to the changing situation
and keeping in view our national interest,
pursue policies which are correct policies
also from the international peace point of
view. This is precisely the line of policy
we are following.

st BITES JA - IR AT AR
qifeea fas T gaaT T @ FT &9
IS wge X2 fF aa agg ]
FifF T F FA A AW ITH GO

FIRE?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Our policy
has always bzen clarified, that we have to
depend on our own strength to meet any
threat that we face from any county. To
take to the easy way of looking either to the
Soviet Union or sometimes to America or
other countries —for help will not help our
country. Unless we develop this feeling that
we have to stand on our own legs, we can-
not carry on. We have to undergo sacrifices
if it comes to that; we have to carry a heavy
burden. There will not be any easy escape.
This is the line we should pursue.

SHRI RANJIT SINGH : I must say
that after a very long time, the Defence
Minister has spoke like the D:fence Minis-
ter of a fres and powerful country.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA : We
would like to congratulate him on that.

SHRI RANJIT SINGH : I must con-
gratulate him on that. That in itself shows
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a major shift in the Government of India’s
policy. He has admitted that there has
been a shift in the Soviet policy. Up till
now the Ministers have denied it and
they even went to the extent of saying that
Soviet Union is free to sell arms to any
country including Pakistan and it doss not
mean that there is a shift in their policy.
Now Governmet agrees there is a shift and
we aré grateful for that statement,

This repoted speech of Marshal Grechko
was made on 11th or 12th March. Having
a diplomatic channel, even after a month
has elapsed, we have no information as yet
even about such an important speech. We
know substantially well what Russia and
China have supplied to Pakistan, and what
Pakistan has purchased from France, like
submarines etc., and also from USA. Isit
not a fact that as of today Pakistan has
achieved parity in amount strength with India
division for division and they have got now
more divisions and more fire-power than our
entire army has ?

The hon. Minister also said that all this
action of Pakistan in acquiring military
were from Russia and other countries has
lead to a ccrtain amount of imbalance...

SHRI SWARAN SINGH 3 I never used
the word ‘imbalance’.

SHRI RANIJIT SINGH : Al right. 1
will withdraw that word. He said that it
has led to certain problems and now we
have to increase our military preparedness.
Recognising all this, kn>wing that it is our
paramount duty to see that we are well pre-
pared against any potential enemy, and also
knowing the fact that Pakistan recognises us
and us only as their enemy and therefore all
their preparedness is only against us, what
are we doing t0 maintain military balance
in such way that Pakistan is never placed in
a position to exploit and situation by attack-
ing us or creating trouble in Kashmir as
they did through infiltration in 1965 ? What
is the new thinking in defence ? What is the
the new concept .of defence ? We can maian-
tain a good and powerful armed force and
we can utilise it in such a way that burden
is not felt on the country, just like so many
other countries are doing, including China,
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These are the pertinent questions that
arise and I hope the hon. Minister will
answer them, ’

off seEER Wet (F7gE) ¢ w-
afq <Y, W 9% 3w ¥ fou afs afm
F a7 Fo fawm &1 N wET §,
At ¥ @ gr AW SR w9 S A
R Aow @ A Ae af A
arfen, ag a@ o et g2 a% @@ €
SfFq sasr afong gz TR
frat W F g g awHENEw F
o wifgm 1 ww A e W OF
fou gam feadt dgh HAwa FH &
ggtT o & S & gmow q
g g—gfET IR F 4T A
st Wy A X A Ay Far & v A
FA FEw ¥ for sw ¥ foadr
srnt arf @ SEEr 9 Fiwa g
Y 2 ¥ & sey A =k wifew gfa-
aq afas & 3 gaQ &t § gfar & A
[ F a1y AT AR Ve eT FL-
DA F g AT § qafE W F 9™
g eI War ¢ sag i A &
aequ ¥ 1 9w wA A ¥ e agt
ST & A e ot s Qo R,
IaFr FE aEEQ ag g e
a@ # fav &9 & Fgr IIg@T § 98 g
fr yaqd fadw &= =it wwreT {, 97 a8
Qo AET a1, qgr w47 5 ow=WA
qifsear #1 fewrex faw § | 59 R
gt o fr & fed feR SEw
e garaR s fF e g fao §
A AT FAER T § Jg FAOAR FO
g—& argm 5 T oA @ aw
ot gat aredy —f& ww wifvem
#—amfas afm ¥ w9 H 91 39
faesi N A9 FF I FAFAAT BN
STTFI G | W { Fgr A 0
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@ & o of & fase fga
Fral & foq 2 1| ¥fFT  ardTET I W
T Fgeaer TNy sqEar
TR EfF T N aEEd W ITHR
faelt ar adi 1

@A aaa & AT e ¥ S
T g% g 5w ag Fasy 5
9N & qifraE & g @ e A
F1 Fq9 @ieC A & A3 FFAAA
qAR IF WE? ar weufs &
qiffeaTs = AT § g @A TIEAT )
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A AFE? aE A9y MAR A
WRA FIHL AT AT HATAT G5 & 341 ?

SHRI SAMAR GUHA (Contai) : Sir,
the statement attributed to Marshal Grechko
the Defence Minister of Russia, when he
visited Pakistan is extremely disturbing for
reason that he has raised very serious issues

when he said that Russia, if the roport is .

correct, fs going to help Pakistan with
arms, for one specific reason, to strengthen
its, i. e. Pakistan's force against its enemy.
The second reason that has been stated,
again, if the report is correct, is to restore
or maintain the regional balance. India
has a bitter experience of similar phrases
used by USA when it supplied arms to Paki-
stan, when it was said that USA was sup-
plying arms to Pakistan to maintain its
stability mainly against the forces of Come
munism. It was also stated that USA had
a prior commitment from Pakistan that the
arms supplied by USA will not be used in
any eventuality against this country. It was
also said that if those arms were used aga-
inst India USA will take suitable steps to
see that Pakistan Is not enablsd to use those
arms against India. It is a matter of
history, not far off, how all these promises
and all these commitments of USA proved
futile, It is also our bitter experience how
the arms supplied by USA were used against
India during the Kutch conflict and also the
major war against India in 1965. Therefore
naturally, India should be very much worried
by the reported statement of Marshal
Grechko. In view of the past experience
and also the successful defence and foreign
policy used by Pakistan where in the name
of bilateral relations with different conflicting
countries they get arms from USA, China
and now from Russia.

I want to know whether the Government
has enquired from Soviet Russia that the
statement attributed to Marshal Grechko is
correct ? If so, have the Government tried
to ascertain from the USSR Government
what they mean by “‘its enemies’ ? Who,
according to USSR, is or are the enemy or
enemies of Pakistan in the actual and pot-
ential sensc ? Secondly, what is meant by
regional imbalance ? Who are the forces
that are creating defence imbalance in respect
to Pakistan ? Have the Government tried to
ascertain the view of the USSR Government
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on what is meant by regional imbalance and
which of the forces are llkely to create im-
balance with respect to the defence of
Pakistan ? Then, have they requested the
Government of USSR to supply the Govern-
ment of India with information about the
quantity, items and the nature of arms and
also military equipments supplied to
Pakistan ? Lastly, in view of the admission
of the Defence Minister...

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Admission ?

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : All right, I
will say ‘acknowledgement’. In view of
the acknowledgement by the Defence Minister
that there is a change of Policy by Russia
towards India and also towards Pakistan,
may I know whether the Government has
explored an alternative potential source for
supply, particularly  the sophisticated
arms that are being supplied by Russia ?
Then, Russia is training nuclear scientists of
Pakistan. Maiy I know whether it s a fact
that they are also given training for handling
reactors in Pakistan and also for separation
of plutonium ? May I also. know whether
this fissile element of plutonium can be
used for making an atom bomb by any
scientist within two months if they so
desire ?
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SHRI SWARAN SINGH : Sir, it is
very difficult to go into all the details. I
can understand their desire but I have got
a little bigger responsibility to observe
silence with respect to all this inquisitive-
ness which I can understand.

One basic thing is that we do not give
the details of the equipment that we manu-
facture. So, all the questions that are
asked directly or indirectly to elicit from
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me information in that respect cannot ob-
viously be answed by me for reasons of
security ; but I will try to answer as many
of the points as possible.

I would like to make one position
clear, More than one hon. Member has
talked of military balance. It is an un-
fortunate fact of history that this talk of
military balance between India and Pakistan
was an-cXpression that was coined by seve-
ral countries. We have never accepted
the validity of this expression. It is mean-
ingless in the context of the situation that
India faces today. Qur size is bigger ;
our problems are different and we face two
hostile neighbours. In view of this any
talk of military balance is absolutely be-
sides the point and I would appeal to hon.
Members that we should be careful in the
use of this expression because it is really not
relevant in the context of the situation that
India faces today.

Now, Major Ranjit Singh asked me as
to why we have not been able to check up
the correctness of the statement that is at-
tributed by the Pakistan Press to the De-
fence Minister of the Soviet Union. We
have made enquiries and one of the things
that have been mentioned was that it has
been quoted out of context. Our informa-
tion is that there was no written statement
that was made and, therefore, we are trying
to find out as best as we can the exact
statement ; but we have not yet got it.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA : Is it enough
if a state like Russia simply says that it has
been quoted out of context ?  Will you alse
get the information ?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : I thought
what he said before was fairly serious. Does
he think that what he has said now is more
serious ?

The report presents it in a serious form
and when the Government spokesman says
that it has been raported out of context,
it means that the impact that is created by
this report is not shared by them.

The second point was about parity in
strength which I have already answered.
The third point was what we were doing
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to defend ourselves. We are strengthenig
ourselves in every manner that we can.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) : We
are discussing it in this Parliament !

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: 1 think,
the information of Major Ranjit Singh on
the point of parity in strength is not quite
correct. It is wrong, I suggest, to talk of
parity because it is not Pakistan that we
face but we have other commitments, 1
have no doubt in my mind that so far as
Pakistan is concerned, there is no compari-
son today. We are definitely stronger in
every respect. But the main point is that
we have got other enemies also. So, I
would request the hon. Member not to talk
of parity with Pakistan.

SHRI RANJIT SINGH : I have
talked only about Pakistan.
SHRI SWARAN SINGH : That is

not the whole story. Even if I am more
superior to Pakistan, I do not want this
impression to be created that I am over-
arming myself. You should also appreciate
the delicacy of the situation because we
have to face other enemies. Our talk
of parity which Pakistan is unreal and
we should not talk in this vein at all.
Therefore, there is no point in hammering
that point,

Then, my hon. friend, Shri Prakash
Vir Shastri, talked about trade terms
with U. S. S. R,, the Bokaro Steel Plant
and the rest. I am not going to reply
to them because those are matters which
are dealt with by other Ministries. It
is true there is some collaboration between
Pakistan and U.S.S.R. in the matter
of exchange of information about nuclear
science. But it will be absolutely wrong

for us to imagine that they can give
any information about the technology
relating to the atomic weapon. In

fact, they are the main sponsors of the
non-proliferation treaty and, under that,
the Soviet Union has undertaken not to
supply any information in this respect to
any country whatsoever. Historically also,
and on the basis of information that we
have of the Soviet attitude and also, in fact,

~ -
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of other nuclear powers, no one of them
is in a hurry to pass information to any
other country even though it may be very
friendly to them.

Several questlons have been asked
as to why U.S.S.R. Is supplying arms
to Pakistan. I wish I could answer that.
They have mentioned on various occasipns
as to why they are supplying arms. Itis
not for me to explain. I am not expected to
explain as to why they are supplying arms.
My position is clear. They are under a
wrong asssessment of the Pakistani inten-
tions. We have tried to convince them.
We bave not succeeded in convincting
them. We should accept that position.
It is not for me to find out the particular
reasons for the supply of arms to Pakistan.

Then, he asked the further question
as to whether, after the new regime has
taken over in Pakistan, there is any in-
creased tension at the borders. There is no
such increase of tension at the borders after
the new regime in Pakistan has taken over...

S.M. BANERJEE : There is tension in

their own country.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH : | was talk-
ing of not inside the country but at the
borders.

Then, my hon. friend, Shri Samar
Guha, in his characteristic manner, has
asked several questions. The first part
was his speech to which I do not want to
make a counter speech. But I come to the
questions direct. Abput the statement of
the Defence Minister of U.S,S.R., I have
already answered. About regional im-
balance also, I have already answered. Then,
about supply of quantity of arms to Pakis-
tan, we have not asked them. We have no
intention to ask them because, if we ex-
pect U. S. S. R, to give us information
about the supply of their arms to Pakistan,
probably, Pakistan can also expect U.S.S.R.
to suppiy information of the U.S.S.R. sup-
pliesto us, and I do not want that we
should place the U.S.S.R. in that position
in which they give information to other
countries of the U.S.S.R, arms supplies to
us. That is something of greater value to
me and I have no intention to pursue that
line.
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SHRI SAMAR GUHA 1 So long as
we depend so much on Russian assurance,
Hindi-Russi bhal-bhai...(Interruption).

SHRI SWARAN SINGH 1 We should
not lightly reject the idea of bhai-bhai.
It has become a fashion to ridicule it. It
will be a bad day if we were to live only
in tension and forget altogether the con-
cept of bhai-bhai. May be, we may have
been mistaken. But that should be an ob-
jective which we should not lightly let go
by notwithstanding all the disillusionment
that we might have experienced. (Inter-
ruption) We are exploring alternative
sources also.

Then he, asked me a very technical
question about the splitting up of the atom
and the like. Heis a great scientist him-
self. I am forgetting science because I am
order than him—I also did my Physics—
and I will not like to go into the niceties
of the splitting of the atom because this
is not the forum for that. If he is interest-
ed, we can discuss it outside and he can
give me his comments about it. We should
regard this collaboration of technical know-
how in the nuclear field, nuclear science,
as a scientific phenomenon. Shri Samar
Guha, I am sure, must be aware of the
vast volume of information that is now
available on nuclear science. And there
are very few secrets now. It is a com-
mon pattern now : several couatries are
collaborating with opne another in the
matter of sharing of nuclear science and we
should not treat the agreement between the
Soviet Union and Pakistan in any light
except the normal sort of exchange of
information about nuclear science.
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Then, my friend opposite put several
questions as to whether, in Tashkent itself,
it was agreed that arms would be supplied
by the USSR, and he has quoted Mr.
Bhutto. It is not a very safe thing to quote
him, I would warm the hon. Member, be-
cause if really an agreement to supply arms
had been entered Into at Tashkent, that
would certainly not be a point against Gen.
Ayub ; whenever Mr. Bhutto has talked of
Tashkent, he has always said that there.
Gen. Ayub did something very bad from
the point of vlew of Pakistan which he
was going to exposc ; this was the general
tenor, although he has not be:zn able to
say anything on that issue, This is out of
context. Probably the hon. Member has
not followed carefully all the things that
are going on in Pakistan. There is no
question as to where the agreement was
entered into...(Interruptions). It is imma-
terial from our point of view, from the
substantive point of view, where the said
agreement was entered into. So long
as the agreement is there and it is being
acted upon and they arc getting arms,
that is more important than the historical
resecarch whether it was entered into in
Tashkent or elsewhere. That is absolutely
immaterial and we should not waste our
time in going into that aspect.

I have attempted to cover, brizfly at
any rate, all the points.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The House
stands adjourned till 11 A.M. tomorrow.

19.43 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till
Eleven of the Clock on Thursday, April
10, 1969/Chaitra 20, 1891 (Saka).
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