Wil] the Minister of External Affairs
‘be pleased to state:

(a) whether it ig a fact that both
USA and USSR have suggested
stationing of the missiles of both coun-
4ries, with nuclear war-heads, on the
Indian territory to make the guarantee
against nuclear attack or threat of it
“eredible”; and

(b) whether Shri L. K. Jha, Secre-
tary to the Prime Minister was autho-
Tised by Government to indicate
India’s tentative acceptance of the
suggestion?

The Minister of External Affalve
(Bhri M. C. Chagia): (a) and (b). No,
Bir.

ot wy fowd : gy AT VIR
§ s e A & fafww savand
immnwwmﬁﬂﬁ
sofes  guE &7 GO, IW FAA
g ww % woaw A9 fawar @ moak

o wtd ) & woh aiew ¥ oy I

gt £ s wofas o a1 et &

MW W AT ¢

Shry M. C. Chagla: I think I have
ImoTe

stated on the flonr of this
than once that the question of security

general comprehansive
disarmament, if it impedeg research for
peaceful purposes, we shall not consi-
der the treaty acceptable.
st Ay feemd : At O Sww
awt sk B agyerife ATere
& ST ¥ A T I gofes ey
YT wiw— qT AICE 6w
®r A 2. 54 ¥ ATHIT W waaw
g
Shri M. C. Chagia: There has been no
talk of any nuclear umhrella.
ot ay fod ;o W ¥ e
o T wA wEmw wwx § e 0t
amy g
Shri M. C. Chagla: My own impres-
sion is that Shastriji did not say that
he had ever discussed the question of
a nuclear umbrella. It was put out jm

the British press... My impression is,
and I speak subject (o correct on...

Shri Nath Pai: We can help the hon.
Minister.  Shastriji used the word
‘shield’ and not 'umbrella’,

Shri M. C. Chagla: I am talking of
the nuclear umbrella.

o wy fond : TE A i ST
t

delt waw & avft “frngfet”
@ avier
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Shry M. C. Chagia: We ave consider-
ing that problem of the
treaty. | ggres that it is & im-
portant matwer for us to A
namely what our ssotirity 1]
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against the possibility of Chinese nu-
clear attack or even Chiness nuclear
blackmail; that is a matier of vital na-
tional importance.

ot oy frd : sTF @RY?
%t Wiy A1 R A g @R E
avl wr o A R ) W@ A
T F SR wy E 5 o A
® § o frwr waid, griwc
g wwrTm ¥ A MRS @
wfex 3T &1 Fom @ g? oW
wTwTe T 3w 1 fadwiy ACRAT 9T
fri aAET Wi 8 Y

weaw wEhew ;AT TANAT

Shri 5. M Banerjee: The hon. Mi-
nister has just referred to the agree-
ment or the treaty. May 1 know whe-
ther before the treaty is signed, it is
likely to be discuased in this House and
the opinion of this House obtainad?

Shri M. C, Chagla: The question of
this agreement has been discussed in
this House and in the other on more
than two or three gccasions and  the
Government of India have given cer-
1ain assurances as to what the treaty
should contain before we will consider
signing it. We have also said that
we will not take sny decision unless
we see the form and shape in which

emer

et
FPE ER A e AN T K
£ N feufor i @ 3= §(8)
“we o G e ¥ A W
- g™ wr orte Wre fte Qe ¥ 2

T W B NI, W I TR
oY EW T nRTEw gy § et

@ ¥T W fgREmT ft e ¥
WO AN ¥R & a i owwefr fife ¥
g afcade fear @ ?

Shri M, C. Chagla: I have read the
reports in the papers that very likely
China might be able to make use of
or launch an ICBM. That incresses
the threat that we have from China.
1 tfully realise the grave situation.

As far as the question of telling other
friendly countries of the situation in

which we are placed is concerned, we
are constantly pointing out tbat the ex-
plosion by the Chinese of a nuclear
bomb poses a very grave and very se-
rious threat to India. As regards Gov-
ernment's policy, it has be=n enunclat-
ed very often by the Prime Minister
in this House and elsewhere that at
present we have no intention of ex-
ploiding an atomic bomb.

wit fgvec qow : AT AE A9}
fir woy wher & sETC R Qe & faR
s weter dare fea war @, JWR O
urer o & 5 1967 & ag¥ fr ¥
& wopefer fedie fer @, I TC g
ara Ay A8 gefr 1w R R
¥ tw gy wiEw & e wroy wepafer
qEW ¥ JUT W7 AQ AR qE ;A
I ¥ W, % % WIT ¥R IW T
e Y W ?



st nerEe ool ¢ NS wETTT
Tl ¥ §8 % FuAR swifva gy &
fo foma ¥ AT 3 36 & T W
AN ¥ o T § e wgi & s
w ag wrohis @t ¥ & g3 500
e g ¥ A O AT FT ATAT
R aft w1 % yu Wi warwiw § oifE
WA ST 9o IrAerd & wrare
qT Nrg & gAY, A ®y FEY Twva
¥ fod wr@ a& A figdt qvg wr
» wweg feqr @, Faad wrodin -
T8 9T @) THE TH TR FT 97T
{ o ey W woaw Wy ¥ faedt
werc ey fegqn s a%

Shri M_C. Chagla: Apart from what

of this treaty w.hich is being discuss-
sed. Pursuant to the United Nations
resolution this comvmittee was set up
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the Minister, and the question speci-
fically of the treaty was discussed, not
the question of security.

point.
scious of the squabbley and confusion
in the ranks of the opposition that he
thinks that that is the position here.
As far as we are concerned, there is
no question #f any squabble or confu-

Shri Nath Pai: Is that an explana-
tion or just a counter-attack?

ot wy femd : ma‘:ﬁ‘ﬂ’
TrEEw gRgTe g e fF
Q% FALETE ST QAT 7T
# 1 s AT ¥ oo feur g,
FTET G A SATAG TR

Shri Nath Pal: I appreciate the rare
repartee from the Prime Minister,
mmxmmmmshedsome
light on my question?

Shry M. C. Chagia: I thought I
had answered it. If there is any
pary that I have not answered, I
shall be giad to answer.
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Could not one have done in these
days of scarcity of foreign exchange
which Mr. Morarji Desai throws
our face. What did they achieve?
did not reply to that. I accept
contention of the Prime Minister
there were no squabbles, no j
‘but let him answer my question.

Shrimati Tarkeshwarli Sinha: Is it
a fact that during the visit of one
of the nominees of the Government
of India, Mr. L, K. Jha, the
Government and the United
America bad indicated that
also likely to revise this non-proli
ration treaty in its present form?
any indication been given about
and is that the reason why the
about the stand of India on the
proliferation treaty is being continu-
ed?

EEEHB

Eaiﬁgggi

ghri M, ©C. Chagla: Mr, L. K Jha -
in his tour of different countries was
not discussing the merits or de-mtrits
of the non-proliferation treaty. His
function was specifically to ascertain
from these countries what security
would A nonpaligned, non-nuclear
country have if there was a nuclear
attack. That was his specific func-
tion which he undertook to do in the .
tallkks that he had with various peo-
ple in varlous countries,

U. S. Fighter Planes secured by
Pakistan

+
*274, Shri Indrajit Gupta: .
Shrimati Tarkeshwarj Sinba:
Will the Minister of External Affalrs
be pleased to state:

(a) whether it ig a fact that Pakis-
hnhasuemndane; 'Qm.:
U.S. supplied fighter planes which
reputed to be most sophisticated of:
their kind;

(b)mmm’l‘m-”L
the Government of US.A. against the '
supply of these planes. to Palistem;.
and N

(e) if 30, the US. Gavernment’s' sesi
action to India’s protest?





