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hon. Members who spoke on my Bill. I thank 
Shri V. Narayansamy, Shri Mirza Irshadbaig, 
Shri Ghulam Rasool Matto, Shri Ram 
Chandra Vikal, Shri Deshmukh, Shri 
Kalpnath Rai and Shri Kamlendu 
Bhattacharjee. The purpose of introducing this 
Bill is that the Government should understand 
the imperialist legacy of the judicial system in 
India. I am grateful to Shri Bhardwaj for 
accepting my argument. My argument was for 
a total restructuring and indigenisation of the 
judicial system in India. Now, fortunately the 
Government has understood all the two 
important aspects of my argument and the 
hon. Minister was pleased to give 
comparatively satisfactary answers to the 
extent  that the Government    is 

thinking    of   making   a 5. 00 
P. M. total or a drastic change 

in the judicial process and the 
judicial system of this country and taking law, 
legal system and justice to the grass roots, to 
the doors of the poor people. In this context, 
for the Government having understood the 
vital necessity for a change and for the 
Minister himself has understood the vital need 
for a change, I congratulate the Government 
and onthe basis of the assurance given by the 
hon'ble Minister, I would like to withdraw the 
Bill. 

The Bill was, by leave withdrawn. 

SHORT DURATION DISCUSSION 
ON THE SECURITY ENVIRON 
MENT IN THE COUNTRY IN THE 
CONTEXTOFPAKISTAN'SNUCLEAR       
PLANSANRENEWED U. S. ARMS SUPPLY 
TO THAT COUNTRY—contd. 

SHRI MURLIDHAR CHAN-DRAKANT 
BHANDARE (Maharashtra): Mr. Vice-
Charirman, Sir, I rise to participate in the 
discussion on a subject, which has been very 
appropriately and correctly Worded on the security 
environment in the country in the context of 
Pakistan's nuclear plans and renewed U. S. Arms 
: 

supply to that country. I had raised this   question 
in  a   supplementary which I put to hon'ble the 
Minister     " for External Affairs and I had made a 
specific reference to the nuclear armaments of 
China and giving of   * AWACS by the U. S. A. 
Government. Since the question related only to the 
grant of AWACS, the answer which Was  given 
by the hon'ble Minister was that our Ambassador 
Mr. ' Kaul was talking to the U. S. Government. 
Eventhen, I said that I was convinced that the 
American Government had made up its mind and 
it Was only an eye-wash. The  reference  to    the 
Hawkeye and the choice between the Hawkeye 
and the AWACS and it was within less than 24 
hours I had ^ said on that occasion on Tuesday   
only, came to be true and our Ambassador has 
been told that U. S. Government is  convinced  
about  the  need     of AWACS to Pakistan. This is 
one aspect because I think that both these aspects    
are    really interrelated... the grant of A WACS and 
the explosion about whichthere has beena reference 
in the Washington Post. Therefore, I do not like 
the sequence of events. First, you had a dastardly 
attack on 2nd October, 1986 on the   life of Prime 
Minister and Providence was very kind that 
nothing happened to our respected Prime Minister. 
Now, what is    surprising is that the news about it 
was known  in  Pakistan a day earlier and even the 
Indian rupee had fallen. I am very unhappy about 
the  manner   in which the External Affairs      
Ministry     went      about this    but      like the     
lapse     at Rajghat, I think, this is one more lapse  
and  the  External      Affairs Ministry will tighten 
up its belt and see  that   this   information, this 
intelligence and other reports which they get from 
abroad concerning the safety of the Prime Minister 
are attended to and brought to the notice of the 
authorities incharge of internal ^ security of this 
country without delay. When I look at the way   
things are happening, there is  no doubt in my 
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mind that the security of the country is 
gravely in peril. All those things 
have been narrated 1 do not want 

to repeat them—the active encouragement, the 
active training, the active supply of arms to the 
terrorists, the detonation of nuclear devices, 
acquisition of the most sophisticated arms by 
Pakistan, the Chinese intrusion and so on. Now, 
we have a position where both these countries are 
in possession of nuclear bombs. I feel that there 
are conditions which are worse than these if we 
were at war. • - We are not at war. But the 
conditions around us—rightly the expression 
"environment" has been used—are such that 
without being at war, the environment engulfing 
us is as if we are worse of than if we had been at 
war. It is a matter of some gratification that these 
ciays we are discussing subjects which cut across 
all political lines and which show the great unity 
of this country. It is only in this context. that 1 
admire the sagacity of our voters, may be 
illiterate but certainly not ignorant, who have 
given such a strong Government at the Centre. 

Now I wait to compare the track records 
because, it is only in that context that we can 
discuss the options open to us. And I want the 
Government to consider very carefully the 
options. Look at our record. On the 18th May, 
1974, we had a nuclear plosion at Pokharan. Ever 
since then we have not moved an inch further 
towards the path of nuclear armament. On the 
contrary with great restraint and at considerable 
cost to ourselves, r/e have followed a policy of 
peace, a policy of non-proliferation of nuclear 
armament in the world. And I realise that the 
options which I will plaee before you are not 
something r new but are so obvious to anyone 
here. The position of India as the leader in the 
third world, as leader in the entire world, as an 
apostle of peace, as  an   apostle    of jurtic an 

apostle of development, cannot be forgotten. 
This is our track record. We have shown that 
we do not intend to go anywhere near nuclear 
armament. Look at the track record of 
Pakistan. He did not refer to this particular 
aspect, but the hon. Minister who is present 
here was one of our very distinguished 
Ambassadors in Pakistan and he himself had to 
admit that their track record has not been very 
inspiring. They started their nuclear 
programme in 1955, but it really received an 
impetus when the Bangladesh war was won. 
Bhutto then swore that he would have the atom 
bomb. Those of us who have read the book 
"Islamic Bomb" will know as to what afforts 
were made. It is also in the autobiography of 
Mr. Bhutto himself. What happened was that in 
1976, Dr. Ab dul Khader Khan a very 
distinguished metallurgist and physicist, stole 
the secrets in Amsterdam. And what did he do 
? He stole the plans of the centrifuge method 
and sent them home to Pakistan. He secured 
names of more than a hundered European, 
Canadian and firms that provide necessary 
equipment for a plant. Not content. with this, 
Khan established in Kah-ota with which 
everyone of us is fam iliar, a plant dubbed as 
Pakistani Institute of Nuclear Research. It is 
here that today you find that in the 235 
uranium there is 93. 5 per cent enrichment. 
What does it mean ? It means two things- In 
the first instance it means that Pakistan has 
overcome the most important hurdle in the path 
of nuclearisation and the acquisition of a 
weapon-grade mssile material which is the 
most difficult part of it. I will in this context 
only repeat what Dr. Khan himself declared in 
1984. What he said was that Pakistan achieved 
a breakthrough in uranium enrich* ment putting 
an end to Western mono* poly in this field. He 
claimed that Pakistan has achieved in record 
time what it took Holland, the UK, the FRG, 
Japan and the USA over twenty years   with a 
huge financial in 
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vestment. This is one side of the picture. Of 
course, the other technology which is 
required of fabricating and detonating the 
nuclear device is relatively simple, fairly in-
expensive and involves no scientific or 
technological achievement. This is the. 
position which is at the door-step on. our 
western border. And wo have now to think 
as to how it has happened, because till now 
we wero all listening, we all hoped, that tli 
ere would be the American pressure and the 
American pressure would see that Pakistan 
or the Islamic nations at least did not get a 
nuclear warhead. But what has happened ? 
We know how Pakistan first collaborated 
with Libya, how it got considerable help 
from Saudi. Later on when Gen. Zia became 
the President there was really some hope in 
the minds of some of us here that USA will 
see that this region of South Asia was not 
disturbed with the presence of nuclear 
armaments. But in the Washington Post 
which has given this news and which has 
occasioned the discussion today Bob 
Woodword, who is the very famous author 
of this article and known as one who had 
dismantled Nixon by exposing the 
Watergate, says — 

"Senior American officials discreetly 
involved in monitoring the. Pakistani 
programme are saying this 
administration would not come down on 
Pakistan if we found a bomb in Zia's 
basement. " 

I do not know, I would really like the 
comments of the honourable Minister 
because this is a clear acquiescence on the 
part of the USA on one hand that, "Yes, we 
will ignore what you are doing to acquire 
nuclear arms", and at the same time, "We 
will also give you more sophisticated arms 
like the AWAGs which will be for the first 
two years manned by our pilots and our 
men. " This is the position in which we are 
today. Therefore, we have to consider what 
we should do today. China is already having 
the where withal 

and the knowledge and the equipment. 
Now Pakistan has it. Now our options 
are like these: 

Number one: Should we, in spite of all 
these things, go on talking, "All-right, we    
believe  in  non-proliferation and we need  
nuclear power only for peace and 
therefore, we will not, no matter who 
produces it, have it. " ? Ultimately, one 
of the arguments  which  is   made   and 
which is a very facile argument is—I will 
deal with it a little later—that  if we can 
live with China having the bomb, why 
we cannot live with Pakistau having a 
bomb. The reason is very obvious. There 
are many reasons why China went in  for 
the  bomb. All those reasons are not 
present so far as   Pakistan   is   
concerned. Unfortunately, despite the 
great friendship between the citizens of 
the two nations the Government of 
Pakistan has always acted in a manner 
which is quite unfriendly   towards   our    
country. After   all, we  has  a   partition  
to start  with and we had  two   wart 
thereafter   and   one   cannot forget 
almost the mania which   Pakistan has   
shown   in not    only     having i     the 
parity  of military power with India, but 
also in surpassing in   that military power 
and this is a decisive step. You  can  say, 
"Why acquire the bomb if you are going 
to have peace here ?". Therefore, kindly 
consider whether this   option is worth 
examining, namely, no matter what 
happens in any part of the worli, no 
matter how vulnerable we become no 
matter how serious a threat to the 
security   of the   country    and danger  
to' the   security  would   be there, we 
would  not  manufacture^ we will not go 
in for, nuclear armaments. This is the 
first option that I will put to the 
honourable Minister. 

The  second  option: You  can 
say, "All right. We will still try to 
see, no matter who is having   the 
bomb and who is not having the 
bomb, that   these   areas remain a- 
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zone of peace, a zone which is free from 
nuclear armaments. " But I think a stage 
has been reached when you cannot have a 
zone here "free from nuclear weapons 
since already there are nuclear armaments 
in the basement of Gen. Zia. 

The third option: To see the realities, to 
really forget the world of make-believe and 
consider whether we will be respected or not  
and consider whether our existence will not 
be shaken at all if we really do not go in for 
nuclear armament because everyboby knows 
that we have the capability and it is really 
only a question' of going ahead with the 
programme or  going in the  same direction. 
So, we decide   to have it but not to use it. I 
say this because I do not like this   one-sided 
game. A game can never be onesided. 11 o 
not know how I can play cricket when I do 
not have a bat and the other man aims at    
my   hand only. I must have a bat to   play 
and to hit the ball. But this is such an uneven 
game that if you think that Pakistan will 
have the bomb and we will not have  
anything at all, then I do not think that it is a 
game at all. In any case, it is a game in 
which we are bound to lose and, therefore, I 
would like the Government to seriously 
consider this      point. 

Then, Sir, there is one thing which I 
once  mentioned more than  once and it is 
that Pakistan may use it, because the entire 
siiuation    there is such against India and 
si art doing something against India as a 
divei-tioneiy   tactic. Today, we   know 
what is happening in Karachi and in  other  
parts  of Pakistan. This is also one aspect 
of the matter to be considered. I know it   
and I said during question time the other 
day that I do not like it because it affects 
our development. And I told thai looking at 
the scientific and technological      advance, 
looking    at   the 
progress India has made, everyone 

who is not favourably disposed towards   us, is 
feeling jealous, and there is a  serious attempt, 
sometimes invisible and somtimes visible, to 
destablise the country. And the question, 
therefore, is not whether we can afford to 
produce  it, but whether we can afford not to. 
The option, Sir, is    between the two: whether 
we can afford to have it at the extra   cost   
which will hurt our development, which will 
impede our social and economic progress, or 
whether we can afford not to have it and the 
answer, to my mind, is quite obvious, There is 
no doubt, and I speak not for  myself, not for 
evry. member in this House but for   every 
citizen in our country, that we aie prepared to 
pay the highest price for-the independence and 
the security of our country. No price is dear to 
keep the independence of the country and no 
price   is   really   too   high   for our country's 
defence. The question is whether we shall 
continue to be res-^ pected by the rest of the 
woild if we-continue to be shaky, if we 
continue to be vulnerable, if we continue to be 
brittle inside the country. And I have ro doubt 
that eveiy one in this county will make the 
highest saciifice, and will find no sciifice  too 
gieat to defend our motherland. 

As   1   said in the beginning, the i      the   
wise  electorate  have  given   a I      very strong 
Government. You  can see their wisdom. What 
the opposition could not perceive and what the 
opposition was thinking as imaginary when we 
said in  tha elections that there is a threat to the 
country, has now come, true and fortunately the 
people of this country  anticipating that have 
given to  themselves and the country a great 
leader   in Rajiv Gandhi. I want the Government 
not to fail in  this hour of peril and act with 
sagacity but firmness and wait, J     and see that 
India is put in a   position where  it will not be 
dictated, j      will  not   lose   its  position   in   
the I     world and the security and environ-. 
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ment about security is so strong that nobody 
in this world dare to look at us with an   evil 
eye. 

Thank you. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI G. 
SWAMINATHAN): Shri Satyanarayan 
Reddy. 

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY 
(Andhra Pradesh): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, the 
subject that -we are discussing today is very 
important and the Government must seriously 
think over the implications and developments 
that are taking place around our country. The 
very security of the country is being threatened 
by... 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI G. 
SWAMINATHAN): I may inform you that the 
time allotted is six minutes but you can 
conclude within ten minutes. 

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY: 
They are, Firstly due to Pakistan's nuclear 
programme and the US renewed supply of 
sophisticated weapons to Pakistan; Secondly, 
due to China-Pakistan strategic linkage forged 
in 1963 which remains a major factor to Indian 
security planning. Thirdly, due to the super 
power rivalry in the Indian Ocean. 

Now, Sir, I will deal briefly with these 
three important factors*that have threatened 
and continue to threaten the security of our 
country. Look at Pakistan. Pakistanis acquir-
ing sophisticated Weapons and preparing 
nuclear weapons with the active support of the 
United States of America. Pakistan has tested 
bomb according to an US Defence intelligence 
report. The report was quoted by 
the'Washington Post'. The tests Were also 
conducted between September 18 to 21 this 
year. And Pakistan's nuclear programmes have 
reached a stage where a bomb can be put 
together in over a Week's time. Pakistan has 
enriched uranium to 93- 5 per cent level at its 
Kahuta plant. Not only this, the  US    is 

continuing its military aid to Pakistan in 
complete disregard of its own intelligence 
reports, it has added more sophisticated 
weaponry system to the list of arms supplied 
to Pakistan. 

Sir, the Reagan Administratiois   determined   
to   build   a strongalliance with Pakistan, an 
alliancebased on the supply of the 
latestweaponry system. The US is 
alsosupplying Airborne Advance Warningand 
Control    Surveillance   planes(A WACS) to 
Pakistan accomapaniedby   stationing   300   
U. S. militarypersonnel in that country. Now, 
theReagon Administration has decidedto  
supply to Pakistan more than200 M-l tanks, 
considered to  be themost advanced   in the 
world. Analarming aspect of the arms deal 
isthat Washington has cleared the saleof 
highly   advanced      weapons  toPakistan 
which has no bearing on theAfghan  front    
and for  all practicalpurposes will be deployed   
againstIndia. The M-l Abram's 
rangefinderwill give the Pakistani Army 100 
percent   accuracy   in   destroying   
theenemy's tanks. The M-l Abram aremore 
advanced than the Main BattleTanks (MBT) 
India is building. Allthese weapons and the 
latest  planesthat Pakistan is acquiring   will 
beused only against India; Pakistan isnot   
going   to   use   them    againstAfghanistan or 
the Soviet Union orChina  because  in    the  
past  threeoccasions it has been our 
experiencethat  Pakistan    always    used these 
weapons supplied by the USA againstIndia  
and   not against  any  othercountry. We must 
prepare to face thisdanger.The Vice Chairman 
(ShriM. P. Kausik. in the Chair 

Now, Sir, coming to  China 
Pakistanstrategiclinkage. it has today    -1 attained 
a new dimension owing  to the    degree    of    
involvement    of Ciina in Pakistan's nuclear 
weapon 
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programme. It has been, known, j since 1965 
that there has been some; degree of nuclear 
collaboration  be-; tween China and   Pakistan. 
The possibility remains very real that in the 
event of any war between   India and Pakistan, 
China could align With Pakistan. It has also 
been reported that China has tested a bomb  for 
Pakistan  in   Sinkiang   and   recent intrusion 
of China into our territory is alarming. So, our 
Government must take  into   consideration    
all  these developments that are going on 
around our country and prepare itself to face 
this danger. 

Now, coming to the third point 'Which I 
raised, that is super power rivalry in the 
Indian Ocean, I would say that if it is 
continued and if it is not prevented in time, it 
Will pose a great threat to the very security 
of our country and littoral states. The littoral 
States have been persistently calling for an 
end to superpower rivalry in the Indian 
Ocean and making it a zone of peace. A. U. 
N, sponsored international conference has 
been constantly postponed since 1981. The 
Non-Aligned Movement's proposal 
envisages the Conference to be held in 
Colombo in 1987 or 1988 but to this day no 
effer) s have been made and there is no 
possibility and there is no hope that this 
conference will take place at Colombo 
because America and the western countries 
are constantly creating obstacles preventing    
this 
conference to be held in time because 
theylinkthis withtheAfghanproblem. 
It has nothing to do with the Afghan 
problem. So, the  Government  of 
India must take an active part   in 

mobilising, in organising, the littoral States 
and see that these foreign bases 
in the Indian Ocean should  not be 
there' and the Indian Ocean should 
be made a zone of peace. 

Now, Sir, I would like to ask a few 
questions and I hope that the Foreign 
Minister will kindly reply 

to them. Firstly, I would like to know whether 
the Government of India have discussed with 
the U. S. Secretary of Defence, who   recently 
had been to India, the question of  supply of 
arms to Pakistan and the danger posed in the 
region due to  this act of the USA. Has the 
Government of India drawn the attention of the 
Defence Secretary to  the position that the 
supply of U. S. arms would* be an unfriendly   
act   and   the   relations between these two 
countries would Worsen instead of improving- 
Thirdly, I would like   to ask whether   the 
Government of India has prepared itself in 
view of allthese developments to safeguard the 
security   independence and sovereignty of the 
country. So far as We and the people of India 
are concerned   we and    people of India are  
prepared to make   any kind of help and 
sacrifice to safeguard the unity, sovereignty 
and independence of the country. Lastly Sir, I 
Would like to asktheForeignMinister to 
consider and Would also like to request the 
Government of India to seriously consider the 
proposal made by the  Saviet  Communist   
Party General Secretary Mr. Gorbachov the 
proposal of establishing an Asian Security-
zone. Will the Government of India seriously 
consider to support this move ? At the same 
time    We also   support    the    Soviet    
Union constant efforts for World Peace and 
justice and it is the   only country which has 
constantly stood against foreign conspiracy of 
supplying   of arms to Pakistan against India 
and to safeguard the peace in this World and in   
this region. I hope the Government of India 
will seriously consider   all  these    issues    
which threaten the security of India and take 
appropriate measures to see that this threat is 
met with. 
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SHRI V. RAMANATHAN (Tamil Nadu ): 
Mr. Vice   Chairman, Sir I thank you for 
giving me an opportunity  to   speak  a  few   
words   on this     subject. Pakistan  since   
its formation in    1947, has   developed 
hatred      against India. For     political 
reasons   as well as for personal reasons, 
mainly for personal   ends, their leaders  are 
pesisting in thier harted   towards India. The   
system which they have developed and 
which they  want to     maintain    does not 
permit them   to have good relations with a 
neighbouring  country  which ; is 
democratic, which   has   stability, which   is     
economically   developed and which has all  
forms of freedom. I    If they    give any   
room for     any !    independent  thinking in 
the   minds I    of the people, for any change 
towards a democratic system, it will not help 
the  rulers  of that  country. Therefore, 
somehow   or   other, directly or indirectly, 
on religious or defence consideration, they 
always want to set the people of Pakistan 
against India. That is why, they are per-
sisting   in their   attitude of   harted towards   
this     country. Whenever there is any 
internal problem, whenever there is any 
agitation against the oppression there, they 
try to div-vert the attention of the people to-
wards India. Under the guise that India is 
always against Pakistan, they try to intrude 
into our nation, they try to intrude into our 
territory. For purely personal reasons, they 
always try to  blame India. 
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Another reason is, the U. S. A. i s not happy     
over     the fact the democracy is flourishing in 
India and that we are always   fighting   for 
world peace. We have always been fighting 
for just causes, since the days of the Cuban      
crises till today, when the South  African  
problem  is   begging solution. We   have   
always   condemned   the  action  of any 
country, whether it was the U. S. A, or any 
other country, whenever   they   did   anything    
against    humanity, against world peace and to 
the detriment of the just causes of the peoples 
of the world. We have always   raised our 
voice against any act of any country 
endangering world peace. This has been 
particularly so in the case of the U. S. A. 
Therefore, they are always having grudge 
against our country. Furthermore, they   want   
to    have some base   in     Asiatic    countries. 
When they were not able to have some base in 
our conutry, they   are going on   
encounraging Pakistan so  that thye can have 
their  base  there. On some gound  or the other 
they want to help Pakistan. Under one  or the 
other guise they want to keep Pakistan under  
their  control. For that  purpose, they are 
giving financial assistance, military assistance 
and all other things to Pakistan. The United 
States does not also want to solve any pro-
belm. Whenever    any leader   goes against 
them, they will start political dcstabilisation 
there. When Shri Bhutto    thought that   the   
United States   activities were    not   helpful 
for that nation, he was not allowed to    
proceed    further, his   regime was  
overthrown. The  country  was made to   
proceed on their lines. Another leader came 
and he was made to proceed in the line and 
direction of the United States, the superior 
power   which always wants to keep you under   
control. Still, they  do not do not want solve 
the probelm. They are continuing to give 
assistance to  Pakistan  in   some   guise or the 
other. Now they are helping 
Pakistan to show as if Pakistan has 
to face the Afghanistan issue. They 

do not want to solve Afghanistan 
issue also because if that problem 
is solved they cannot help "< 
Pakistan under that disguise. Now 
they are saying that India is devel 
oping, India's defence line has become 
strong. So, it will be a threat to Paki 
stan and for that they arehelping them. 
Whenever any American leader comes 
here, he says that the weapons sup 
plied by the U. S. to Pakistan will not 
be used against India, but our ex 
perience shows that all the weapons 
given by the U. S. have been used ag 
ainst India. U. S. is not able to bear 
out growth, our development, our 
democratic set-up, our economic 
development, our prestige among 
the world countries, our development 
in the NAM. They are not able to 
tolerate our popularity among the 
world nations. Therefore, they wantto destabilise us, 
they want to create all sorts of problems for us. And 
for that they are giving all financial and arms 
assistance to the neighbouring country. They want 
to keep us always under fear of threat of war, they 
want us   to  make    more ex- 

Under this situation I would like to 
congratulate our Prime Minister, . who has taken 
all steps in spite of all the difficulties. This 
country has a vast population running into 
crores. There are a number of problems. In spite 
of that, our Prime Minister has taken all steps to 
inform all the nations in the world that we are 
fighting for the cause of peace, we are fighting 
for the cause of justice, the entire nation is 
fighting for the noble cause of peace and 
prosperity. 

Under the circumstances when 
we are put to constant fear of danger,, 
fear of war, we must be prepared to
 
. 
face all the eventualities that we may have to 
come across. We must always be prepared 
with nuclear weapons and all that: 
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN  (SHRI 
M. P. KAUSHIK): Please to be brief. You 
have only five minutes for your party. 
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SARDAR JAGJIT SINGH AURORA 
(Punjab): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, I think 
there is no use beating our breasts about 
Pakistan's unfriendly attitude towards us or 
America's continued support to Pakistan for 
its own interests. All foreign policies are 
based on self-interest and not on any other 
aspect. Therefore, we have to accept it and; 
having accepted it, then consider for 
ourselves what are the challenges to our 
security and how best we can improve it. Are 
there any chinks in our armour, how we can 
close those chinks and make ourselves really 
strong. So, although We may accept that 
Pakistan hasn't got nuclear weapons now, in 
due course it will have them. We have to 
accept, Whether We like it or not, that 
America is going to give AWACS, 
sophisticated tanks and any other 
sophisticated equipment, which continues to 
bind Pakistan with America and which will 
enable America to locate their own forces or 
land their own forces in times of need—their 
rapid deployment force. We have to accept 
that. If we think that only by our shouting and 
our breast-beating we are going to stop 
America to give them assistance or that if 
Pakistan gets a chance to have its own back 
on us it won't act. I think we are living in a 
fool's paradise and not being realistic. Having 
established it, We have now to see how we are 
situated today in relation to what we Were 
when we went to war With Pakistan first in 
1947-48, then in 1965 and then in 1971 what 
is it that enabled us to win decisively in 1971, 
have an upper hand in 1965 and, more or less, 
succeed in what We wanted to do in 1947-48. 
Now are We that strong Is the situation the 
same or has the situation altered to out 
advantage or disadvantage. One thing I 
Would like to mention u that in these wars, 
specially in 1965 and 
1971, the Weapons which Pakistan had were 
superior to those that we 

had and We could defeat Pakistan 
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Sardar Jagjit Singh Auroia ' on both the 
occasions with better organization, better 
fighting. ability of forces and, what is 
possibly the most important thing, we had a 
united country totally. Even today, I think, if 
We do not have F-16s, we have Mirages 
which, in the hands of good, Well-trained and 
dedicated pilots, can give a good account of 

themselves. We mav'not have 6 P. M. 
laserequipped   tanks. But 

if our main battle tank goes on the 
stream in time and is good as it is reputed to 
be, we should be able to win, With our 
training and with our superiority in numbers, 
I want to mention this aspect that India is a 
large country, and it has the ability to 
produce most of the munitions of war which 
Pakistan ' lacks. 

So, the next thing I Would like to 
mention is that we had fought in 1965 and 
1971 short Wars, and We Were successful. 
But there is no doubt in my mind that the 
next war may not be a short War. You have 
seen it for yourselves what is happening 
between Iraq and Iran, for how long that war 
is going on. The first requirement is the 
determination by the Government and the 
people to be able to fight till we have 
defeated Pakistan convincingly. And for that 
the national determination is as important as 
all the equipment that you may have. For 
that the unity of the country is much more 
important than anything else. In the last two 
Wars both in 1965 and 1971 I had a certain 
amount of sneaking suspicion that our 
Government was not ready to continue to 
fight, certainly in 1965. There was no reason 
why We accepted the ceasefire. In 1971 
possibly it was a better stratagem to have 
unilateral ceasefire Which gave us much 
better international standing. One aspect that 
I think We have to remember is that we must 
be ready for a long war, and our people must 
be told that the next war can be a long war in 

which there will be much more bloodshed 
and many more casualties. But this country 
has to survive, and it can only survive by 
detrmina-tion. 

Another aspect which I have mentioned 
in passing, a united country. I am sorry to 
say, my own perception is that inspite of 
what all might have happened during the 
electiorphe massive mandate and everything 
else, the Indian society today is. not as Well 
united as it was in 1971. We must search in 
our own minds why it is not so, and what is 
required to be done by the Government and 
by the people and by the political parties to 
make it more united. We have risen to the 
occasion in the past, but it was for a short 
duration. Things went our way. If they go 
wrong, if we lose initially, are we going to 
stand together and firm and carry on for a 
long time? To this We must give a serious 
thought. 

The next 'point I have as a soldier is that 
we have lacked having a single individual 
who could control, advise or make the best 
use of the three services. We need either a 
Joint Chief of Staff system or a Chief of 
Defence Staff system. There has been a 
Worry in the mind of the politicians that a 
Chief of Defence Staff may one day take 
over the Government. Old soldiers never do 
that. A revolution is always precipitated by 
Lt. Colonels and Colonels. So, one should 
not Worry about having a Chief of Defence 
Staff. There is no doubt in my mind that 
much more inter-service co-operation and 
standardisation is required, but it is not 
happening today in the services. For that it 
would be necessary for the Government to 
have a rethinking and go in for the Chief of 
Defence Staff system. It has been accepted 
practically by every other major country of 
the world except India. That we won in the 
last two affrays against Pakistan does not 
mean that 
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we do not need this organisation. 
Itwillgiveusinpencetimestandardi-sation and 
economy and greater efficiency during war 
and a much greater ability to be able to take 
quick decisions in order to fight a bloody, 
fast-moving modern war. 

Thank you very much^ 
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SHRI  K. NATWAR  SINGH: 
Mr Vice-Chairman, Sir, today, at the outset, 
I would like to say that I will take about 20 
minutes or more So, it is upto you whether 
you would like me to conclude today or 
speak on Monday, because we do not have 
very many Members here. Anyway, I will 
take 20 to 25 minutes. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
KAUSHIK): Please be as brief as  possible   
{Interruption). 
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The author, a well-known American 
journalist, Mr. Lawrence is currently 
affiliated to the Faculty of Economics and 
Politics at Cambridge University. In his first 
public speech on the incident, the Soviet 
leader Mr. Khrushchev directed his 
comments toward Pakistan's General Ayub 
Khan and his colleagues, when he declared: 
c'Do not play with  fire, gentlemen. " 

 

 

In spite of a secret letter of understanding 
between the US and Pakistan Governments, 
granting the United States full rights of access to 
the Peshawar air base and use of the Badaber 
monitoring facility for a period of ten years. 
Pakistan's military authorities ■> pulled back 
from their undertaking, in the face of 
international exposure. 

 

Following public disclosure that Gary 
Powers flight had been staged from a 
Pakistani base for its crossing of Soviet 
territory en route to the NATO air base at 
Bodo in Norway, US intelligence flights 
were no longer permitted access to Peshawar 
air  fields. 

 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
KAUSHIK): Shri Ram Chandra Vikal. You 
have only three minutes. After that the 

Minister     will  reply. 
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SHRI NIRMAL CHATTERJEE: 
Sir, this is the feeling of the House. Let  him 

reply on  Monday. 

SHRI JASWANT SINGH: Sir, if the 
Members are not found to be present on 
such a sufficiently important debate, what 
can we do? 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
KAUSHIK); It should be finished today. 
This is my opinion also. Mr. Minister, 
please continue. Be brief. 

SHRI     JASWANT     SINGH: 
Why be brief? Let him speak... 

SHRI MURLIDHAR CHAN-
DRAKANT BHANDARE: I think it is not 
fair on the part of the hon. Member to talk 
about other Members who are not present. 
He knows the difficulties. It is a Friday. He 
knows that between 2-30 and 5-00 people 
take  off. It  is   not   something... 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
KAUSHIK) s That is all right. The Minister 
may reply today. 

SHRI MURLIDHAR CHAN-
DRAKANT BHANDARE: I support Prof. 
Chatterjee's suggestion that on an important 
debate like this let him reply to a fuller 
House on. Monday. 

SHRI B. SATYANARAYAN REDDY: 
Let him reply today but let him take full 
time. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
KAUSHIK): There is no ban on time. 

SHRI NIRMAL CHATTERJEE: 
The Parliamentary Affairs Minister is   there. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
KAUSHIK): I am just assessing the sense of 
the House. 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF PARLIAMENTARY 
AFFAIRS (SHRI M. M. JACOB): The sense 
of the House may be taken and it may be 
decided either   way. 

SHRI   K. MOHANAN: If 
it is convenient for the Minister to reply on 
Monday, he can do it on Monday. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI M. P. 
KAUSHIK): All right. The reply will be on 
Monday. 

The House stands adjourned till 11   
O'clock on  Monday. 

• The House then adjourned at 
twenty-two minutes past six of the 
clock till eleven of the clock on 
Monday, the  10th November, 
1986. 


