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hon. Members who spoke on my Biil.
I thank Shri V. Narayansamy, Shri
Mirza Irshadbaig, Shri - Ghulam
Rasool Matto, Shri Ram Chandra
Vikal, Shri Deshmukh, Shri Kalpnath
Raiand Shri Kamlendu Bhattacharjee.
The purpose of. introducing this Bill
is that the Government should under-
stand the imperialist legacy of the
judicialsysteminIndia. 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
total or a drastic change
v 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 pzople. In this context,
for the Government having under-
stood the vital necessity for a change
and for the Minister himself has
understood the vital need for a
change, I congratulate the Govern-
ment and onthe basis of the assurance
given by the hon’ble Minister, I
would like to withdraw the Bill.

5.00 p.M.

The Bill was, by leave wi'thdrawn.

SHORT DURATION DISCUSSION
ON THE SECURITY ENVIRON-
MENT IN THE COUNTRYIN THE
CONTEXT OF PAKISTAN’S
NUCLEAR PLANS ~ AND
RENEWED U. S. ARMS SUPPLY
TO THAT COUNTRY—contd.

SHRI MURLUIDHAR CHAN-
DRAKANT BHANDARE (Maha-
rashtra) : Mr. Vice-Charirman, Sir,
I rise to participate in the discussion
on a subject, which has been very
appropriately and correctly warded
on the security environment in the
country in the context of Pakistan’s
nuclear plans and renewed U.S. Arms
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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, Isaid 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 3 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 AWACS and the explosion
about whichtherehas beenareference
in the Washington Post. Therefore, 1
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. T 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——1I do not want
to repeat them—the active encourage-
ment, the active training, the active
supply of arms to the terrorists, the
detonation of nuclear devices, acqui-
sition 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. T 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 wus is as if
we are worse of than if we had been
at war, It is a matter of some grati-
fication that these aays we are dis-
cussing 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 oaly in
that context that we can discuss the
options open to us. And I want the
" Government to consider very care-

fully 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,
e have followed a policy of peace,
a policy of non-proliferation of nu-
clear armament in the world. And I
~ realise that the options which T will
place before you are not something
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 justic an

nuclear plans and renewed
US arms supply to that Country

apostle of development, cannot be
forgotten. This is our track record.
We have shown that we do not intend
to go anywhere near nuclear arma-
ment. Look at the track record of
Pakistan. He did not refer to this parti-
cular 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 “lslamic Bomb” will
know as to. what afforts were made.
1t is also in the autobiography of Mr.
Bhutto himself. What happened was
thatin 1976, Dr. Abdul Khader Khan
a very distinguished metallurgist and
physicist, stole the secrets in Amster-
dam. And what did he do ? He
stole the plans of the centrifuge met-
hod and sent them home to Paki-
stan. He secured names of more than
a hundered European, Canadian and
firms that provide necessary equip-
ment for a plant. Not
with this, Khan established in Kah-
ota with which everyone of us is fam
iliar, a plant dubbed as Pakistani In-
stitute of Nuclear Research. Tt is
here that today you find that in the
235 uranium there is 93.5 per cent
enrichment. What does it mean ? Tt
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 whbich 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 thas
Pakistan has achieved in record time
what it took Holland, the UK, the

FRG, Japan and the USA over tw-
enty years with a huge financial in

content .
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vestment. This is one side of the .

picture. Of course, the other tech-
nology which is required of fabri-
cating and detonating the nuclear
device is relatively simple, fairly in-
expensive ahd involves no scientific
or techinological achievement. This
is the . position which is at the
door-step on. our western border.
And w¢ have now to think as to how
it has happened, because till now

we werq all listening, we all hoped,

that tliere would be the Ameri-
can pretisure and the American pre-
ssure would see that Pakistan or the
Islamic nations at least did not get
a nuclear warhead., But what has
happentd ? 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 pre-
sence of nuclear armaments. But in
the Washington Post  which has
given this news and which has occ-
asioned the discussion today Bob
Woodword, who is the very famous
author of this article and known as
one who had dismantled Nixon by ex-
posing the Watergate, says --

“Senior American officials dis-
creetly 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- ac-
quiescence 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 sophis-
ticated arms like the AWACs which
will be for the first two years mann-
ed by our pilots and our men.”
This is the position in which we are
today. Therefore, we have to con-
sider what we should do today. China
is already having the where withal
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and the knowledge and .the equip-
ment. 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-prolifer-
ation and we need nuclear power
only for peace and therefore, we will
not, no matter who produces it, have:
it.” ? Ultimetely, one of the argumen-
ts. 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 Pakistan
having a bomb. The reason is very
obvious. There are many reasons why’
China wentin for the bomb. All
those reasons are not present so far
as Pakistan is concerned. Unfort-
unately, despite the great friendship
between the citizens of the two nations-
the Government of Pakistan has al-
ways acted in a manner which is quite:
unfriendly towards our country.
After all, we has a partition to
start with and we had two ware
thereafter and one cannot forget
almost the mania which Pakistan
has shown in not only having
the parity of military power With
India, but also in surpassing 1n .tl'lat
military power and this is a decisive:
step. You can say, “Why acquiré.
the bomb if you are going to have
peace here ?” . Therefore, kindly con-
sider 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 arma-
ments. This is the first option that
I will put to the honourable Minister.

The second. option : You can.
say, “All right. We will still iry to
see, no matter who is having the.
bomb and who is not having the
bomb, that these areas remam &
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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 whe-
ther 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 be-
cause I do not like this one-sided
game. A game can never be one-
sided. I ¢ 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, there-
fore, T 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 si.uation there
is such against India and siart doing
something against India as a diver-
tionery 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 that
jooking at the scientific and techno-
jogical advance, looking at the
progress India has made, everyone
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who is not favourably disposcd to-
wards us, is feeling jealous, and
there is a2 serious attempt, some-
‘times 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 notto. 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 piogress, 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 every.
member in this House but for every
citizen in our country, that we aje
prepared to pay the highest price foy-
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 wotld 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 gicat 1o de-
fend our motherland.

Rs 1 saidin the beginriug, the
the wise electorate have given a
very strong Government. You can
see their wisdom. What the opposi-
tion could not perceive and what the
opposition was thinking as imaginary
when we said in tho 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 eountry a great lcader in Rajiv
Gandhi. I want the Government not
to fail in this hour of peril and act
with sagacity but firmness and wait,
and see that India is putina posi-
tion where it will not be dictated,
will not lose its position in the
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 mayinform
you that the time allotted is six mi-
nutes 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 sophistica-
ted weapons to Pakistan ; Secondly,
due to China-Pakistan strategic link-
age 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 factorsethat
have threatened and continue: to
threaten the security of our country.
Look at Pakistan. Pakistanis acquir-
ing sophisticated weapons and pre-
‘paring nuclear weapons with the active
support of the United States of
America. Pakistan has tested bomb
according to an US Defence intelli-
gence re&ort. The report was quoted
by the ‘Washington Post’. The tests
were also conducted between S:p-
tember 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 s
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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, tiie Reagdn Administration
is determined to build a strong
alliance with Pakistan, an alliance
based on the supply of the latest
weaponry system. The US is also
supplying Airborne Advance Warning
and Control Surveillance planes
(AWACS) to Pakistan accomapanied
by stationing 300 U.S. military
personnel in that country. Now, the
Reagon Administration has decided
to supply to Pakistan more than
200 M-1 tanks, considered to be the
most advanced in the world. An
alarming aspect of the arms deal is
that Washington has cleared the sale
of highly advanced wedpons to
Pakistan which has no bearing on the
Afghan front. and for all practical
purposes will be deployed against
India. The M-1 Abram’s rangefinder
will give the Pakistani Army 100 per
cent accuracy In destroying the
enemy’s tanks. The M-1 Abram are
more advanced than the Main Battle
Tanks (MBT) India is building. All
these weapons and the latest planes
that Pakistan is acquiring will be
used only against India ; Pakistan is
not going to use them against
Afghanistan or the Soviet Union or
China because in the past three

- occasions it has been our experience

that Pakistan always used these
weapons supplied by the USA against
India and not against any other
country. We must prepare to face this
danger.

The Vice Chairman (Shri M.P.
Kaausik. in the Chair

Now, Sir, coming to China

. Pakistanstrategiclinkage, it hastoday

attained a new dimension owing to
the degree of involvement of
China inPakistan’s nuclear weapon

e
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programme. It has been known
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
isalarming. So, our Government must
take into consideration all these
developments thatare going onaround
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 intime, it will posea
geeat threatto the very security of
our country and littoral states.
The littoral States have been persis-
tently calling for an end to super-

- power rivalry in the Indian Ocean
and making it a zone of peace.
A.U.N. sponsored international con-
ference has been constantly postponed

since 1981. The Non-Aligned Move- -

ment’s  proposal envisages the
Conference to be held in Colombo in
1987 or 1988 but to this day no efferts
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 withthe Afghanproblem.
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
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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 wouldebe 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 piepared
itself inview of allthese developments
to safeguard the security indepen-
dence and sovereignty of the country.
So faras weand the people of India
are concerned we and people of
India are prepared to make any

kind of help and sacrificeto safeguard
the unity, sovereignty and indepen-
dence of the country. Lastly Sir, I
wouldliketoaskthe Foreign Minister

to consider and would also like to

request the Government of India to

seriously consider the proposal made
by the Soviet 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. 1 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 oppor-
tunity to speak a few words on
this  subject.  Pakistan since its
formation in 1947, has developed
hatred  against India. For poli-
tical 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.
If they give any room for any
independent thinking in the minds
of the people, for any change towards
a democratic system, it will not help
the rulers of that country. There-
fore, 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, when-
ever 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.is not
happy over the fact the demo-
cracy 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 conde-
mned the action of any country,
whether it was the U.S.A, or'any other
country, whenever they did any-
thing against humanity, against
world peace and to the detfiment 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 pur-
~ pose, they are giving financial assist-
ance, 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 poli-
tical destabilisation 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. An-
other 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 assist-
ance 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

nuclear plans and renewed
US arms supply to that Country

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-ip, 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 want
to destabilise us, they want to créate
all sorts of problems for us. And for
that .they are giving all financial
and arms assistance to the neigh-
bouring country. They want to keep
us always under fear of thréat of war,.
they want us ‘to make more ex-
penditure on defence.

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 irito crores..
There are a number of - problems. In
spite of that,. oir. Prime Minister
has taken all steps to inform all the:
nations in the world that we are fight—
ing for the canse of peace, we are
fighting for the cause of justice, the-
entire nation is fighting for the neble
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 al-
ways be prepared with nuclear -
weapons and all that.
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s AT At (ITT qTA)
A guawreAs S, - asgfar
TAEIHAT MHT S S IW A @Al
F fad st qrenem ¥ dow wT @
g, 9o . wigrag T fawgr  mashy
AT A GO § OrasE W
FT F9Y F [ T |

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
M.P. KAUSHIK) : Please to be
brief. You have only five minutes for.
your party.

s ATFE wAt oA oA
g Fe faar ST a1 1 1946 F
ST 8w 7 ag @gr A7 f A< &y 91
W F gT9 A€ T gEd Al WA grH
X9 F Gy @At &1 sfua gem 1 we
AT T 15 WRT 1947 BT AR JqH
g AW e g q e
T FEHI & F9T wTHRAT fwar |
Tgr & qgAT ATHAW FIGHIX % q7fh-
T FT YA AT g | AWF9Y, a9
& fa=maT T arfsrea &t gy
¥ gufeam awm  wwr g 0 faa o
ghrne faq sy @ sfeat &1 Taade
F gAW IFT WEez fwar, owHr
fag fear & 1 wudeET g ag
HFAl @ § & g7 Fa9 Ia=r gar
% g @ ) & fegmm &
femrs ""’Q"\Tlﬁﬁaasra?rugaam
& & sm-om W ¥ FT

ﬂf

158 mmfwr eﬁmﬁ—{% 14
T3 ¢ 1963-64 ¥ 1965 ¥ q7fH-
m%mgqfr agrg g5 1 IEw
am g 1971 ¥ =€ g | faaw
STt gﬁmr THOHT A qUEEaE Hy
@ a4 @9 s gaEr gaw fggem
¥ faermes foar w1 1971 W A9IE
& e o1 arfeearT FRAwT ¥ glaatg
AT @I § AR HHAFT gfqa AT
I FT AT W1 W ¥ T
FAOFT F Tgafy a
affy & A ariEedw A guisaw
FA A1 ¥t 1 F@ 37 I
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@ & gwniew W S wommEr
g & gw 9uF feaw gfmc ®
@ &1 oy wifge @ f& 7 wifream
F glaae gwds @i & W@ ]
fr a8 =0 & SO AT AEAT &7
T I &9 ¥ A9 ¢ W Ag
TG FHRX ¥ TG § & 7 99 oz
e fergeam & faems & w3 f5a
s | gafay g9 fafsa § o) wa
fafaa & 1 aafeer & “arfiries oie”
fegg adfsig 7 M § g fwan
¢ f& ofsama woET 99 TEwTE
frar & 1 18 #R 21 faawe 1)
g@ @ g a8 g fx 21 wegET A
Treeafy TN 7 Fiaa & A8 FHIOT
#T faor fa oifveam & o@ &g 9w
Wg‘r%‘faﬂ%fﬁﬁagaﬁmsﬂ’faﬁxm
I W 1 THE-16 WX IZ I IHE
S AT ¥ 99 | AR waEe fags
FAC A G qgH wA § AR A
frer & o ¥ @@ FI-aTe, 7

99 e UAQF OEEAE H éaT
AT 2, ] W 2 | =9 gEET gH @aq
g | afeam % ool s & € e
T gHA YAT UEE THTH AT FIT
T & qoT 4 AT & AR a1
Srd &, S aer faogwiT @i
afcga R 2, g feer ar
atﬁwgﬁ“@www%g
e aanr & € ¥ O §) afed

wF IAE & 1 ag UF T gwer
g AW & A 3 0

mw,fggwwmza’rwaga
i & | WIAET g S
A e wr&m%”%aga'
AR JW FRAET qwT SERSEe S
YT T AR AG-GA-ATE FHE A
et ffr ariwd § AR A
gﬁﬁ“{mﬁa—cﬁﬁ'@aﬁwm
< fgar & 1962 ¥ AR fegmm
¥ qET I -WI 9T Feor HT foar
AT T wFE § i ¥ fra
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T g T W9 A Wq gheT T ar
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SARDAR. JAGIIT SINGH
AURORA  (Punjab): Mr. Vice-
Chairman; Sir, I think there is no
use beating our breasts about Pakis-
tan’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 wea-
pons 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, sophistica-
ted 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 de-
ployment 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 Wwith
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 1Is the situation the
same or has the situation altered to
our advantage or disadvantage. One
thing I would like to mention is 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

e
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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 uni-
ted country totally. Even today, 1
think, if we do not have F-16s,
we have Mirages which, in the hands
of gnod, well-trained and dedicated
pllms, can give a good rccount of
themselves. We may not have
6 P.m. laserequipped tanks. But
if our main battle tank goes
on the stream in time and is
good 2s it is reputed to be, we
should be gable 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 muniticns of war which Pakis-
tan lacks.

So, the next thing I would like
to mention is that we had fought
in 1965 and 1971 shori wars, and we
were successful. But thereis 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 waris goingon. The first re-
quirement is the determination by
the Government and the people to
be able to fight till we have defeated
Pzkistan convincingly. And for that
the national determination is as im-
portant 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 1 had
a certain amount of sneaking sus-
picion that our Government was
not ready to continue to fight, cer-
tainly in 1965. There was no reason
why we accepted the ceasefire. In
1971 possibly it was a better strata-
gem to have unilateral ceasefire
which gave us much better inter-
national 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
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which there will be much more
bloodshed and many more casual-
ties. But this country has to survive,
and it can only survive by destrmina-
210

Another aspect which I have
men:ioned in passing, a united coun-
try. Temss Iy to sy, my oW1 per-
uvp fon is *hui inspi te of what all

ight haye h -Jpcn“d during the
Ll(.\ul(‘)nth mussive mandate sud
evervihing clse, the Indian society
today is not zs well united zs it was
in 1971. We must senrch in our own
minds why it is not so, and what is
required to bz done by the Govern-
ment and by the people and by the
political purctics to mnke it more
united. We have risen to the occa-
sion in the past, but it was for a
short dursiion. Things went our
way. If they go wrong, if we lose
initially, are we going (o stand to-

gether and firm and carry on for 2
lono tima? To this we must give a
seriols thougat.

The next ‘point I have as 2 sol-
dier 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 Siaff system. There has
beena worry inthe mind of the poli-
ticians that a Chief of Defence Staff
may one day take over the Govern-
ment. 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 stan-
dardisation 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 tha
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sation and ecconomy and greater
efficiency ‘during war and a much
quick decisions in order to fight a

It will give usin pesace time standardi-
greater ability to be able to take
bloody, fast-moving modern war.
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ST q1 &R W § Wi T s
o T o Ofee § fowe sEeq
fag st fgow w & SF1 99 3o
FT fam s

st waaa fag (rseam) @ g
e 8§ WHEYR Wgl W Qe dM &l
e e &+ agl fea ¥
g\ & AR O o IR AW
grigg 1 Already  Jodhpur has
played host long enough.

o AT aw faw - g Wy oo
& o 3w & Toed B w5
T # A9 WY, g ST e A
CU I

fagm dawma ¥ v W= (=
Foaeay fag) :# A Awas gu
g SaEl W Qu AT )

ot WA faw oW g
gaae gt &7 FifE #eEr ST
arr g fe sglaee mrosd
AAFATIEE 7 gATR 16 HTEHT AR
g wud fegy A € ooma §
ALY 1. . . (STIGI)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN

(SHRI M.P. KAUSHIK): Please
continue your speech.

s wATaw fasr vl 7@,
6 WTT TIHFQ d+1 X g AR 6
oreH! fager ® &1 @ IR "o
o g fewra st W & W mgl
93 12 #rEEr ) H g fF amar
e ag {78t 3T a9 a1 gw
TMET &1 6 U 6,12 TgT T fawmmsy
g A AT WA E

SHAARFN (s QRoTTo Hifww):
§ @ HUFT J9F § |

i Aqax faw o @ § FE
Igar § fF oiimwm @l Wy
AT & | FAHOHT gat WTST JHET
ToAW Sar Seg § F Jar @
TOAT 31§ OF SqE WL dHhe
FEAT | AHOFT TF UL, AAATHT
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gifeee & @vw § 1S9 muQE
q e & g -2 SRS 99
¥ o FW F fau Hx Qifaa
¥g v O froan,  ugosw
U FT G H SgYd FL @ g

The author, a well-known Ame-
rican journalist, Mr. Lawrence is
currently affiliated to the Faculty
of Economics and . Politics at Cam-
bridge University. In his first public
speech on the incident, the Soviet
leader Mr. Khrushchev directed
his comments toward Pakistan’s Ge-
neral Ayub Khan and his colleagues,
when ‘he
with fire, gentlemen.”

'-'@%mw T, 9% gg, 3
7 faed §— e

In spite of a secret letter of un-

" derstanding between the US and
Pakistan = Governments, granting
the United States full rights of ac-
cess 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.

TN gEwT T a1 grar % L EEd
Fa-fax #r grar g, a8 Ifer—

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 lon-
ger permitted -access to Peshawar
air fields.

TEY W orfEETEr QT
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GITHE WE q@T  FAT AES 7@ 8
T faxrso a8 | o S@ifaga g9
¥ @ wfvg, gH S W &
gt § % wwy § | AfFw g
i o e w1 oAl e

declared: “Do not play .
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
M.P. KAUSHIK): Shri Ram
Chandra Vikal. You have only
three minutes. After that the Minis-
ter will reply.
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qraT

SHRI K. NATWAR SINGH :
Mr Vice-Chairman, Sir, today, at
the outset, I would like to say that
1 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,
1 will take 20 to 25 minutes.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
M.P. KAUSHIK) : Please be as
brief as possible (Interruption).
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SHRI NIRMAL CHATTERJEE:
* “Sir, this is the feelin,
Let him reply on onday.

SHRI' JASWANT -SINGH :
Szr if the-Members are not found to
be présent. on such a sufficiently im-
portaat debate, _what can we do?

s THE VICE €HAIRMAN (SHRI
M:P. - KAUSHIK) It should be
- finished -toda¥ This. is ngy. oplmon
_also, Mi. Minister, please contmue
“Be brlef _ L

SHRI JASWANT  SINGH :
Why be brie_f ? 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
Whoare not present.. He knows the
- difficulties. It is a Friday. He knows

‘that between 2-30.and 5-00 people
- take oﬁ‘ It is not somethmg .

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN. (SHRI

M.P.-KAWUSHIK) : - Fhat is all right.

The Minister may reply today.

SHRI MURLIDHAR CHAN-
DRAKANT BHANDARE: I sup-
port Prof. Chatterjee’s suggestion
that on an important debate like
this let him reply to a fuller House
on . Monday.
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of the House.
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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 NJRMAL CHATTERJEE:
The Parhamentary Aﬂ’alrs Mmtster
- is there.

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

THE MINISTER OF STATE
IN THE MINISTRY OF PARLIA- .
MENTARY 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 tili
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.



