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SHRIMATI SUMITRA G. KUL-;
KARNI : We continue our advertisements.
And that is the reason why 1t is being
published also. We are happy that it is
published . . .

Calling Attention to

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI : This is the
way in which you try to squecze the press

muzzle the press. You may not jail the
Editor, but you do it in other ways.
SHRIMATI SUMITRA G. KUL-

KARNI : This continuous aflegation that
there is no freedom of the press is not
true, If such papers are coming out, it
means that there is freedom. Why should
you deny something which is so obviously
visible to everyone of us. And we are part-
cipating also in that.

Then I was surprised that Mr. Advani
should have brought up again the licence
issue. The licence issue was there last
time. Cant we rise above this kind of
thing, this obsession?

SHRI LAL K. ADVANI : No, I
brought it up because it was said that any
MP can be there and [ can also be there. |

(Interruptions)
SHRIMATI SUMITRA G. KUL-
KARNI : It is not in good taste. So, my

submission is that this fear that our press
is being muzzled or is being undermined
surreptitiously should be totally banished
from our mind, and we should have no
hesitation in passing this Press Council
Bill that has been brought by the
Government. T would ulso like to submit
to the hon. Minister that the report of
the informal Committee of MPs should be
expedited. Particularly when gentlemen
like Mr. Bhupesh Gupta are there to pre-
serve the freedom of the press, why should
there be any delay about what the forma- |
tion of the nomination committee or the
machinery should be? If anything we
should be going about it more quickly. I
am surprised that in spite of his being |
there, they are not exerting themselves. |

So, my request is that it should be expe- .

a matter of urgent 186

public importance
dited. Before the session is over, we
should have the regular Act so that we do
not require these stop-gap arrangemenls.
And nobody should have this fear that the

press is being muzzled in this country,
Thank you.
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN The

House stands adjourned till 2-15 p.m.

The House then adjourned for
junch at fifteen minutes past one
of the clock.

The House reassembled after lunch at
sixteen minutes past two of the clock,
Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair.

CALLING ATTENTION TO A MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

Reported Decision of U. S. Government
to Resume Arms Supply to Pakistan

M wETER W (SR NI au
qiq @, ST T ARAGT H G@R
ERT A &1 AR F1 A g
AREN FTA & HUT AU qUT T 9T
wTT avER F1 Aierear # e A1 feewr
w BT A AMHNT HEA & )

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL

AFFAIRS (SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN ):
Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir. Govern-
ment of India has received reports
that the United States is considering

the possibility of resuming arms supplies
to Pakistan. Press despatches from Wa-h-
ington and Islamabad have also hinted that
the 10-year old American arms embargo
may be lifted and that the United States
may supply sophisticated weapons to Pak-
istan. According to our information, this
question was also discussed during Prime
Minister Bhutto’s official visit to Washing-
ton on Sth and 6th February although no
decision has been announced.

The Government of India views the
supply of American weapons to Pakistan
with grave concern as it wil have serious
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repercussions on the peace and stability ot
sub-continent. We have taken up this
matter with the U.S. Government ut the
highest level and have brought to it aiten-
tion the consequences of the reversal ot
their piesent policy on the process of nor-
malisation on the sub-continent. On 28th
January, T addressed a letter to the Secret-
ary of State on this subject and conveyed
to him our deep concern about the harm-
ful eflects of arms supplies to Pakistan on
the peace of this region as well as on Indo-
. American relations. I particularly empha-
sised that Pakistan’s fears about a military
threat from India are wholly fanciful and
unwarranted as both India and Pakistan sre
committed in the Simla Agreement to work
for friendly and harmonious relationship and
the establishment of durable peace in the
sub-continent and to settle all (helr dide-
renges throngh peaceful means.

It has always been India’s pohcy to pro-
mote peace, stability, cooperation and good-
neighbourly relations among the couatries
of this area on the basis of eguahty, so-
veteignty and respect for independence and
territorial integrity of all Siates. Despit:
the unfortunate past, we have made special
efforts to bring abou® normalisation and
reconciliation  with Pakistan, Thanks to
these eflorts, we have succeeded to some ex-
tent in improving relations be‘ween the two
countries in spite of the slow progress in
the implementaiicn of the Simla Agree-
ment. These hopeful trends will be jeo-
pardised—and the prumise of cooperation
replaced by the spectre of confrontation——\by
an American decision to mnduct sophistica-
ted weapons into the sub-continent, 1t will
not only create new tension between India
and Pakistan but ulso revive old misgivings
about th: United States’
gion.

in recent months, both India and the
United States have made sincere efforts

Jto improve their relations. The Secretoery
of State himself stated while in India last
year that the United States does not wish
to encourage an arms race in-the sub-con-
tinent. In view of the past history of the
[ndo-AmerLcan relaflons, it is our ewm»st

dax
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hope that the United States will ca:efully
consider all implications its decision to sup-
ply weapons to Pakistan will have on the
relations between our two countries. We
also trust that the United States Govein-
ment will not reverse its present policy
of non-induction of weapons into the sub-
continent as this could not be in the in-
terests ot the Wnited States, India. Pakistan.
or peace of this region.
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SHRI Y. B CHAVAN : Mr. Deputy
Chariman, Sir, Prakash Vir Ji has raised
practically all the aspects of this problem
and I will briefly deal with all of them one
by one. It is not only one party or one Mem-
ber or this House or the other House, but
the entire nation is of one voice in saying
that the American arms supply to Pakis-
tan is going to have an adverse effect on
the normalisation process that has started
in the sub-continent and on the relations
between the U.S.A. and India. T have no
doubt that America will take note of this
one particular aspect of the problem. It
is not an ordinary thing and I can assure
the hon. Member that the letter that I wrote
to him was a letter which gave him a very
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clear idea of the strong reaction that this
country will have as a whole.

So, there was no question of writing any |

love letters to anybody in the matter.

The other point that he raised was the
American policy in the Indian Ocean and,
as a matter of fact, in the entire Asian re-
gion, what are its affects going to be and
what is our assessment about it. [ think
ft is much better if we see what the fac-
tors were which were responsible for these
ups and downs in Indo-American relations.
And this was basically the tact that they
always tried to play a sort of balance of
power politics in the sub-continent. They had
this idea of parity of military strength bet-
ween India and Pakistan. When the Sec-
retary of State was here because we know
that this is an attitude responsible for this
sort of things, we specially raised this parti-
cular aspect before him. And he was very
categorical in this matter when he spoke
about it that it is not the U.S. Government's
policy. 1 am only repeating what he said.
He said that they do not any longer believe
in this policy of having a balance of power
and that there is no question of any parity
between the two countries. Then he also
said that it is not their intention to start
any arms race. And this is the occasion
when we will have to test them on this
particular matter whether they mean it or
not

Prakash Virji mentioned about the base
that is likely to be established at Makran
on the Pakistan coast. Well, we have also
read about it, heard about it. But at the
present moment, I cannot affirm it or re-
ject it as not a fact. But one will have to
be careful about it because we see the
tendency of having these naval bases all
over the Indian Ocean. It is certainly not
in the interest of America. It is definitely
against the interests of all the littoral count-
ries of the Indian Ocean and, I think, we
are to pursue our policy of creating an
opinion for treating the Indian Ocean as a
peace zone. That is the only effective ans-
wer to this particular problem.

Now, coming to the other aspects of the
problem, as far as Pakistan is concerned,

[RAJYA SABHA]
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Prakash Virji raised certain aspects about
the effect of this arms supply to Pakistan.
[ think he is right that whenever the-c arms
were supplied to Pakistan, they were omly
used agninst India. That is our expericnce
in 1965. That is our experience in 1971,
and this is going to be the effect of the
supply of more soplus-icated arms in future.
Well, 1 agree with him that the distinction
between defensive arms and offensive arms
has not much of a meaning in this parti-
cular matter. 1t is also true that such a
supply of arms is not in the interest of
Pakistan itself. This is also a thing which
Pakistan should realise, and if the Ameri-
cans want to be friendly in the real in-
terest of Pakistan, they should not tempt
them with arms. This is one basic thing
which 1 hope both the U.S. Government
and the Pakistan Government also realise.
So, far, I see a common approach between
me and Prakash Virji. When we come to the
other aspects, I must say, we have got diffe-
rent approaches. Because, Simla Agrce-
ment was the only right thing to do under
the circumstances then. And what does
the Simla Agreement say? It is not mercly
an agrecment; it lays down certain new
approach as to how to develop relations bet-
ween these neighbouring countries. If at
all we want to avoid the intervention of any
third big power, our emphasis will have 10
be on the bilateral relations and a willing-
ness to sit together and negotiate the prob-
lems that may be existing between the two
countries. Therefore, this was a right thing.
If we say that we do not want to have
any bilateral agreement and understanding,
then that is an invitation for the third
powers to come 1n with their arms and
other temptations. So, the policy of the
Government in this matter is not what he

said;
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Therefore, I would request the hon. Mem-
bers that this demand for atom bomb, ato-
mic weapons and nuclear weapons would
not be the right policy to follow. It is
veither in the interests of India’s security
nor 1n the interests of peace in this part of
the country. Naturally, we have declared

-
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our intention that we will certainly develop
nuclear technology in this country and
we will use it for peaceful purposes. That

stand is a firm stand and we stand by 1t.

Shri Prakash Virji made some mention
of Shri T. N. Kaul’s activities there. Shri
Kaul is trying to help relations improve
between Indian and the U.S.A. He is do-
ing that as the Ambassador of India. 1
think that should be the line on which
he should work. He has not lost ultimately
the interests of India in this particular
malter. He has becn very careful to warn
all the responsible authorities there of the
consequences that will follow not only on
the Indo-U.S. relations but also on the good
neighbourly and good friendly relations of
the various countries in this sub-continent
in which everybody should be interested.

1 think [ have practically touched all the
questions that he has raised.

SHRI S. G. SARDESAI (Maharashtra)
Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, I have followed
the Statement of the hon. Minister for Ex-
ternal Affairs very carcfully and I will come
to that later. First of all, T would like to
join my voice and the voice of my party
to the previous speaker who has said that
this particular decision of the United States
Government to lift the embargo on arms
supplies to Pakistan deserved the emphatic
condemnation of this entire House, of all
the sections of this House and the entire
people of India and we have no doubt that
such condemnation will be there and the
condemnation should be clearly there on
all the four counts. First of all, if we
see some of the recent developments in the
Indian Ocean to which I will make some
reference Mater on, it w1 be seen that this
decision of the United States Government
is a direct threat to India itself. It is a
continuation of the direct threat to India
Secondly, it surely endangers the peace of
this emlire sub-continent to which the hon.
Minister referred. Thirdly, coming at a
time when Indo-Pak relations were steadily
improving and various kinds of agreements
were taking place, it is clearly intended to
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queer the pitch for these improved relations
and once again to exaccrbate the relations
between India and Pakistan. And, the tourth
count on which also I think we have to
speak very bluntly is that it is a downright
breach of faith and trust. When Dr. Kissin-
gar was here, he said that the American
Government will not encourage any arms
race in India. There is not the remotest
doubt that it was a fraudulent statement
made before us because by no stretch of
imagination can anybody say that this
kind of supply of arms to Pakistan can
2o hand in hand with the
statement that they do not want in any way
to encourage arms race in India. Now,
sir, when [ speak of the gravity of the
sitnation, I have something else in view
also. That this particular decision has
undoubtedly been taken, though the hon.
Minister’s statement did not clearly state
so, is obvious for the extremely simple
reason that there is no smoke without firc
and secondly that in view of this statement
what prevented the American Government
from making a public statement that no
such decision has been taken. OQur Ambas-
sador approached the Seceratary of State
in the United States even Dbefore Mr.
Bhuto went there and asked him clearly
whether the U.S. Government was going to
take any such decision and the Secretary
of State gave evasive replies which have
appeared in the press. So, the very fact
that they do not deny these reports clearly
establishes that this kind of a decision is
already there. Why do I say that the
gravity has increased tremendously? I do
not think that this particular decision taken
by the United States Government can be
separated from a series of developments
which have taken place in very recent
years. It comes as a part of this whole
development and inseparably connected.
The first and foremost is the question of
turning the Indian QOcean into a naval
base at Diego Garcia. Despite protests
from all the liftoral States the American
Government has categorically come out
with a statement that they are going full
steam ahead to turn Diego Garcia into a
full naval and army base. There may be
no secret about it.
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Simultaneously, thcre is another thing.
Mr. Kissinger came here. Immediately when
they came here an assurance was given
that they will not create any tension. With-
in weeks after that naval millitary mano-
euvres were made not only in the Indian
Ocean but in the Arabian Sea.

Thirdly, the development  which has
recently drawn the anxiety of the Govern-
ment of India is the menace posed by the
mass supply of arms by the United States
to Iran and to all the reactionary Arab
regimes. All these things arc
connected.

Then, again there is a statement of the
American President and the Pantagon and
these are the same words, that it is the
right of the American Government to de-
stabilise any government in the world where-
ever they feel that the American interests
are involved. These kind of statements are
made by respounsible American leaders.

Then in this connection I shouid also
refer 1o the statements made by leaders
of Bangladesh. All kinds of subversive
activities are being indulged in Bangla
Desh by American
hidden about this. It is in this context
that Pakistan Is being given more and
more arms and I will go still farther and
“draw your attention to one more fact. 1
" think it is necessary for this Government
also to make it clear to the American
Gevernment that every act of aggression
committed against India by Pakistan after
Independence is an aggression by proxy.
The ftindamental responsibility of all the
aggressive acts of Pakistan against India
during this regime lies with America be-
cause if the Pakistan were not armed so
tremendously by them, they would not
have been able to commit all this aggres-
sion. This aspect also has to be very
boldly and bluntly conveyed to the Ameri-
can Government.

There is another thing to which the
previvus speaker wlso made a reference
and that is also true that whencver
America have supplied moic and more

[RAJYA SABHA]
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armg to Pakistan, it is not just a question
that our integrity is involved. They go on
resorting to all sorts of activities like the
"recent developmenis in  Baluchistan and
! North Frontier. That is also a thing which
| should cause grave danger. It may some-
rtimes spill over and create problems for
us as we had to face pioblems during the
Baugladesh trouble. So the thing which
I wanted to say is that this is somcthing
which needs a very strong proicst and it |
is exactly from that point of view that
I should also like to state that the statement
made by the External Minister or the refe-
rence made in the Presidential Addtess of
i yesterday, is very disappointing. 1  c¢an
very well understand it and [ know the
position of this Government. We have
also supported it but just to say that we
are concerned is not enough. In the Pre-
sident’s Address it is said:

“We hope that the United States will
continue to support the trend towards
normalisation on the sub-continent and
will not take any steps which may ad-
versely affect it.”

On the one hand, according to you, you
"say that steps have already been taken.
This is what you say that such a partr
| calar position would amount {o such a
| step and yet we go on saying in the
{ President’s Address that “we hope  that
such steps will not be taken.” 1 think
ithis is not correct. it is not properly
i brought out. It should have been in a
firm, clearer and emphatic language. I .
| think the Government of India has to
I convey to the United States Government
| that the assurances given to us by Mr.,
Kissinger when he was here have been
1 openly violated.

i

This is what has got to be conveyed
to them. If this kind of things continue,
then surely India will have to think of
‘what action it should take of defend ils °
own integrity. (Time bell rings). In the
. statement that was made yesterday, you
have drawn the attention of the Government
of the United States, you have expressed
i your grave concern and you have  ex-
lpresscd your earnest hope. You know
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whom you are talking to. These words
are not going to have any effect. let the
Government of India convey to them, uu-
doubtedly in a very dignified but clear,
stern and unambiguous language, that this
is an hostile attitude and inimical act
towards India. That is what has got to
be conveyed. If not, then I think you are
in for the same kind of experience which
you have had twice or thrice during the
last 25 yeais. ’

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : The hon. Mem-
ber has practically expressed his agree-
nent with what Parkash Virji said and
} think I have replied to those points.
His only complaint seems to be that the
words that we have used are not to his
satisfaction. If these words are not goiny
to give a clear idea of what we think about
it, then T think no words are likely to
convey it. We are very categorical about
our uttitude 1egarding the supply of arms
to Pakistan. Tt will have an adverse effect
on the normalisation process and peace in
the entire region. Naturally we have to
put it in a languages which Governments
understand.

SHRI HARSH DEO MALAVIYA
(Uttar Pradesh) : At the outset, 1 would
like to draw the attention of the hon.
Minister to something which appeared in
the latest issue of Newsweek with the
heading “The Man Who Came to Dinner”,
It is reported, "Bhutto ramised his glass 1n
a4 champague toast to host Gerald Ford.
This is a beautiful world and we must
preserve its beauty.” This man is going
to preserve the beauty by asking for arms,
Further 1t says, “Indeed, there have already
been rumors of a Pakistani agreement to
piovide the US. with an air and naval
base on the shore of the Arabian Sea in
rettin for weapons, a proposal that is
reportedly supported by the anti-commu-
nist Shah” Tt 15 u very clear statement.
Furthermore, a Persian Gulf diplomat has
been quoted as saying, “A neutral Indian
Ocean is a joke.” Our demand for In-
dian Ocean as a zone of peace is being
considered by them as a joke. As pointed
oat by the friends opposite, in 1950 the
1J.S.A. supplied arms to Pakistan which
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have been used against India. As far as
Mr. Kissinger is concerned, 1 would like
to say with all due respect to him, that 1
regard him as a double-faced man. There
are many stories about him. He has been
quoted in the Newsweek as saying when
he wvirtually foreshadowed a new policy
in o speech last week, “Pakistan is our
only ally in the curious position of being
subject to American embargo.” On the
other hands, he comes to India and says,
“We have a different assessment now.”
When the Chile happenings were gomg on
and Allende was overthrown, Mr. Kissinger
|stated that they had nothing to do with
| Chile. Latcr on, he admitted that Prest-
i dent Nixon had granted 11 million or
;bi]lion dollars to overthrow Allende.

Now, Sir, what I would like to point
out is, there are certain facts. Here is
' the Newswcck. I am only quoting the
iAmerican sources. In the latest Budget
submitted by the President to the U.S.
Purliament, the expenditure towards de-
fence purposes is 94 billion dollars. Ac-
cording to the write-up of the Newsweek,
\ what amounts would be given towards sup-
rply of arnsy to their allies and friends, is
not indicated. But obviously this Budget
of 94 billion dollars is higher than ever; it
is the highest ever Budget for defence pur-
poses.

Then, Sir, there are other very disturbing
things which I would like to bring to the
notice of the hon. Minister. There was
a report in the papers that thcre was re-
ported building-up of F-9 fighter bombers
aircrafts by China and clandestinely trans-
ferring to Pakistan TU 16 Soviet design
long range bombers. The whole thing
seems to be concentrated upon India—
Diego Garcia, the U.S. naval ships in the
Indian Ocecan and all kinds of internal
troubles. In this context, Sir, I would like
ts bring to the notice of the hon. Minister
the following: A statement by our Prime
Minister to LINK published in PATRIOT
of 24th Janwary 1975 in which  Mrs.
Gandhi very clearly said:

“A formidable combination of anti-
Democratic, Aaarchist and Destructive
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forces...is making a last-ditch stand in
the country today.”

And furthermore, she said:

“These forces have backing from out-
side forces who do not like India to be
srong and who generally disapprove of
many of our policies. They are largely
the same classes that supported Hitler in
Germany—who seek to sow distrust in
democratic and parlimentary institutions,
by loudly preaching narrow  national
chauvinism by recklessly promising all
kinds of things.”

There have been reports in the Indian
papers—we are not in a position to know
but  there have been reports—this of
course the hon. Minister can clarify, that
Richard Helms the former Director of the
C.IA. he is presently the U.S. Ambassador
to Tehran; he is the master spy of U.S....~-
made a secret visit to India. He was here.
Then there was another report in the pupers
that William Colby, the present Director of
C.I.A. also visited India secretly recently.
Also there was report when Kissinger came
here that one of his purposes was to coordi-
nate the C.L.A. activities of Nepal, Bangla
desh amd India. So these are the reports.

Then, Sir, there are certain questions
which T would like to put here. There iy
a book by Victor Mancheti (?) C.J.A.—
cult of intelligence. This writer served for
14 years in the C.I.A. In that book he has
said that in the NEFA area there was a re-
gular American base, in our territory, tc
train the Tibetan guerilla. I do not know
but this is what he has written and this
man served the CI.A. for 14 years. So I
would like to point out that there is a very
serious situation, But the good point is
that there are sensible people in the U.S.A.
and I would mention some of them, like
Democrates Mensfield, then liberals Frank
Church, Philip Hart of Michigan, Walter
Mondale of Minnesota, etc., and conserva-
tive frashman Robert Morgan, and mode-
rate Walter Huddleston of Kentucky. These
are the people who are in the U.S. Senatc
taking strong objection to supply of arms.
They do not want any supply of arms to
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t Viet-Nam; they do not want US.A. to
interfere in these parts. This is another
information wanted to bring to the notice
of the hon. Minister.

Now I would like to ask certain questions.
Will the hon. Minister say if he can—-f
do not know if he can; if he does not know.
he mneed mnot answer—whether Richard
Helms, the former Director of the C.I.A.
and now U.S. Ambassador in Tehran, did
come to India secretly? Did Mr. Colby come
here, the present Director of CIA, the man
who said that it is the right ot the USA
to de-establish governments? He has
, accepted it.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN (Kerala) :
It is always done in collusion with the
Government.

SHRI HARSH DEO MALAVIYA: Then
I would like to know about the letter the
Minister has written to U.S. Secretary of
state. Have you received any response from
that side? If no response has been received,
will you write another letter? If uny
response has been received, I would like to
know what it is. Have we also in the same
spirit taken up this question with Pakistan?
Have we taken the initiative to tell Pakistan
that this kind ef thing will not be in the
best interests of India and Pakistan? Are
we taking certain steps in that direction?
What is the truth behind the reported supply
of Chinese aims to Pakistan? That also
1 would like to know. My last question is
this. Have you considered any proposal
to contact these various Senators, who are
fighting a very strong battle? They are very
important people, democrats Mansfield and
Frank Church, etc. Probably he is a Presi
dential candidate. They are fighting =
strong battel against the supply of arms to
Pakistan, to the countries of Asia, Vietnam,
etc. They are very sensible people.  Shall
we not approach them also in some way to
puf forward India’s case before these impor-
tant Senators? Thank you.

Shri Y. B. CHAVAN : Will Sir, the hon.
| Member has given further his assessment of
[ the effect of US arms supplies to Pakistan
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and_ X think his fears are very justified. 1
certainly see the contradiction in
Dr. Kissinger’s statement here and the state-
ment to which he made a reference. Ac-
tually what the Prime Minister said in her
general statement is the well-considered view
of the Government. I do not think I am
expected to comment on that. The only
piece of information that he asked me is
whether the ex-Chief of CIA visited India.
My information is that he did visit India
in 1973 at the invitation of the then Ambus-
sador of USA, Mr. Moynihan. This visit
was known to us. He as the Ambassador
at Tehran in Iran met our Foreign Secretary
as well.
not a secret visit.

SHRI HARSH DEO MALAVIYA ;
What about Mr. Colby, the present Dirce-
tor?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: About the present
Director, at the present moment I do not
have any information. As far as the visit
of Mr. Helms is concerned, as far as the
latest period is concerned, this is the infor-
mation that I have. I am glad that this
House 1s quite aware of the dangers in-
volved in the supply of arms to Pakistan
and it is better that the US realises the
unanimity of view in this country.

SHRI HARSH DEO MALAVIYA : 1
wanted to know from you whether you have
1ecetved any response to the communica-
tion you sent to the US Secretary of
State. Number two, have you taken up
this question with the Pakistan authorities?
What about the supply of Chinese arms?
Are we going to take up this question with
some of these Scnators in the USA, whom
we can approach? It is a democratic
country? We can go amd educate them.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : As far as the
latter part of the question is concerned,
about approaching members of the Senate
and Congress, certainly that is being done.
We are trying to educate public man 1
America and public opinion in America.
Certainly very constructive and consistent
efforts «i1e being made.

So, it was a known visit. 1t was |
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SHRI T. V. ANANDAN ;: (Tamil

Nadu) : Why not a deputation of Members
of Parliament be sent to the USA?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : Now, Sir, his
question was about the letter that { wrote,
No response as such formally has been re-
ceived but the main purpose of this letter
was this. We thought that, when
Mr. Bhutto was visiting America and we
found that he wus geing to raise the prob-
fam ol arms supplies to Pakistan it was
better before Mr. Bhatto reached thete,
they knew what India’s reaction was.

That was the purpose of the letter and
that purpose I hope is served.

SHRI HARSH DEO MALAVIYA : What
about the Chinese supply?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : We shall con-
sider that matter. About Chinese supply
what can you and 1 do? Chinese views
are known to us because they are also there,

SHRI DWIJENDRALAL SEN GUPTA
(West Bengal) : I ame drawing the atten-
lion of the Government to the second part
of the Motion—the Government of India’s
reaction thereto. Shri Prakash Vir Shastri
and Shri Sarde-ai have already expressed
their opinion in favour of a decision by
this House and that House and of sending
the same to the US Government for being
apprised of how we feel about this. That
is one aspect. 1 want something more
from the Government. It is nolL a stage
where we can rest by sending a resolu-
tion, we should be more positive in our
attitude and also in action. It will be abso-
lutely our diplomatic defeat if we allow
such a thing to happen. Pakistan and
America, they are moving in their own in-
terests. We have also our interests in-
volved and we should see how best we pro-
tect them. Can't we take a decision of dis-
sociating completely from America for all
purposes? Can’t we make others our good
friends? Recently, a Chinese Minijster who
was present at the 33rd Table Tennis
World Championship at Calcutta for the

| first time in many years publicly expressed
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the desire to develop friendship with India.
What has been our reaction to that? I
think it appeared in the press and the
Government has taken note of it. Now,
in this balance of power politics, China is
a big factor. We have not been able to
make China our friend; we have not been |
able to make America our iriend, not for!
our fault. Only we are depending upon
Soviet Russia, and we have, for all purposes
been identifying ourselves willy-nilly with
Soviet Russia. Now, in this context, how
best can we protect our independence from !
any power bloc? I want a positive direc-:
tion from the Government.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : This is the josi-
tive direction. What more positive direc-
tion can T indicate? As far as we are con-
cerncd, what we think about it, wha! reac-
tion will Le there and what effect will be |
there, that we have communicated to them.
It is now for the American Government
to consider.

SHRI DWIIENDRALAL SEN GUPTA:
Is it just protesting and doing nothing else
about it? We could send one more letter
and do nothing else?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : When we are
dealing with Governments, I think this is
one way of doing things.

I
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“Another interesting study is thar
despite an official order to withhold
further supplies, the Department of Def-
ence agencies continued to make spars
parts for lethal weapons available for
Pakistan.”
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“Another interesting study is that de-
posite an official order to withhold fur-
ther supplies the Department of Det--
ence continued to make spare parts for
lethal weapons for Pakistan.”
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“U.S. would give careful consideratiou
to Pakistan’'s additional requirements
about arms.”
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SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY (Uttar
Pradesh): You overdid the welcome to
Kissinger.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: Now you say
this!

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY: 1
said it then also. 1 was the only one to
object in categorical terms.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: Wc wclconse
when we invite a guest here. We give
them the normal welcome. But what we
told him is something which is very im-
portant and what he told uvs is very im-
portant. We categorically told him what
exactly are the causes of this ups-and-
downs relationship between the USA and
India.

SHRI RABI RAY: Do you think that
he went back on his words, went back
on the promise which he gave to vou?

SHR! Y. B. CHAVAN: If arms supply
is made to Pakistan, there is no doubt that
he has gone against his words. It will
be very obvious. There is no question
about it.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN: Why do |

you add the word “if”?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: Because 1 must
go on the declared and stated facts.
speaking responsibly here. My fears are
that possibly it is true. But as lons as
it is not yet announced, T must go on ihat
basis. They have not yet anncunced.
Therefore, we are still making efforts 1o
see that some wiser counsel will prevail
therc and they will desist from supplving
arms to Pakistan. That is the approacn
that we have to take. Well, this was the
basic point of the hon. Member. Now,
if they supply ai1ms, whatever the natural
consequences, they will follow. If they do
not keep their word, we will take our
own positions and see what reasonable
thing we can do. What the hon. Member
said is right, that ultimately the countries
must depend on their own capacity for

I am
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production of defence material. In our
own country, this is the policy that our
Government is following for the last nearly
20 years. And I think this policy has
helped us a Iot to create the necessary
potential for the defence of our country.

DR. VIDYA PRAKASH DUTT (Wo-
minated): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, there
can be no two opinions about the grave
development that has taken place with the
reported U.S. decision to supply arms 1o
l Pakistan. I think that we ought to accept
I
|
|

the fact that a decision has been taken in
the United States and that possibly this
decision was taken quite sometime ago to
resume arms supplies to Pakistan. A fon
mal statement has been withheld in ordax
to soften and prepare Indian public opinion
‘and public opinion in other countries of
the world. The first question that arises
is the timing of this decision. Why is it
that the United States has chosen this
particular time when there was a certwn
movement forward in the improvement of
relations between the United States and
IIndxa? How is it that that very moment
| has been chosen for making such a thing
public? T would like to ask the hon.
| Minister: TIs it because the United States
i expects a milder reaction from India in
the expectation of this improvement of
relations between India and the  United
States. TIs it because thev feel that India
is going through lot of economic difficultr-

es—muny countries are  going  through
such difficulties—and therefore we shall be
I muted in our response and in our reaction
to this arms supply to Pakistan? This is
my hunch, mv guess and my assessment,
I do not know whether Government agrees
with this asscssment. When Dr. Kissinger
was here reccntly, he said very categorically
to all the questions we asked, and some of
Qs put it very bluntly to him about the
question of parity between TIndia  and
Pakistan, that was not the policy of the
tfn.ted States Government to promot: un
arms race in this sub-continent. Ry thi
decision precisely would be designed to
promote an arms race between India and
Pakistan and there is absolutely no doubr
that so fur as Pakistan i3 concerned, this
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is the main consideration. On the eve of
Mr. Bhutto's visit to the United States, the
Karachi Home Service radio broadcast a
commentary by Mr. Mohsin Ali in which
he made two points. One was that the
military irabalance in the sub-continent was

a direct invitation to the invasion and
dismemberment of Pakistan in 1971, and
sccondly, the military imbalance in  this

1ezion neither promotes stability nor peace
which are the professed aims of the Ame-

[18 FEBRUARY 1975]

rican foreign policy. In other words, they
wang that the military balance  between
Ind:a and Pakistan should he of an order
which they think is the proper balance.
Tr. other words, there will be an aims race.
This arms supoiy will promote an arms
rave between the two countries. QOb-
viously, the actions of the United States
now will stoke the fires of the flame which
they said they do not want to further in-
flame. At the same tims, the American‘
spokesman also said that they accepted !
the new realities in the Indian subcontinent. |
What are the new realitics in the Indian‘,
sub-continent? The new reality is not that!
India is the dominant power in this region. |
I think it is a very wrong description of

the reality. The reality is that there should |
be ro foreign interveniion so that l’uLi%tanl
and India, through bilatera! talks and
rewotiations, find a modus viverdi to live
together with  peace as neighbours. But
thix reality is not beinz recognised bv the |
United States.

rnother point that I would like to ask
of the hon. Minister 1s about the U.S.
motivation.  Why is the United States do-
ing it? My friend quoted Dr. Kissinger
who talks about the curious case of an
ally heing unarmed and America. 'The
quesiion arises: Ally against whom? Cer-
tainly not against Chiaa beeause China
ttscit i« an ally of Pakista and it is sup-
plying arms to Pakistan. Also certainly
not against the Soviet Union because Mi.
Bhutto when he went o the Soviet Union

terently and before that wherever Pakistan

dignitaries visited Soviet Uninn, have been
trying to, reassure Moscow that whatever

| Pakistan.

Pakistan has been doing was not directed
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agaipst the Soviet Uuion. So the question
arises: Ally against whom? Obviously, it
means ally against India or raay be some
other countries of this region  Dbecause
Pakistan has no intention of being an ally
aganst China or agaiust the Soviet lnion.

Then, Sir, what worttes me most 1s that
this 15 not an isolated deveiopment. [
should like to submit to the hon. Minister
that « series ol develonments arc going to
take place in the Indian Ocean. In other
words, this 1s a link in the chain of d:ve-
lopments that are going to take place. It
is not a question of o siuale base in Ditge
Gaivfa. A chain of buses are gomg to
coite up in the Indian Ocean. There is
a base at the Cape of Geod Hope in
South Africa. There is a base coming up
i Diego Garcia. Therz is alsy a base
coming up in the Persian Gulf area und
there arc other bases coming up. Now,
there is abeady a British Hiie 1in Masrich.
Now, negotiations are afoot and the US
Gorernment sometime Gac': Jdiscussed the
wse of the airfield by the YJS muitary ait-
creit and the White House spokesinan sard

the US  Government was  discussing

[ with Oman and Britain ahout the possibie

and limited—that is theii rhrascology nd
1 do not know what “limited™ means- --Air
Foies use of a base m Masrich and then
there might be a navat buse coming up in
So, there is a chain of basses
o ming up to dominate in the Indian Ocean
and that is what realtv wor-es nie. (Fene
Bell iings). Sir, 1 do not want to {ake
mueh time. But, in a situation like this,
there are two aspects that should cause us
concern. Firstly, a questicn  was raised
about the ceiling, the ynantura, the size,
etc. of the arms supply At the moment,
about a hundred or a bandred and iifty
milion dollars worth ot arms is being
mentioned.  But. when these things are
supplicd, when these things are put into
operation, we know fromi cxperience thut
there are really nc limits. Tt is also «aid
that if you keep the Indian forces thai are
emplcyed on the northein borders apart,
then there is already u cartain  military
puiity between India and Pakistan. In
that case, it is a question of what effect 1his.
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arms supply will have con the relauve
strength of the two countries. Imn  other
words, it is not only a «questicn of a cer-
tain balance being created between Pakistan
and India, but, in a way, it may be some
imbalance that is being created in favour |
of Pakistan. I think wc have to pursue
a dual policy of firmness and flesability.
We have to pursue a policy which extends
the hands of friendship to the peoplc of

Pakistan, but which, at the samz time,
alto points to the dangs:s of what Pakis-
tan is trying to do. Of course. we have
1> meet all eventualities. Eiit if we say!
that we will meet all eventualities, then
theie are many question marks that are
there because here is one development in
which there is going to be a chain of
busss dominating in the Indian Ocean and

“C“

there is going to be another development
by which there will be an artificial infu- |
sion of military blood and militury muscle
snd we have to see how we arc going tow’

meet the situation . . . 1
1
|

AR, DHPUTY CHAIRMAN: i"leu&.c‘
nick. J

15 VIDYA PRAKASH DUTT: Some- |
thing was said about the presence of mili- |
tary ntelligence agencics. 1 do not wnnt?’
to exaggerate anything . . .

MRODEPUTY CHAIRMAN-  Pleise |
finish. l
E

DR. VIDYA PRAKASH DUTT : But
I would like to mention one thing. Vwo
me,or foreign intelligence agercies werc
aciive in Tibet at a time when our rela-
tions with China were good nd we had
not fallen apart with the precise purpose
of sowing discord between India and China.
Now, Sir, it is not, of course to extanuate
the Chinese behaviour subsequently .
: T am |

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN |

afraid I have to call th¢ Minisler to reply.
|
DR. VIDYA PRAKASH DUTT: Sir, |

, X St b
T would like to submit that this is |
«longerous situation and we have to keep !
all these things in view. T am not agoinst '

lsame time,

/
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tuilding up good relations with the US.
In fact, we have been trying to
improve® the relations with the US.
Lut what I am saying is this: what is
going to be the general policy of the
CGovernment of India in a situation like
1his and how are we going to meet the
s {nation?

SABHA]

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: Sir, basically,
[ om practically answering the sam: ques-

pon in different ways. Ultimatelv,  the

besic position is whether America  Dhas
- . . ’

given up its policy of nlaying couttry

arainst country, trying to create balance-
of-power tactics and so on. The gquestion
is whether they have g:ven up this posi-
ten or not. If they suil have the policy
allies and non-allics, if they adopt the
¢ nie policy, then we know how to act
T entirely agree with him that our policy
i o policy of building up good neighbourly
rclations with other peopic and at the
we cannol  be complacent
ercugh to-ignore the dangers involved in
the situation and we ‘will certainlv have
to be vigilant in this matler and tak: all
the necessary measures for the wecuricy of
the country. This is all that I can say.
1 do not want to go into the very compie-
hensive analysts of what happens in the
entire Indian Ocean at the present moment.
Naturally this can be considered and dis-
cussed in a broader debate at some later
stage.

MR.
Kurian.

DEPUTY CHAJRMAN: Dr.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN (Kerala):
Sir, since you, in your wisdom, have given
me the last chance . . .

AN HON. MEMBER: No, it is not the
last chance. Mr. Mariswamy is there,

MR. DEFPUTY CHAIRMAN: There
are several more, for your information.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN: Please be
liberal so far as time is concerned. Sir, ...

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am SOTLY
1 will be very strict.
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DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN: Sir, I
have listened very carefully to the hon.
Minister’s statement. But I must say with
all frankness that the hon.  External
Affairs Minister’s statement is more or less
msipid and vegetarian . . .

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY: 1
abject.

il

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN: It
does not convey the spirit of protest andl
resentment which this Government ought |
to have if they are true to national inter- :
ests. Sir, my suspicion is strengthencd by |
the statement which appeared in ‘The‘
Hindu' dated 9th February, 1975. I quote: .

“There has been some  speculation
here (that is, in Washington) that to |
sweeten the pill for India, Washington |
would couple its announcement lifting
the embargo with an offer of a subs-
tantially larger quantity of PL-480 food
aid .. .”

Sir. this is the staiement. T am sure the
hon. Minister will deny this. But the point |
[ would like to make is this. Unless the
economic independence of this country is'
strengthened, foreign policy which is @
reflection of domestic policy cannot survive.
With a weak economic bass, no govern-
ment will be capable of taking a strong
stand vis-a-vis American imperialism. Un-
less the economic independence of  this
country is strengthened, unless the policy‘
of the Government regarding increasing |
foreign aid from imperialist countries, in-
creasing collaboration with Americans and |
increasing private foreign capital inflow—
unless these things are reversed and unless
the domestic policies arc reversed—I am

afraid, Government’s ability to manoeuvre |

and Government’s ability to influence in- |

Sir, when Dr. Kissinger visited India in
October last, the Government gave a red
carpet reception, . :

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY: Right.
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DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN: Dr. Kis-
singer spcke of India’s dominant position
and its special role in South A:ia and the
Government of India was taken for a ride.
USA has now revcrsed the issue of arms
parity between India and  Tulittan, Sa.
every one knows that Dr. Kissinger is a
very shippery politician and diplomat. After
10 years of embaigo, starting from 1965,
now the embargo doesn't really exist if
one is to take the hon, Minister’s state-
ment very seriously. Sir, the Government
of India has demonstrated, in my opinion,

| the capacity to be wise only after the event.

Evely time the US Government went back
on its own pronouncements they came out
with a statement. Three months ago, only
three months ago, the Government of India
was under the Kissinger cuphoria.  Sir. Mr.
T. N. Kaul is on record for stating that
the pro-Pakistan tifit in US policy had al-
Mr. T.
N. Kaul has been doling out the thoughts
ol Dr. Henry Kiwinger and his bona fides
and his so-called fiiendship with India, Des-
pite the embargo, the US Government has
supplied to Pakistan, according to my in-
formation, 300 armoured personnel carri-
ers some time ago. Did the Government
know about this? Sir, at that time the US
Government suid that it was onc time ex-
ception to the emburgo. But this one time
exception to the emburgo has now become
There hus been really a deception
going on at some level which the Govern-
ment should have understood. The Hin-
dustan Times of 7th February 1975 reports
(from Washington):

“The Pakistan Prime Minister, Mr.
Z. A. Bhutto, has in his utterances con-
firmed that the US embargo on the sup-
ply of lethal arms to his country is being
removed ...”. And that his Government’s
first priority would be to acquire missiles
for the air defence system and anti-tank
missiles.”

As soon as the embargo is lifted, they are
going to ask for missiles for the air defence
system and anti-tank missiles. The U.S.
intrusion of the Indian Ocean is now a
well-known story. The movement of the
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Seventh Fleet even up to the Persian Gulf,
the strengthening of Diego Garcia as a
base for U.S. imperialism, the C.[.A.s
Chief’s statement that the U.S. had a hand
in removing or overthrowing  Allende’s |
Government in Chile and President Ford's |
rccent statement that the U.S. has a right
to intervene if there is an oil embargo |
show very clearly the objectives of U.S.
imperialism. Apart from exchanging letters,
you should take concrete steps in terms of
domestic economic policy, foreign capital,
foreign aid and foreign trade. Unless this !
domestic economic structure is freed fromf
the increasing stranglehold of imperialism, |
our foreign policy against the U.S. will not |
succeed. T want to know whether the Gov-
ernment is thinking on these lines and whe-
ther they are prepared to reverse their
policy.

Calling Attention to

i

SHRT Y. B. CHAVAN : The hon. Mem-
ber referred to Mr. Kissinger’s visit.  Mr.
Kissinger was one of the visitors to India
and he received the same welcome as any
other dignitory would have received. Natu-
rally, when we wanted to discuss with him, |
we treated him as a guest and we have to -
treat a guest as a guest. Even at that time
I said either in this House or the other
House that words were very good and they
would be judged by the deeds that follow-
ed. There is no question about his taking i
us for a ride. Naturally, one has to be |
very circumspect in these matters when we
deal with some of the very important
issues.

As far as the elementary information that
he gave about foreign policy being the
natural extension of the domestic economic
policy, it is an accepted thing. I would
like to tell him that India’s foreign policy
has been successful. It has been accepted
by the people. It is not one party’s policy.
It is the policy of our nation and, there-
fore, fo that extent it depends on the
domestic policy as well. If it is necessary
to make any changes in the economic
policy, we are doing that. He asked whe-
ther we are going to be misled by the eco-
nomic aid that they are giving. There is

[RAJYA SABHA]
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no relation between the economic aid ana
co-operation that they give us and our atti-
tude towurds the arms supply. The U.S.
arms supply to Pakistan will be taken as

a proof of the continuation of the old
policy of U.S.
SHRI N. G. GORAY (Maharashtra):

So far as the question of massive arms aid
to Pakistan is concerned, 1 do not think
there will be any difference of opimion in
this House or even outside. There will be
not only consensus but unanimity, We will
all join in condemning this American
policy. But T would like to raise a few
points. Tt is not only America which is
playing a double role. 1 think many of
the major nations are doing the same
thing. 1 think that it is one of the basic
policies of America over the years that so
far as India is concerned, they do not want
it to be a major power in the Indian Ocean
or in the Indian sub-continent. And
that is why, their persistent effort is
to create a balance of power. I think
when Mr, Kissinger said that India had
become a major power, his immediate, con-
cern was to cut India down to size by
creating a countervailing force. But every-
body is asking for condemnation of
America for following this policy. [ would
like to know : Is the policy that is being
followed by China anything else ? China
aleo has given massive arms aid to Pakis-
tan. At the same time, we are trying to
extend a hand of friendship towards China.
They are not only giving aid to Pakistan
but they are trying to take the Nagas and
the Mizos from here to China, train them,
send them back and equip them. This
is not only against India. Even so far as
Bangladesh is concerned, they are follow-
ing the same policy. Here you have got
double standards. So far as Iran is con-
cerned, the Shah came here and if what
as somebody said that we gave a red
carpet treatment to Dr. Kissinger is true
I suppose, we had given a crimson
carpet treatment to the Shah of Iran. But
that did not bar the Shah of Iran from
joining the naval exercises in the Indian
Ocean along with the American fleet,



221 Calling Attention to

And Pakistan also joined it. What about
Saudi Arabia ? Their Minister, Mr.
Yamani, was here. When the Press asked
him about Pakistan, Mr. Yamani said, “We
are very much concerned with the safety
of Pakistan; not only with the safety of
Pakistan but with the well-being of the
Muslims in India also.” So, Sir, 1 think,
we shall have to take all these things into
consideration. It is not
which is doing it but it is China which is
also doing it. Iran is following the samc
policy. So also Saudi Arabia, So, you
cannot quarrel with everybody. Therefore,
I am satisfied that you have registered
your protests, But at the same time. if
you say, down with America and that we
must be almost abusive so far as America
is concerned, then 1 don't think I agree
with you. 1 think the most important point
that was raised was by Mr. Mathew Kurian
who said that after all, your foreign policy
will be to a very great extent, an ex-
tension of your home policy. If you
are strong economically in your own
country, then you <can take a cer-
tain posture. Sir, T do not agree with
the Foreign Minister when he said that
these two things can be completely de-link-
ed, the American aid to Pakistan and
their food aid to India. You may say
that. But they know that you are not in
a position to protest because you are ex-
pecting massive food aid from it.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : Please do not
misinterpret. I never said that you delink
them. 1 said that their economic co-ope-
ration has nothing to do and it will not
affect our attitude twoards the arms sup-
ply.

SHRI N. G. GORAY : .. They feel
that India may protest but India will have
to come to us for wheat. And that is
what we are exactly doing, "Therefore, 1
say, strengthening our economic front Is
one of the proper answers to the Ameri-
can policy that is being followed. This is
No. 1. -

Secondly, Sir, Prakash Virji raised this
question of nuclear armaments. I am not,
Sit, a chauvinist. I do not want that we
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should manufacture nuclear arms. But, at

the same time, [ would like to ask Mr.
Chavan one thing. Suppose Pakistan goes
nuclear tomorrow. So far as China is
concerned, it has gone nuclear. We have
stuck to our position that we shall not go
nuclear. Suppose Pakistan develops it to-
alorrow. As somebody has described it
Pakistan has no inhibitions so far as aid
is concerned. so far as arms supply is con-
i cerned and so far as foreign relations are
concerned. If it gces nuclear would you
stick to this position that whether China
goes nuclear or whether Pakistan goes nuc-
| lear, India will not go nuclear at all ?
i Therefore. 1 would say that the time has
1come when vou should say that we are
ipledgcd to using atoms for purposes of
peuce so long as it is possible but we keep
i the option clear that if our neighbours go
| on increasing nuclear power, India will
| also have to reconsider this position.

|

|

“ SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : The hon, Mem-
‘ber has raised some questions which 1
" would certainly like to reply again because
{ 'he has tried to misinterpret what I said. 1
said that [T have not tried to delink this
' question but T would certainly like to say
\thal these considerations will not come in
| the way of the Government of India
{ taking right, strong and purposeful attitude,
l That is the basic position that I am trying
| to make out. He then raised the question
1as to what would be our position vis-g-vis
other countiies ? Well, as far as China is
i concerned, China not only gives arms to
| Pakistan but once China invaded our
territory also. So, we know what position
we have to take in this matter. But, at
the same time, we have tried to be flexible
and tried to develop good neighbourly rela-
tions in the gulf countries. When Yyou
yourself say that things are fast develop-
ing, you just cannot go on making enemy
of everybody and treating everybody as
enemy. Naturally our position was that
if there is a change of attitude in the
U.S.A., we certainly would like to improve
our relations but we must see the proof of
it. Not only do they not give any proof
of it but stick to what they have done
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before and naturally we will have to re-
consider this matter.

SHRI S. S. MARISWAMY (Tamil
Nodu) : Sir, 1 stand before you like a
true socialist because when I gave my
name I had a few points but like a good
smaritan T have shared them with my
colleagues. Anyway, Sir, let us take a
fresh look at the issue. 1 entirely agree
with my hon. friend. Shri N. G. Goray.
There was absolutely no friendly relation-
ship between India and the US. A. from
the very beginning. [If at all there was
any friendship between us. between India
and the U.S.A., it was at the time when
Chinese invaded our country and that too
lasted for a short period. Either due to
our policy or due to their policy we lost
it and they looked with suspicion on us
and we looked with suspicion on them.

said that we gave a red carpet treatment to
Dr. Kissinger. 1 believe he has forgotten
the fact that when Dr. Kissinger was here,
there was an interview of the Prime Minis-
ter published in the National Herald which
was not in tune with the red carpet treat-
ment given. So, Sir, we had always a
different or double attitude in many

matters, as our counferparts had and we | we

accept their attitude and they should accept
our attitude.

After this oil emba}go by the Arab

countries, if we had closely followed the
American foreign policy, we would have
noticed a drastic shift in the American
foreign policy especially after Ford had
taken over the Presidentship. He had
clearly stated that if oil embargo is not

lifted, they would resort to arms. There |

is a serious controversy going on in Ame-
rica and one Professor has come out with
a theory that American army, the Seventh
Fleet, can capture 400 square milles in the
Gulf area, within a period of 12 hours
and that they can capture nearly 3/4ths
of the entire oil potential of the Arab
countries. When the question was asked
as to what would happen if the Arabs
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destroyed their oil wells, pat came the rep-
Iy that they would bring back the oii wells
to work within a period of two months,
1t was also said that wvnlike Vietnam, this
is a4 sandy place without any hillocks and
without any dense torests and hence there
was no possibility of any guerifla type
warlare, That controversy is going on in
America and the issue is being discussed.
Kissinger had openly said that taking of
arms is not ruled out and when Ford was
questioned about it, Ford also said that he
stood by the statement of the Secretary of
State. So. Sir. it is a clear cut policy that
America has Jost its threat and they now
piopose to armn Pakistan.  Whether 1t is
coming true or not is a different matter but
they are bound to give supplies to Pakistan,
$ 1200 million worth of arms They are
coing to do it in a subtle way and there
is no doubt that they would not do 1t
I entirely agree with Dr. Mathew Kurian

. ; _that we should have our own policy. I
My friend, Mr. Subramanian Swamy has |

I
{
1

t
v
&
|

see no reason why our great Finance
Minister. Shri Subramaniam, shounld go to
America with a begging bowl to get one
million tonnes of wheat when we are told
day in and day out that we are haiing
good rabi crop and we can feed the entire
nation.  If it was <o, why should Mr. Sub-
ramaniam go to the US.A. ? 1 do not
find anv reason in it. This shows that
are having a double standard. We do
pot want to deal with them firmly. If we
had dealt with thera firmly they would not
have played this sort of game. They said
something in September. When Dr. Kis-
singer came here they changed their atti-
tude in December and they talked about
supply of arms to Pakistan, In January
we protested and then we may forget the
whole affair and may be, Mr. Chavan
would be visiting the USA shortly to talk
to American Government for some help.
I do not know that but we must put an
end to, what you may call, running after
the American Uncle for help. What will
happen to our country even if we do not
get one million tonnes of wheat ? Would
you starve ? As if we are not starving
alrcady ? Tt will just add a little relief
to the starving and that is all. Then, are
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there no other countries to supply us wheat
or rice 7 I am told from a rcliable source
that nearly 2 muillion tonnes of rice—l am
not talking of paddy—are available in
Siam. They are prepared to give rice to
us but we are having some phobia, some
approach that we should not have any-
thing from Siam.

We must be practical. 1f you find that
the American trend is unfriendly, say it
in unequivocal tetms. The country would
be with you, the whole Opposition would
be with you. If we have to maintain our
self-respect, our independence, our integri-
ty, we must not hesitate to take action and
we have one hundred per cent confidence
in Mr. Chavan. He has remained our
Defence Minister, he has been our Finance
Minister and now hc has become our
Minister of External Affairs. We are sure
he will prove his mettle. 1 know he is not
responsible for this double policy indivi-
dually. The responsibility should be on
the Government entitely. Mr. Sardesai suys
that the Ministry of External Affairs s
very firm and emphatic in its condemna-
tion but he did not find anything in the
Rashtrapati's Address. Perhaps he has
forgotten the fact that between the South
Block and the Rashtrapati Bhawan the
distance is of about a mile. So, it will
take some more time to have a reflection
on it.

So, the point is that we have come (o
know that the designs of America are not
good, They are not only arming Pakistan
but having other sinster motives and what
should be our attitude ? Should we not
take a firm action ?

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY : Sir,
with your permission and with the permis-
sion of the Minister I would like to draw
his attention to a book which will help
him and support what Mr. Mariswamy
said. The book is “Jack Andersons, The
Andersons Papers”. I will just read a
small paragraph.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : No, no,
you have read it.

91 RSS/74—8
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SHRI S. S. MARISWAMY : It is very
interesting,

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : No, no.
He has already 1ead it. Let the Minister
reply. 1 have culled Mr. Chavan. He has
the floor now. (Interruptions). You need
not read it.

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY : It
is not my question alone. . , Ll

1

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : No, no.
It is not a readmng eXercise here.

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY
Then what is 1t ? ‘

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Mr.
Mariswamy has asked for certain clarifica-
tions and let the Minister reply to them.

SHRIL Y. B. CHAVAN : I would like
to make one poimnt clear and that is about
the visit of Shri Subramaniam to the USA.
He had not gone to the USA with a beg-
ging bowl. He had gone to attend the
Advisory Council on the Inifernaiional
Monctary Fund. Possibly if you think any-
body going to the USA only gocs with a
begging bowl—a sign of inferiority.

SHRI S. S. MARISWAMY : Did they
not negotiate wth thcir countcipart for 1
million tonnes of wheat ?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : He may have
incidentally had discussions about it. When
you go to any country, naturally you meet
the corresponding authority, That is a
difierent matter. But he had not gone for
negotiations. These matters are still under
negotiation.  And no economic aid is going
to deter us from taking the right course
or the course which is in the interest of
the security of the country. He has him-
seli said that hc has practically repeated
some of the points made by others. He
wanted to know whether we are going to
be firm. Even today we are very firm in
these matters. If there is massive aid or
any arms supply to Pakistan, that would
mean the same old policy of the USA of
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playing the politics of balance of power in
the sub-continent This is the ultimate
analysis; that will lead us to this conclu-
sion.

SHRI MULKA GOVINDA REDDY
(Karnataka): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir,
I would like to know from the hon’ble
Minister for External Affairs, after
the defeat of Pakistan in 1971 November,
is it not a fact that Pakistan has reple-
nished all the losses incurred during that
war ? And, is it also not a fact that some
of the other countries have already suppli-
ed enough and more war materials to
Pakistan ? And added to that, the deve-
lopment of U.S. base in the Diego Garcia
and similar bases in the Gulf area, and
this reported decision of U.S. Government
to supply arms to Pakistan, will not only
endanger peace in the sub-continent but it
may also endanger the peace in the world
itself, and this may lead tc Third World
War. 1 would like to know what steps
the Government would like to take to pre-
vent the supply of arms to Pakistan by the
USA, and when he gges to the USA next
month for attending the Indo-American
Joint Commission, whether he would im-
press upon the Secretary of State and the
President of the USA that this reported
decision of the USA to supply arms should
be reversed in the interest of the sub-con-
tinent where efforts are being made to
stabilise peace in the sub-continent. That
will also help in improving thc relations
existing between the USA and India.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: As I have al-
rcady said, the present exercise, this Cal-
ling Attention and discussion in this Hou-z.
is really speaking one of the important
steps to see that wise counsel pievails upon
the US authorities in this matter. If at
all T happen to go to the USA—I am not
sure of it, though the dates are fixed in
the middle of March—and if by that time
the decision is not taken, certaitly 1 will
try to strongly express ithe view of this
country and see that some¢ wisdom prevails
there.
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THE PRESS COUNCIL (SECOND
AMENDMENT) BILL, 1974—contd.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Now we
re.ume discussion on the Press Council
(Amendment) Bill.

4 p.m.
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