‘481 Moessage from
Rafya Sabha
12.07 hrs.

MESSAGE FROM RAJYA SABHA

[ English)

SECRETARY-GENERAL : Sir, I
have to report the following message
received from the Secrctary-General
of Rajya Sabha ;—

“In accordance with the provi-
sions of rule 127 of the Rules of
Procedure and Conduct of Business
in the Rajya Sabha, I am directed
to inform the Lok Sabha that the
Rajya Sabha, at itssitting held on
the 7th August, 1985, agreed with-
out any amendment to the State
Financial Corporations (Amend-
ment) Rill, 1985, which was passed
by the Lok Sabha at its sitting held
on the 24th July, 1985.”

MR, SPEAKER : Now, we will take
up Calling Attcntion.

SHRI P. NAMGYAL (Ladakh) : Sir,
I have 2 point of Order. Sir, I have
tabled a question some time back on
the same subject, I would like to sub-
mit that I am not against the subject
being discussed now in the House. It
should be discussed. I am very much
concerned about this. But my point is
that I have tabled a question on the
very same subject about a month back.
A couple of days back I have gota
letter from the Question Branch of
your Secretariat that under Rule 41(2)
sub-clause (xix), my question woulid
not be admitted. The Rule says :

“(xix) it shall not refer dis-
courteously to a friendly foreign
country ;”

So, Sir, if my question was rejected,

then on the same plea this should also

be rejected. I do not know how this

'I;as been allowed. I want your guidance,
Ir,

MR. SPEAKER : This is not the
time for disoussing it. You can come
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and discuss this with me in my
Chamber.

SHRI P. NAMGYAL : All right,
8ir, I will come and discuss it with
you. But, Sir, I should be allowed to
speak on this.

MR, SPEAKER : No, no. You will
not be allowed to speak on this,

SHRI P. NAMGYAL : Then, 8ir,
you can allow it to be discussed under
Rule 193, This is an important subject.
Without any rcason, my qucstion was
rejected on the same subject.

MR. SPEAKER : Mr. Namgyal,
will you take your seat now 7 We can-
not do it.

PROF. MADHU DANDAVATE
(Rajapur) : It is a valid point,

SHRI SURESH KURUP (Kottayam) *
Sir, you must look into the circum-
stances why it was rejected.

MR. SPEAKER : We might have
made a mistake,

(Interruptions)

MR. SPEAKER : Now Mr, Bhattam,

12.08 hrs.

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTERS
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

[English]

Situation arising out of Pakistan's

attempt to develop Nuclear Bomb

and supply to them of Krypton elec-

tronic'Triggers by the United States
of America

SHRI S. M. BHATTAM (Visakha-
patnam) ; Sir, I call the attention of
the Minister of External Affairs to the
following matter of urgent public
importance and request that he may
make a statement thereto :
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““On the situation arising out of
Pakistan’s attempt to develop
nuclear bomb and supply to them
of Krypton clectronic triggers by
the United States of America and
the action taken by the Government
in repard thereto.”

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS (SHRI KHURSHID ALAM
KHAN) : The non-peaceful dimension
of Pakistan’s nuclear programme has
been a matter of concern for India.
Contrary to the claims by Pakistan’s
leaders, available evidence and public
attements by Pakistan scientists
suggest that Pakistan has been pursuing
the objective of acquiring the where-
withal to manufacture nuc!ear weapons.
Government have also been concerned
at the regrettable attitude of certain
countries which have chosen to turn
a blind eye to these moves by Pakistan
which could only have the effect of
encouraging it to go ahead in this
direction,

Reports which have appcared from
time to time in the internaticnal media
in this regard, particularly about the
clandestine procurement of nuclear
equipment and components by Pakistan,
have reinforced our apprehensions, Of
immediate relevance are the case of a
Pakistani national who was caught in
the process of smuggling krytrons from
the United States to Pakistan and the
recent report by the ABC correspon-
dent John Scali :hat Pakistan had
carried out a non-nuclear explosion
using krytrons of U.S. origin. While the
U.S. State Department has been
unforthcoming oa the revelations made
by Scali, we hope that the United
States, resulting from PM’s discussions
with President Reagon, will exerzise
its influence to dissuade Pakistan from
pursuing the course.

Our cancerns on this subject which
have been conveyed on different
qocasions to the Government of Pakis-
tan at vorious levels were reiterated
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during the recent visit of the Foreign
Secretary of Pakistan.

'‘Government are concerrnied &t the
likelihood of Pakistan acquiring puclear
weapons which wou'd result in a
qualitative change. . in the security
environment in our region, --india
remains committed to developing
nuclear technology for peaceful par-
poses. However, we cannot but take
11l0 account these developments in
our ncighbourhood which have grave
implications for our security. I wish
to assure the House that Government
have been-keeping, and will continue
to keep, a4 constant vigil on all
developments having & bearing on the
country’s security.

SHRI S. M. BHATTAM : Pakistan
is fast threatcning to b2come & nuclear
power and dcquire nuclear capability.
Pakistan is making feverish attempt and
prepaiing for manufacturing a nuclear
bomb Our Prime Minister recently
mentioned that Pakistan was very close
to making a bomb. In fact, it has
already acquired a bomb ; it is in
possession of 4 bomb which is prepared
by it. '

The American Broadcasting Corpo-
ration recently made an announcement
to the effect that Pakistan had success-
fully conducted a’ test with Kryton
electronic triggers for a nuclear biast
in Kahuto nuclear complex.

This has changed the situation and
upset the balance militarity and pofiti-
cally in the South Asia. The Ambas-
sidor of Pakistan recently stated that
Pakistan had acquired capability to
produce two atom bombs in a year,

Pakistan has five nuclear installa.
tions, out of which one is subjected to
international inspection and safeguards,

12.10 brs.

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in ghe
Chair).

Pakistan sect up a uranium enrichment

ptant at Kabuta, This plant produces
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9¢ per cent of the enriched uratiom:

nééechsarry for preparing a fiuclear
wédpon. Pakistan dlso  Built a re-
pi¥ccsting facility capable of producing
platoniumy which can be used for
nuclear bombs. On account of this,
it is in fact thc nerve-centre for
Pakistan’s nuclear weapons. Now, at
the top of all this, Pakistan has
sucidesPally conducted a test for
téiggering of a divice for nuolear blast.
I# fect, it can even explode a bonib.

At the same time, we cannot forget

that Pakistan had attacked our country

thrice in the past and that being so, it
is a veritable threat to the safety,
sécurity and independenc: of thig
country; We have to take a serious
note of this. What does our Prime
Minister say about this 7 What is the
reattion of the Government 7 The
Prime Minister said at one time that
he was worried and very much con-
cerned about it. He cxpressed the
grave concern of the nation and in
" fact he has stated that it would
tremendously change the mlilitary
balance in this sub-continent. What
exact'y are we going todo? Itis no
good announcing or saying that we are
thinking as to whai we should do, we
have not made any decision about it
and we are thinking about it, That
was the statement made by the Prime
Minister at one stage. May I respect-
fully say that there cannot be any
vacillation in this regard ? There should
be no ambiguity, no uncertainty and we
must be very clear and categorical
aboat our approach attitude. Our
decision should be firm and very clear
and the nation should know about it,
If the Government are thinking about
it, may I ask whether the Cabinet has
etercised its mind over this 7 Is the
Party iri power considering the matter
atd if so, what is its decision ? Has the
Government taken the opposition into
confidence and consulted the leaders of

the opposition to deliberate on this -

issue 2 Why cannot the Government
themselves come forward with a White
Paper in this regard and subjet_:t it for
discyssion 7 Can we pot arrive data
natioual consensus on this matter 7 I
supposec that it is necessary to arrive at

area near Karakoram Pass,
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a national concensus very soon on this
problem and on the basis of thc firm
decision taken in this regard by alf
parties concern:d, by all the peopfe
interested in the welfare of our nation,
we will have to march forward in the
desired direction, in the direction
which is decided upon.

~ There are two or three alternatives
before us. Either we can make a
bomb, or once again reiterate our own
ethical stand and say that we are not
interested in going in for a nuclear
wcapon, or we can go in for a protec-
tive umbrella of some other country,
which’ we are not prepared to do, for
the obviou; reason that we are a non-
aligned country and a founder-member
of Non-aligned Movement. The ques-
tion now at this moment is not whether
we can afford to have a nuclear bomb,
but whether we can afford not to have .
a nuclear bomb. Sir, our previous
experience goes to show the need for
self-réliance on matters like this, Let
us see what Pakistan says. The
President of Pakistan says that they
have every right to make a nuclear
bomb. 1In fact he says that India has
started a4 world-campaign against
Pakistan but they are not going to
retrace and they will continue to forge
ahead and they are going to march for.
ward in this direction, It is a clear
and categorical statement made by the
Precident of Pakistan, The Foreign
Minister of Pakistan stated that even
after 1985-87, Pakistan would continue
to receive massive military assistance
from the United States of America,

If I get a little into the past, Mr.
Bhutto, we remember, said at ane
stage that Pakistan will go in for a
nuclear bomb even if it comes to
Pakistan living on grass and leaves.
That is the basic approach.

Pakistan’s forces, as it is, intruded
in the Sianchan glaoier region of
Ladakh ; violating Indian air space
many times. A bitter, silent battle is
now taking place in that region,
Pakistan is again trying to occupy an
This is
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the situatioa in our relations with
Pakistan at the moment,

1.st us now examine our relations

with other neighbouring countries. Our’

relations with neighbouring China have
not yet reached cordialjty. Even our
relations with Bangladesh are not that
good, United States has in fact signed
a pact recently with China, ie. a
nuclear agreement ; and there is no
provision in that agreemsnt, as it is
conveyed to the Press, about prohibit-
ing China from passing on this nuclear
technology and other nuclear mate-
rial to any other country of its choice.
We are very well aware of the fact
that China has been passing an for
some time its technology and methods
of making a naclear bomb.

So, this is the scenario ; this is the
background against which we have to
take a decision, I have tried carefully
to follow some of the recent pro-
nouncements of the Primc Minister—
both during his tour abroad, and also
after that. Perhaps he has got r easons
to feel convinced. He had a serious
of protracted discussions perhaps with
the American President ; and he feels
convinced that the American President
does, and he is going to do all that is
necessary to dissuade Pakistan from
going nuclear. That is the point which
he has been miking of ten clear. Even
in the statement which the Minister
has just now read out, he made it
clear that the American President has
made it clear in sO0 many terms that
he would try and dissuade Pakistan
from going nuclear.

At this stage, a common man, a
lesser fry like me has some doubis in
mind., It is not America which is
responsible for abetting and conniving
at the nuclear ambitions of Pakistan ?
Its nuclear objectives are being pro-
moted and supported, clandestinely or
otherwise, by  America itself. The
krytron trigser devices have been
clandestinely smuggled from America
itself. It is not a gain, thc best gain
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which has given them the technology
for perparing a nuclear bomb 7 That
being so, how do we expect that.
America will necessarily come to owr,
resuce, and actively support our stand,
and effectively check Pakistan from
going nuclear ? :

What is our past experience ?
What does it say? In the past,
Ameriea has given massive military aid
to Pakistan, and they have reiterated
more than once that the aid given to
Pakistan will not be used against India.
But then, that that assurance never
came true. The military aid given
to them was definitely made use of
against this country. Again in the past,
when we had the attack from Pakistan
thrice, America did not take a friendly,
helpful and cooperative stand, 1t took
a hostile attitude towards this country.

May I, in this connection, refer to
the former Presideat Mr. Nixon ? He
stated in a Press interview that at one
stage during the year 1971, America
wanted to make use of the nuclear
weapon against India and that is the
attitude of America towards India,
That being so, how can we rely on
what is now stated by the American
President ? Even recently, if I look
back, when Pakistan tried to enrich
uranium and set up a plant for the
purpose, at that time, the then Presi.
dent got up and blocked the military
aid to Pakistan. But, then, again,
President Regan has revolted against
this stand and has removed that block-
ade and has ensured military aid to
Pakistan. That being so, there is no
use in relying on their assurance given
by America in this regard.

It is necessary that we take an
independent stand and try to protect
our interest to the extent weo can by
taking necessary steps in this regard :
and let us not vacillate in any manner
on this crucial issue which is vital for
the security and future of this nation,

Some people may argue that nuclear
weapons would not increase security ; -
they do not constitute adc quate deter.
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rent. But then the experience in certain
countries has totally rejected this argu-
ment. Nuclear weapons haye ensured
security and stability in Central Europe
and Sino-Soviet Border. The impor-
tance of deterrence also cannot be
under estimated. Now, there is a war
between Iran and Iraq. People may
ask what would happen if these two
countries possess nuclear weapons ?
The answer is simple. ln that case,
there could have been no war at all.
In casc Japan had a bomb, America
would not have ventured to drop @
bomb on Japan. ft is a balance of
terror that made Russia and A.nerica
realise the necd for peaccful coexis-
tence and dectente.

There are cerlain new points which
rcquirc to be studied before crucial
decicions are taken on this issue. [
would like to add that nothing is more
sacrosanct and more sacred than what
I think the nation’s freedom, its secu-
rity and integrity. Anything and every-
thing that is neccessary to protect the
interast of this country should be done
and ought to be done, and there is no
question of going back on that. The
government cannot fail the nation, the
government has to alert itself, rise to
the occasion and do the ncedful in the

matter.

SHRI KHURSHID ALAM KHAN :
We entircly share the sentiments
expressed by the hon, member, and
have taken very scrious note of what
has been stated. It isa fact that all
the evideace indicates that Pakistan’s
nuclear programme is not peaceful.
Actually, what they have been doing
and wnat claim they have been making
during the past few months clearly
indicates that their programme is not
peaceful. Particularly here I would
like to mention that the enrichment of
uranium is not really necessary for
pakistan, bccause Pakistan’s reactors
only nced natural uranium and heavy
water. The Pakistani President men-
tioncd that the enrichment of uranium
is only 5 percent which is not of
w:apon grade. But once they know the
technique or the know-how naturally
whether it is § per cent or whether it
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is 95 per cent, they can do it. Our
apprehension is that their programme
is not all that peaceful and they have
been doing something and stating
something else. There seems to be
wide gap between what they do and
what they say. Pakistan has been
making all types of statements and
some times it appears that they are
blowing hot and cold together. On the
one hand they say that all their pro-
grammes arc for peaceful purposes,
and onthe other they alsosay that
they have got a right to make a bomb,
They have got enriched uranium. Their
scientists have been making claims that
they are in a position to achieve their
objective. Naturally it is their object,
But neither their programmes nor their
intentions are peaceful.

It is correct that Mr. Joha Scali
has reported in the BBC about the
material used by Pakistan for an explo-
sion. Mr. Scali, I believe is a person
who has got contacts. I believe he has
been the United States Ambassador to
the United Nations. What he says
naturally has some basis and this was
also corroborated by Mr., Hersh,
another well-known correspondent,
Qur Government is very mach con-
cerned about all this and the only
thing that I would like to mention
here is that we have our own aqptions
but it will not be possible for me to
disclosce the details about it or to say
as to what is our capability or what is
our capacity. The only thing that I
would like to mention is that our
capability was demonstrated in 1974
and actually what we have not been
doing is, as scientis's of the country ;
across the border have been making
bold and tall claims, that they are
much abvanced than India in nuclear
programmes. 1 would like to say that
if they have this illusion I would leave
them to their illusions,

I entirely agree with the hon,
Member that India will never agree to
have any country’s nuclenr umbrella
because we have confidence in our
preparedness, our own armed forces
and our own capability and canacity.
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We do not need any other country’s
umbrella, .

I would also submit very humbly to
the hon, Member that we should not
under-estimate our capability or capa-
city in this regard. Itis correct that
Pakistan has be>n getting massive aid
from the United States. In 1981 the
massive aid they received was of the
order of 3 2 billion dollars, Out of
this obout 50 per cent was for the
supply of sophisticated and offensive
weapons ‘o Pakis‘an. We wvnderstand
that Pakistan is trying to continue 10
get additional aid for six more ycais
from 1981, that is, up to 1987.

They have also suggested that they
might be given a package deal consist-
ing of about 4.5 billion dollars. Our
understanding is that the United States
has agreed to provide additional aid to
them. It is also a fact that Pakistan
has been trying from various sources
to get financial as well as technical
assistance for the nuclear programme.
One of the instances is Nazir Ahmed
Vaid who tried to smuggle out 50 kry-
trons from Houston and then he was
indicted. TIn such indictments the
normal punishment for a person is
about 20 years imprisonment. But he
was given only two years imprisonment
and this wai further reduced to the
period he had alrecady spent in jail.
So within three months he was sent
back to his country.

1 have scen the statement of Mr,
Nixon where he said that he had the
jntention of using the bomb in 1971,
But it is for Mr. Nixon to elaborate
what hc means by this, how he wanted
to use it and against whom 17

1 would like to assure the hon.
Members that India’s security will not
be neg'ected in any way. There can be
no complacency about it. As 1 have
said in the beginning, our opiions are
clear and certainly we would sce that
whatever our oplioas are, they are
such that India’s sccurity, uaity and
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integrity is safe and secure in every
case, at every stage and against every
country,

SHRI S. M. BHATTAM : The
Minister has rcvealed that acquisition
of nuclear capability by Pakistan has
introduced a qualitative and substantial
change in the military balance in our
region. The Prime Minister also has
agrecd that it is very difficult for us
to rcmain indifferent 1o this and that
we will have to counter it. That being
s0, you may have sevcral options open.
But then you have to take a firm, solid
and positive decision in this regird
and arrive at some specific conclusions.
Do you want to do that ? If so, when
do you want to do that ?

The Minister of Decfence, whiie
presenting the Annual Report to Lok
Sabha, made a refcrence to the nuclcar
capability of Pakistan. He also invited
a national debate on the matter. Is it
the present policy of the Goverament
not to do that, not to arrive at a
national conscnsus in the matter ? Docs
the Government take upon itsclf the
entirc responsibility of taking a deci-
sion on this issue without reference to
anybody whatsoever ? Do they want
to keep cverything close and confiden-
tial and kcep its secret with thems-
selves? Do they take hc cntire
responsibility for the future of the
country without reference to any other
political party or anybody else ? Let
that bc made clear.

SHRI KHURSHID ALAM KHAN ;
Initially T had mentioned that the
sentiments of the hon. Members of
this House would certainly be taken
into consideration by the Government.
1 said that the Government’s oplions
werc open, 1 am sure, the hon. Mem-
bers wou'ld not like me to disclose our
options and plans because these are
all such matters in which we would not
like to go in details here.

PROF. P. J, KURIEN (Idukki):
Sir, 1 was carcfully going through the
Minister’s statement. It is said here,
““While the U.S. Siate Depa rtment has
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been unforthcoming on the revelations
made by Scali, we hope that the United
States, resultiug from P,M.’s discussions
with President Reagan, will exercise its
influence to dissuade Pakistan from
pursuing: the course”, Our Prime
Minister visited United States and had
very uscful and meaningful discussions
with U.S. President and I wish that his
hope should come true. 1 wish that
Pakistan be dissuvaded from manufac-
turing nucliear bomb. But in this con-
nection 1 would like to say that I da
not understand how is it that Pakistan
was able to get these equ.pments. They
are saying that these were smugg'ed
from United States. How is it that they
wcere abie to smuggle against such tight
national sccurity in the United States ?
I cannot escape thinking that this is
with the connivance of the United
States behind this, I may be wrong
but I would like to know whether this
aspect has b:cn taken up with the
United States Government. 1If these
nuclear devices are being acquired by
Pakistan by stealing or by smuggling,
is it not the moral duty of the United
States to take a strong view and to use
all the force they are having, to stop
Pakistan from making a nuclear boinb ?
I would like to know whether we are
taking up this matter with the United
States, Whatever iL may be, the fact
remains that Pakistan has gone nuclear.

They have alrcady conducted a non.
nuclear explosion, that is enough for
assembling an atom bomb. Recenily I
rcad a statement in ene of the news-
papers in which one of the leading
scientists of Pakistan is reported to
have stated that Pakisian is one among
the five or six countrics with regard to
the process of enriching uranium, It js
true that the President of Pakistan hag
stated that they are only enriching
uranium to the exient of 5 per cent or
10 per cent, meant is done for peacefu]
purposes, But they have the capability
{0 enrich uranium to the extent of 90
per cent or more in order to manufac-
ture nuclear bomb. Therefore, there
should be no doubt that Pakistan has
acquired the capability of manufaciur-
ing the nuclear bomb. Therefore, we
need not have any doubt. The fac* is
that they have aiready gone nuclear,
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This being the case, what should be
our policy ? That is what we have to
think about, Can we go on discussing
the pros and cons of making an atom
bomb and thus waste our time, Can
we just keep quiet, closing our eyes to
these realities 7 Some people say that
we cannot afford to go nuclear because
it is very expensive. But, to my mind,
it appears that the main question is
whether we can afford not to go nuclear
in the prescnt context. The hon,
Member who spoke before me has
already cxplained in detail the power
imbalances that can create the security
hazards. So, what is the alternative
with us 7 Are we going (0 believe that
Pukistan will abide by the statement
of its President that it will not manu-
facture a puclear bomb, or are we
going to believe that in the event of
their manufacturing a nuclear bomb,
they are not going to use it against us
or are we going to rely on the assu-
rence that President Recagan will
dissuade Pakistan from manufacturing
an atom bomb, or if they have already
manufaciured, President Reagan or for
that matter any other country will be
able to dissuade Pakistan from using
it against us ? The answer is very clear
if we view it on the buasis of past
experiences, 1 do nol want 10 go into
the answer, because it is very clear to
cvery one,

I would also like to know whether
our Government is contemplating to
have dialogue with Puakistan to arrive
at certain agreement say a nuclear free
zone agreement or so, but I want to
tell the Government that since Pakistan
has already conducted an explosion,
even if there is an agreement, it can
conduct such explosions again in secrecy
and assemble nuclear weapdns and
keep them in secrecy. Therefore, even
an agreement with Pakistan for a
nuclcar free zone or any other agree-
ment or pact, will not serve our
purpose,

As the hon. Minister has already
ruled out, and as everybody knows, we

“cannot go in for a nuclear umbrella or

protection from apy other country,
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because that will be at the risk of our
own freedom. Therefore, what is the
alternative before us ? That is what I
want the Minister to clarify,

As it has already been said by the
Minister thanks to the farsightedness
and wisdom of our late Prime Minister
Indiraji we got the capability of nuclear
explosion in the year 1974,

We all know that in spite of our
categorical assurance that we have no
inteation of manufacturing a nuclear
bomb and our nuclear capabilities will
be used for peaceful purposes, how
sharply certain countries reacted with
all the furore. As a result of that
Canada withdrew its assistance which
it had offered for our nuclear projects.
And now when Pakistan has cxploded
how they have reacted This makes
clear their discriminatory attitude
towards us. So, whatever it may be,
now we have got technical capability
of manufacturing nuclear bomb. We
may not be having the process of
enrichment of uranium, but I am sure
we are having plutonium devices not
only for nuclear, but even for hydrogen
bomb. Our capability and technical
know how are enough,

In this context a question is what
can we do or what we have to do. Canp
we allow ourselves to be left to the
nuclear blackmail by Pakistan? A
nuclear weapon i8 nota weapon of
war alone. It has over-riding impor-
tance. A country possessing a nuclear
weapon is definitely at a psychol agically
superior position. We have to sectt)e
so many issues with Pakistan, And
when we are going to face Pakistan
armed with a nuclear weapon, what
will be our position with respect to
Pakistan. In that event [ am sure not
only because of change in balance of
power, but psychologically also our
position will be weaker. So, this aspect
has to be taken into consideration.

One may well ask, what is the uge
of nuctear weapon ; how can you use
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it. Correct. One may not use it.
America is having nuclear weapon.
Russia is having nuclear weapon. Why
America is not using nuclear weapon
against Russia ? Why Russia i8 not
using nuclear weapon against Amerijca ?
The reason is very simple. It is because
of the suicidal character of the nuclear
weapons. If America were to use
nuclear weapons against Russia, they
are afraid because, it may lead to their
own self-annihilation. Therefore they
will not use it. This terror is the greatest
deterrent against using of nuclear
weapons. This is all what I have to
say. We have experience with Pakislan
for the past so many years. We cannot
rely on their word. We cannot rely on
their argument. If they arc  having
nuclear weapons, who is to dissuade
them from using them ? US can never
dissuade them from using nuclear
weapons. The greatest deterrent against
use of nuclear wecapons is the terror
which it will be generating. So, if we
are also having nuclear weapon, {hat
will be the greatest deterrent. There.
fore in the light of this I would Jike to
ask from the Minister ; Shou!d we not
go nuclear 7—Not for using Nuclear
weapon but for preventing others from
using it against us. The options are
with the Government. It is for the
hon. Minister to takc the House and
the entire pcople into confidence and
tell the House that these optjong will
be used in order to protect the integ-
rity and sovereignty of the country, If
you are not going to do it what alter-
native action are you going 1o take ?
Ours is a non-aligned couniry ; we
stand for non-alignment. We cannot
have any nuclear umbrella from any
other country. Therefore, I would like
to ask the Minister : What is the alter-
native that you are going 1o take, if
you don’t want to g0 in for nuc|ear
weapons 7 This is what I would like
to know from the hon. Minister.

SHRI KHURSHID ALAM KHAN :
I would like to inform the hon. Mem-
ber what I have said carlier, that we
have our own options. We give the
highest regard to the views of hon,
Members of this House. Naturally the
views -expressed by han. Mempers of
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the House have to be taken into consi-
deration by the Government on all
such matters. There should be no doubt
at all about it. Therefore, it should be
enough if I say, we have the option
and we give the highest consideration
to the views expressed by hon. Mem-
bers of the House.

It is a fact that when our Prime
Minister was in the United Staies he
spoke to President Reagan and Presi-
dent Reagan gave a categorical assu-
rance that hc would do everything
possible 1o dissuade Pakistan from
pursuing its non-peaceful nuclear pro-
gramme. 1 am sure that assurances
given by President Reagan as Presideat
of a democratic and great couutry
would be fulfilled. I am sure he would
like to pursue the matter and see
that assurance is fulfilled as far as
possible. It is a fact that Krytons and
other components have becn used, [
have already mentioned that Pakistan
has been trying to acquire them from
various sources. Otherwisc it was not
possible for them, as his colleague has
said, to undertake an explosion
recently. They could not have done
without that. No doubt it is also not
very necessary that a bomb should
recally be tested before it is used. I
will remind the hon, Member that the
first bomb used in Hiroshima 40 ycars
ago was not tested. Only the compo-
nent was tested and onc: the compo-
nents were satisfactorily tested the
conclusion was that the bomb would
also be cffective.

Whataver Pakistan may say or do.
Pakistan cannot influence our decision.
Pakistan cannot influence the decision
that we have to take in the interest of
our country, in the interest of the unity
and national integrity and the sove-
reignty of our country, We know what
we have to do, we know what action
we have to take and Pakistan or any
other country will never be able to
influence us in this regard. Pakistani
Scientist A, Q. Khan said that Pakistan
is among the 5 or 6 countries which
have the know-how or the technology
for enrichment of uranium. Well, they
have joined that club, I do not know
they might say, but I would like to
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mention only one thing that though we
also have very top class scientists in
our country, they do not make any
such bold claims or they do not speak
in such a fashion, This is the way of
life across the border their scientisis
normally do, let them do it, and as I
said, if they want to live under that
illusion that they are very much ahead
of us, let them live under that illusion
and they will come to their senses when
there it actually comes to the crunch.

Now, the nuclear frez zone—this
is Pukistan’s suggestion. A nuclear free
zone or a free zone or a peaceful zone
can only emerge by consultations
among the countries of the zone. With-
out consulting anybody Pakistan in
1975 raised this point in the United
Nations. Then, how can it be that this
can bs declared as a peace Zone ? Ifa
peace zone has to emerge, it has to
cmeige as a result of the consensus of
the pcople of the countries...(Interrup-
tions) 12t me finish. When yoa were
speaking, I did not disturb you.

PROF. P. J. KURIEN : [ thought 1
shou!d interrupt you with permission.

SHRI KHURSHID ALAM KHAN :
You always have thc permission,

This nuclear free zonc is really an
important matter—and besides this,
one thing also has to be taken into
consideration, How can this be g
nuclear free zone when China is known
to be a nuclear power 7 How can thig
be a nucicar frec zone when we know
that there are two super powers in the
Indian Ocean and who can say that
they have no nuclear weapons in that
area ? It is also said that Israel has
got nuclear weapons. In that case,
how can it be a nuclear free zone by
just saying that Pukistan went into the
General Assembly and said that this
should be a nuclear free zone ? For a
nuclear free zone all these factors and
matters have to be taken into considera-
tion and then the consensus has to
emerge and only then a nuclear free
zone can be established,
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[Shri Khurshid Alam Khan]

I would once again like to very
humbly tell my hon. friend that we
believe in our self-reliance, we believe
in our own capability, we believe in
our-own capcacity and therefore, I do
not think we have any inferiority com-
plex when we go and talk to the
Pakistanis, Never. Bccause, we talk
to them on cqual terms, They can
never cxpect us that we will talk to
them with any sensc of inferiority., We
have no inferiority complex as far as
Pakistan is concerned, or for that
matter, any other country is concerned.
We have our own Self-reliance, we
have our own views and we have very
definite views and we have very defi-
nite policies. On the basis of these
views and policies, only we will talk
to them. I do not know whether they
have got the self-imposed superiority
complex, they might be having it. But
then this is an illusion if they have
this sort of impression.

There is this theory that the nuclear
weapons have proved deterrent in the
case of the two super powers because
they have bceen holding these nuclear

weapons for the last 40 ycars, The
" rough estimate is that there arc about
50,000 total nuclear weapons with the
five nuclear weapon Statcs. At the
moment, out of this 50,000, about 959,
are between the two super powers,
But they have not been able to use
them against each other, I think, this
is the theory which some pcople say
that the nuclear wespons prove a sort
of deterrent against each other.

Research proves that even if about
10% of this nuclear weapons are uti-
lised, the temperature of the earth’s
atmosphere will be minus 40 degree
and hat will mean, this winter will
close everything on the face of this
carth,

I would also likc to mention here
that China is a nuclear wcapon State,
There are some indications that Pakis.
tan in 1975 in Bhutto’s timc—when
Mr, Bhutto went to China, there was
some¢ agreement or understanding for
cooperation in the sphere of nuclear
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programmes, But after that the
Chinese authorities as well as the
Chinese news agencies have been
denying this fact. Mr. Bhuito has
suggested in his memoirs that a nuclear
cooperation pact had been concluded
between Pakistan arnd China in 1975.
However, we have no other informa.
tion. As Isaid, whatever the pronounce-
ments Wwhich are being made by the
Chinesc, they say that they are not
interested in any cooperation with any
country. They believe in  non-prefera-
tion of nuclear forces in this region.

Sir, 1 fully share the concern
expressed by hon, Member and other
Members also. I admit that very useful
saggestions have been made by the two
hon. Membeis and perhaps the other
hon. Member will also make this
suggestion. Naturally, the Government
has to take into consideration the views
expressed by the hon. Members in this
House or in the other Housc because
the views of thc hon., Mcmbers have
got to be taken into censideration.
But as I said, if you ask me to spell
out the details of the options that we
have. I would very humbly submit
that it would not be in the intcrest of
the nation or in the interest of the
saety of the country to spelll out these
options that we have,

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Shri
Vishnu Modi—not present.

13.00 hrs.

STATEMENT RE : SITUATION IN
UGANDA

[ English]

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
THE MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS (SHRI KURSHID ALAM
KHAN) : As the House is awarc, there
was a coupd’ etat in Uganda on 27ih
July 1985, in which the Goavernment
of President Milton Obote was over-
thrown, Many former Cabinet Minis-
ters left the country or were detained.



