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MEMORANDUM 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Thursday, March 21, 1968 PM DECLASSIFIED 
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5 

NSC Memo, 1/30/95, State Dept. OuidelinesMEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 
By j<-' ,NARA, Date 4 .. ,O--t>f 

SUBJECT: Lunch with Aftab Khan, DCM of the Embassy of Pakistan 

I had lunch today with Khan at his request. He indicated earlier on that 
he had not been requested to make any approach, but merely wanted to talk over 
topics of mutual concern. 

His primary concern was Indian arms policy. He said that: 

1. There was a strong feeling in Pakistan that India was escaping the 
tight restrictions on arms purchases which we were enforcing on 
Pakistan. Many of the arms India was buying -- e.g., tanks and 
submarines -- were clearly designed to fight Pakistan, not China. 

2. Even if it is wrong that India is not subject to the same restrictions, 
it is cl ear that she is not meeting our restrictions with the same 
straightforwardness and good cheer which Pakistan has demonstrated. 
Pindi can only wonder why, despite this, India is rewarded with more 
aid, why Pakistan is not rewarded with more arms, and why the State 
Department feels it has to do India's public relations work in Congress 
and elsewhere to explain her actions. 

3. Under pressure, Aftab agreed that there is no real or apprehended 
da.nge_r::of Indian attack against Pakistan. However, he repeated the 
s~ndard ai:gument that the balance between Indian and Pakistani 
e,~11 is a potent political commodity in Pakistan, that no Pak 
president can ignore it, and that the present situation is producing 
pressures to look to the Soviets for new arms. 

4. Aftab asked me in passing whether there was any consideration of out: 
"making up the 1965 losses of U.S. -made aircraft" in the near future. 
He did not seem surprised or upset when I went through the problems 
posed by the Conte Amendment for any aircraft sales -- to say nothing 
of our firm arms sales policy in South Asia to which we remain committed. 

I rebutted each of Khan's points at length, making all of the usual arguments. 
He took them well. 

The only interesting point on another subject was Khan's remark that the 
problem of succession will be much prominent in the future, particularly in Ayub's 
mind. He said flatly that the present succession procedure is "impractical". 
He did not offer any specific notions of what might take its pl ce. 



--------

CQ~IFIPJII r PmL 

Friday. F bruary z. 1968-7 pm 

Mr. Pre•ident: 

Herewith a longer get well message to} yub. It mention• both the 
wh at and th tank• you diacuased with him at the K rachi airport. 

On wheat we are moving ahead with the firat 500,000 tons you 
diacu.aaed. W will go ahead with the second 500,000 tone • aoon aa 
the first agreem nt is signed. 

On~ the Paka hav approached Belgium --with our bleasing-- foo.utpb 
the Belgian offer of recondition d tank• at a reaaon bl price. In 
the meantime, how ver, the Belgian For ign Office has caught wind of 

hat their defense miniat ry ia doing and ia trying taget the Prime 
Minister to revok the offer. If they aucce d, th Italians are panting 
to atep into th breach. 

However thi• com. s out,. it looks aa though Pakiatan will get 
the tanks. But I think it would be unwise for you to get very lar 
out on a limb in promiaing them. 

W. . Roatow 

Approve V 
Disapprove _____ _ 

Call Me-------

COlIFiDRI fTk\i., 

DECLASSIFIED 

Authority F1fff (R, .,{ ol.~,,..Yf~~ k1 ... 

Bv~. NARA. Datf' 7-10,01 



c4gf T1tfall! 

Proposed Meaaage to President A~b 

Dear Mr. President: 

I was most dhtreseed when Ben Oehlert informed me that 

you are ill. I know how frustrating it is to be cooped up in a sick 

bed when there b important work to be done. Lady Bird joins me in 

the fervent hope that your recovery will be swift and complete. 

I have not .forgotten our good talk at the Karachi airpo:rt. Ben 

will be following through with you soon on the wheat. We are also 

keeping a close eye on your negoti tiona 1or tanks in the hope that 

you will be able to arrange a transaction which will meet your needs. 

Get w 11 soon, old friend. The world needs you. 

With warmest personal regards. 

Sincerely, 

Confidential 

DECLASSIFIED 
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5 

NSC Memo, 1/30/95, State Dept. Guidelines 
By~,NARA,Date ~..-,o~oj 
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~nte ...a longer one. See if we can't say something 
about his tanks--say I am at least working on them. 

LBJ:mb 
2-2-68 
4:00p 
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ACTION"' 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

(D Friday, February 2, 1968 
9:00 a. m. 

Mr. President: 

with 
Ayub is reported down --

pneumonia. 
possibly 

A get well mes sage might be in 
order. A possible draft is attached. 

~stow 

Approve 
Disapprove 
Call me 



Message From President Johnson to President Ayub 

Dear President Ayub: 

Mrs. Johnson and I are distressed to hear that you are ill. We 

•1ook to your early recovery. 

From our good hour I s talk at Karachi airport, I know how many 

constructive projects you have in hand and how deeply you personally 

are concerned with them. 

So get well soon, old friend. 

Sincerely, 

Lyndon B. Johnson 



---

l'rW&y, J"ellnal'J z, 1961 
9:00 .... 

A,- la r•pwted dowa ... poaallllJ 
wlth pM11111•la. 

A 1•t well ....... mlpt lte la 
oner. A peae!We ua.ft l• attacaad. 

w. w. ···--

Approved __ 

Disapproved __ 

Call me 

WWB.oatow:rba 



look te ,._. euly ncOYet'J• 

J"nm ....... llou'• talk at Karacllt Ul'JMI"• , ..., how maay 

e ... tncttft ..-Jecu ,- .._._ la 1laat _. laow •-ply yoa pera .... u, 

an ceace ..... wit.latlaem. 

So 1•t well -• .W fr ..... 

L,....B. 1olau• 

WWRoatow:rla 

. •' 
./.;.I, 



Frlclay, .l'ebrury Z, 1968 

Mr. Prealdeat: 

yo11 approw 
m••••••• wblch pve• Bea a aet• ell 
me ..... from ,... -

I aua••t Ille anar,c1aea 

tMak• lt appropriate. 

Att: dr. cable 

clell .. r w • -

. w. aoaaow 
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1/ 
DRAFT CABLE 

FOR AMBASSADOR 

SUBJECT: President Ayub' • lllnesa 

1. Following is text of meaaage from Pre1ident to President 

Ayub: 

QUOTE 

Dear Mr. President: 

I was most diatreeaed when Ben Oehlert informed me that 

you , atJ."l.e; ill. I know how fruatrating it is to be cooped up in a 

' 
aick bed when there i8 important work to do. Lad~rd join• 

me in wbhing you a rapid recovery. \ 

With warm personal reaarda. 

Lyndon B. Johnson 

UNQUOTE 

z. Presidential meaaase may be delivered whenever in 

your judgment it clearly appropriate. 

3. Would appreciate ASAP any further details of Ayub'• 

condition and pro1pecte. 
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EMBASSY 

OF THE 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Rawalpindi, Pakistan 

January 31, 1968 

Mr. Ed Hamilton 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Ed: 

Herewith the promised newsreel coverage of the 
President's visit to Karachi. I am sure you will 
understand every word of the voice-over. 

With warmest regards, 

Sincerely, 

~.r'lr. Oe blert , Jr. 
Ambassador 



from the desk of 

• Ben Oehlert 

NOTE: The enclosures (2 volumes of 
clippings, and calendar) 
mentioned on page 2 of the 
letter to the President,are 
being sent under separate 
cover. 

Registration numbers are 
900185 and 900186. 

\ 



EMBASSY 

OF THE 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Rawalpindi, Pakistan 

- EYES ONLY January 24, 1968 

llr. Ed Hamilton 
The White House 
Washington, D. c. 
Dear Ed: 

In line with your suggestions, I am encloaing a direct 
communication to tae President. I'd appreciate it if you 
would deliver it. 

Of course I would expect you and Walt to read it, and to 
attach to it any caveats of your own. 

Life here is not always rosy, but it is never dull. 

When the bell are you coming? We get too many visitations 
we neither seek nor want, but precious few we need and do 
want. 

Bring your red flannels and your pill case. Nearly everyone
here has a cold, virus, pneumonia, ■alaria or the trots. llost 
of us are ambulatory--but so are the walking dead. We're 
ready and eager to share our blessings. 

See you soon--In'shallah. 

Sincerely, 

~a. Oehlert, Jr. 
Ambassador 

Enclosure: 

Letter to the President 

men• EYES ONLY 

DECLASSIF.IBD 
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5 

State Dept. Guidelines 
BY.~< •NARA.Date9 .,, o--o I 

0 



EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

BUREAU OF THE BUDGET 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503 

March 6, 1968 

Mr. Roger P. Morris 
Staff' Member 
National Security Council 
RO<D389- Executive Office 
Building 

Washington, D. c. 20506 

Dear Mr. Morris: 

Sane time ago you asked me to send you information relating to 
the canplaint a friend or yours has concerning the closing of 
an Air Postal otfice (APO) in Asia. 

Military post offices are established to provide service for 
u.s. military personnel, U.S. citizen employees of the Defense 
Department and the dependents of these personnel. Expansion of 
privileges to other than these personnel and to other govern­
ment agencies subjects the Defense Department to greater expense 
and possible withdrawal. of the rights granted by foreign nations 
under bilateral agreements. A large number of non-military 
personnel do make use of the facilities in question at consider­
able expense to the Department of Defense. Considering the 
small number of Department of Defense people that these AP0 1s 
serve, the Air Force feels that it can no longer Justify the 
expense involved. 

Subject to State Department regulations, most or the people 
affected by the closing of the APOI s will be able to use the 
State Department diplanatic pouch for their mailo 'lhe incon­
venience to your friend should, therefore, be very small. 

I hope that this answers your question. 

Sincerely, 

ff~~~ 
' 

¥ames Fish 
Budget Examiner 



EMBASSY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Rawalpindi, Pakistan 

eONP 19EN'f IAL - May 10, 1968 

Mr. Ed Hamilton 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Ed: 

July 1 approaches at a pace, and not having 
beard anything definite from you about the 
APO matter about which I wrote you some time 
ago, I would appreciate hearing whether or 
not there is any chance of our continuing 
it on the basis of my letter. If there 
isn't, we will soon have to send out literally 
thousands of changes of address notices and 
I'd like to be forewarned, and in plenty of 
time. I will be leaving here sometime within 
the next two to four weeks for Washington 
consultations and I look forward to seeing 
you then. 

Please give the boss my love. 

Sincerely, 

Be.,G 'P.&J:r1ert, Jr. 
Ambassador 

DETERMINEDTO BE AN 
ADMINISTRATIVE MARKING 
NOT NAT'L SECURITY 
INFORMATION, E.O. l 2356, 
SEC.1.1(a) 

BY~J/f4 ON '1-t&--';3t 



EMBASSY 

OF THE 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Rawalpindi, Pakistan 

svrrttr-EYES ONLY January 30, 1968 

Mr. Ed Hamilton 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Ed: 

The 
here 
few 

announced 
was quite 

privileges 

withdrawal 
a blow to 
we enjoyed. 

by 
eve

March 
ryone. 

1 of 
It 

the APO facilities 
represented one of the 

Recognizing however the pressures for economies, I had not 
meant to try to make a case about it to anyone until we bad 
notice over the weekend that the deadline was being extended 
to June 30, which indicated that there might be some second 
thoughts taking place back there. Although unquestionably 
the Defense Department will be able to show n.oticeable savings 
by taking civilians off the APO privileges, I am not at all 
sure that it will be equally apparent, although it will be 
equally a fact, that most, perhaps all and maybe even more than 
the total of those savings will be shifted to the Department 
of State when this and other countries revert to the use of 
the traditional State Department pouch. Admittedly, the 
State Department pouch will not take over all of the traffic 
now being handled by APO because first, no packages from the 
field to the States will be handled, and second, packages from 
the States to the field will be sent only by surface and the 
size and weight of these packages will be somewhat more restricted 
than by APO. However, the State Department pouch will bear the 
expense of commercial costs, both surface and air, whereas 
APO is largely handled by IIATs planes with very little cost 
added by their carrying this cargo. 

I am not pleading for any special privileges, Ed, but I am 
suggesting that a look be taken at both sides of the coin 
before it is finally determined that there will be any real 
over-all savings sufficient to justify the great lack of 
convenience which will result. 

With all the best to you personally, I am 

Sincerely, 

r:::lq__,,.DECLASSIFIPD ~~m~{l"':n~1t!t-.-ic~e Jr.hlert,E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5 
AmbassadorState Dept. Guidelinoi I 

By-r---, NARA. Date '1., 1o--0 



_y 
EMBASSY 

OF THE 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Rawalpindi, Pakistan 

ONLY February 12, 1968 

The Honorable 
Walt W. Rostow 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Walt: 

Enclosed 
weekend 

are some 
referring 

clippings 
to the 

from the 
Indian-Russian 

Pak press over 
SU-7 deal. 

the 

I believe it is fair to say 
reflection of Pakistan's 
for the first time since 
ing of Russian policy and 

that these 
attitude at 
I have been 
motives. 

articles are 
the moment and 
here, a serious 

a good 
show, 

question­

It is my considered opinion, Walt, that this would be the ideal 
time for us t> come forward with a few tanks for Pakistan, even 
if in the interest of timeliness we have to make a direct sale. 
I make this statement in the context not only of our relation­
ships with Pakistan but also with India, as well as Pakistan's 
own relations with India, Russia, and the Chicoms. 

Speaking of India, it could hardly object at this juncture to 
some gesture on our part toward Pakistan, and if it did, such 
objections would have a very hollow ring to us and to the 
world and even to Indian ears. More importantly, I think that 
a prompt response by us in the nature of some tanks for Pakistan 
would be a graphic illustration to India that its continued 
pursuit of an arms build-up would be pointless in that we 
would have evidenced our determination to keep an even balance 
in the subcontinent, thereby signalling India that it could 
gain no particular advantage by continuing to -cquire arms 
and that the only results of continuing such a policy would be 
first, further to impoverish itself, and second, to create a 
dangerous power situation without accomplishing any new advantages. 

As far as Pakistan is concerned, such a move on our part would 
clearly demonstrate our genuine interest in Pakistan and our 
determination to see to it that the scales are held evenly 
on the subcontinent. Such a move on our part would be of 
tremendous value in negotiating the continuation of Peshawar 

DECLASSIFI80 SiMil~ - EYES ONLY 
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5 

State Dept. Guidelines 
By ~ , NARA, o..eC\~1 b~ o \ 
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and in all of our relations with Pakistan. 

Such an action by us would encourage Pakistan to continue to 
look with questioning and distrust to Russia, feeling more 
secure in doing so by the knowledge that our country is indeed 
Pakistan's friend. 

Finally, such action by us would, I think, prevent Pakistan from 
turning once more toward China which it may feel forced to do under 
all the circumstances if we cannot find a way to be helpful. 

In all of this, time is of the essence. If we don't seize 
this opportunity at its high tide, it may disappear for a long, 
long time, if not forever. 

With warmest personal regards, I am 

Sincerely, 

aa 
Benjamin t' Oehlert, Jr. 
Ambassador 

Enclosure: 

Clippings 

~81&'f" - EYES ONLY 



PAKISTAN TIMRS, F~bruary 10, 1968 

·~.,. .:·· :: _... ? t' • t • ~• 

INDO-PAKISTA~·_ RELATIO~Iir: •~ t:_/.ff .::-:. . ; I. . . . . .... _,,__J_ .- --·------------' 

SUPER POWERS' STAKES 
BOLSTER DELHI 

i, By H.K. Burki 
OUR DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENT 

the period bet­I N 
ween _the_ 1962 In-
d i a n aggression 

against China and the 
1965 Indian attack on 
Pakistan, the • United 
States used to reassure 
us that Delhi's arms 
build-up was not dJrec. 
ted against us. Besides, 
they were also provid- • 
ing arms aid to us. Af­
ter the September'War, 
· the American position 
shifted • to the • extent 
that Washington let it 
be known that U.S.-

. Pakistan relations had 
undergone a fundamen- • 
tal change. The final 
result of this was the 
stoppage of military 
aid to Pakistan last 
April. 
It is true that as part of 

this new dispensation, Wash­
ington had also stopped mm:.. 
tary assistance to India. How­
ever. bearing in mind that. 
India's major source of aid 
lay • elsewhere and Pakistan 
was heavily del>endent op
the United states~ Washing­
ton's decision put us at a 
grave disadvanfa&e. The Unit­
ed States was. of course. not 
oblivious of this and it took 
the drastic step to actuate a 
Policy which had crystallis­
ed in 1965. It had decided 
to abandon the earlier con­
cept of a balance of Power in 
the Sub-Continent which 
Selig Harrison has descrlberi 
as "arbitrarily determined," 
and to allow India • "to reali!!e 
its natural margin of econo­
mic and military superiority 
over Pakistan." 

In the post 1965 period,
the United States has finally
decided that India must be 

SOVIET 
B-ACKING 
The Soviet Union and 

some of her East European
allies have bad close politi­
cal and economic ties with 
India since the early Fifties. 
U Moscow had shown some 
displeasure ~ith India dur­
ing last year because of the 
Right-wing tendencies, it. 
apparently, has smoothed out 
its misgivings. The decision 
to supply ·su-7 aircraft to 
India and .Mr. Kosygin's re­
cent official visit to Delhi 
are indicative of a happy re­
lationship.

The Soviet Union has 
backed India constantly in 
the past because of a certain 
affinity in pasitions taken on 
international issues. Moscow 
bristled at Pakistan because 
of its defence ties with the 
West. In the Sixties, Russia 
has found an additional rea­
son for backing India: its 
own feud with China coin­
ciding ~ith Delhi's conflict 
with Peking. 

On top of this has now 
come the British announce­
ment that London would pull 
out its forces east of Suez. 
The Russians may not sub­
scribe to the vacuum theory
but they must be apprehen­
sive that the British pre­
sence might change into an 
American presence. Thus, it 
would suit their purpose if 
India were to become power­
ful enough to need no Ame­
rican presence in the Indian 
Ocean. 

The Soviet Union and the 
United States and the 'Mini' 
Britain, it would appear, are 
all agreed that India should 
become the cock of the South 
Asian walk. Naturally they
would also like to retain as 
great a tneasure of influence 
as they can in Pakistan also. 
if for- no other reason than 
to counter the growth of Chi­
na's relations with us. But 
they have all demonstrated 

• bf their concentration on In­
level of power. The British
helped to find her "natural" 

di• that their relations with 
who have a major economic PAkistan cannot, be allowed 
stake in India. were already to frustrate Delhi's aspira­
operating on that assumption. tions in the region which 

they themselves have endors­
ed and underwritten with 
enormous economic, military
and food assistanc.'e. 

The United States and the 
Soviet f:nion would like to 
see India emerge a strong
regional power. It is concciv-PRESERVATCONCOPY 



able that neither of them 
want to see India become a 
world pow.er and, therefore, 
a potential competitor on the 
global stage. But India has 
already the industrial. econo­
mic, military and nuclear 
base, and once i;he bas over­
come her present food diffi­
culties, she could move ra­
pidly towards becoming a 
Big Power, irrespective. of 
what the Super Powers de­
sires may be. 

Even if the Super Powers 
were able to restrict India to 
the strength of a regional 
power this would be no com-. 
fort to Pakistan. It is Pakis­
tan's bitter experience that 
the more powerful India be­
comes the more· belligerent
its attitude to Pakistan. As 
it is, Delhi is tightening its 
stranglehold on Kashmir 
and trying to brutalise the 
Kashmiri people into sub­
mission and servitude. The 
acquisition of more military 
power would tempt Delhi 
·into bullying Pakistan into 
submission. 

Pakistan, as President 
Ayub has pointed out in bis 
political autobiography, has 
never had any . illusions 
about its role in the region.
Its only concern has been to 
survive an. hostile India and 
try to prosper as an inde­
pendent country. Since to 
the extent Pakistan succeeds 
in its endeavours it frus­
trates in that measure In· 
dia's plans to undo the par-

, tition, Delhi's hostility and 
intransigence towards us in­
creases correspondingly. At 
the same time, India has 
been trying to acqui~ a 
m o r e decisive military
strength to deal Pakistan a 
mortal blow at a suitable 
time 

As it has been demons­
trated for 20 years, no 
Pakistani would Uke to see 
the Kashmiri people depriv• 
ed for ever of their right to 
decide their own future 
mueh less beeome the sui,: 

•jeets of a state which is 
subservient to Hindu In­
dia. The 8Qer PQWe1's-,.. , 
not be unaware of this. but . 
they seem to be worldur on ;
the assumption that •onee I 

India has fully established 
an overwhelming preponde­
rance of power, Pakistan 
would be forced to accept
Its lot as an Indian satel­
lite. 
LINK w1m 

CHINA 
In the past two years, there 

has been many tums and 
twists of Big Power politics.
Their one constant aim has 
been to bring about an Indo­
Pakistan patch-up on the 
basis of the ·status quo' and 
then wean Pakistan away
from the People's Republic of 
China. If Pakistan has re­
fused to fall into this trap it 
is not because it has some 
blind love for China. Pakis­
tan's relations with China are 
friendly because the two coun­
tries' basic interests coin­
cide. The Chinese are sym­
pathetic to peoples of all the 

•newly-independent countries 
who have been victims of 
colonialism. What is more. 
they believe that Pakistan's 
case vis-a-vis I[\dia and 
Kashmir is just, and they

, have demonstrated their wil• 
lingness to back this up with. 
concrete steps. 

No Pakistani in his proper 
senses would want to delibe­
rately provoke hostility with 
any of the Big Powers. The 
difficulty lies .in that it does 
not depend on Pakistan alone 
as to what kind of -relations· 
it has with them. In view of 
India's abiding bostilitv to­
wards Pakistan · and her ever-

. growing military power, we 
may have to re-evaluate our 
current defence capacity and 
our long-term· needs. At the 
same time, Pakistan has to 
be constantly on its guard
against. political and diplo­
matic manoeuvres of the 
Super Powers. Fortunately,
they accept, as no less a per­
S(?n • than President Ayub
himself bas told us, Pakis­
tan's policy of balance. But 
if any of them should ever 
force us to make a choice be­
tween them and China our 
. vital national interests de­
mand bt we--:preserve our 
Jiau,: 1rith .Ole People's Re-
~blie.. o • ·',:,,, ··•~· ... , 
~i,{ ... ;dCoieliaded>:· ..,:. 

PRESERVATlON COPY 



PAKISTAN TIMES, February 11, 1968 

MEN' -AND-: 
-,iq1c.114fi·-u.':,r ,,-r;:1-; 

MATTERS r::Worn· ra~iiM ' 

WHAT ISFOREIGN POLICY? 
M-R. Bhutto has 

aar.k.ly - and re­
peatedly - hint­

ed that he would ex-
pose the secrets of-the 
Tashkent Declaration. 
Why is he holding this 
Damocles sword over 
the head of the people, 
only he knows best. 
He had however an ex­
cellent opportwrlty of 
unburdening himself 
when Khwaja Shaha-
-buddin challenged him 
to a public debate 
which he declined. Nor­
mally an ex-minister 
does not exploit the 
knowledge he acquires 
during his term of offi­
ce. And though some 
one who resigns on a 
difference of policy 
may take the public 
into confidence, the pri• 
vilege is not open to 
Mr. Bhutto. He went 
much after the Sum­
mit at Tashkent and 
not only. did he partici­
pate in It but also slgn­
.ed the document which 
Jae defended and ap-
•plaudedwith characte­
rlstlc aplomb. 
There are two different as­

pects of the Tashkent Decla­
ration. One, whether it was 
correct to subscribe to it. 
Two, whether it has issued 
iir' a readjustment of Pak-

.India relations. There can be 
no' hesitation in returning an 

•affirmative answer to the 
ftrst •question. The altema­
tive · was either to continue 

·-thee war or to keep dug in 
Oil the fighting fronts. If the 
one was not possible and 
practic;~ble the other was 
futl.le and . dangerous. If 
therefore normalisation was 
tbe obvious objective, it had 
to be achieved and the Secu• 
rity• Council was in no posi•
ti.on.,.to do so. That is pre­
cisely. -where the Soviet ini­
tiative- came in useful. The 
withdrawal of troops took 
place according to a strict 
time table. If we compare 
our situation with the one in 
the Middle East, the signifi­
cance of the • achievement is 
forcefully brought to view. 

By Z. A. Suleri 
Views e:q,,esaed i11 thil 

cotumn do rioc neces:rarilv 
represent thcne of The Pak­
istan Tim-.. 

INDIA'S 
DISRESPECT 
That the Indians have. not 

follo ,ved the pro.visions of 
the Declaration in'. terms of 
arriving at a solutl!Jn of ~e 
Kashmir dispute with Pakis­
tan is undeniable. But where 
is the surPrise? Don't we 
know our Indians? It is not 
the first time that they have 
broken faith. We. have. 20 
years' experience of dealing
with them, directly or in­
directly. All that it am!Junts 
to is that the list of failures 
has been lengthened by ;vet 
another instance of Indian 
intransigence.· That does not 
however mean that we 
should not have made the 
try. But one gain c!llll1ot be 
wiped out. To India's per­
fidy bas been added a pow~r­
ful witness. We have acquir­
ed a new equation with the 
Soviet Union in this respect. 

However • treacherously • 
India may behave, it is not 
the end of the matter. The 
field of effort has not -been 
closed to 115• Moreover the 
people of Kashmir and 
Jammu will never restcon­
tent with their present lot. • 
The state is no bed of roses 
for the Indian t7rant and 
reports from Srinagar in­
dicate that the stru11le 
for freedom ls dally in­
creasing In, intensity. 
The real point is where do 

we 10 from beta? Now, aj.·
though salvation of Kashmirf 
is the most cherished 1;oal o 
our foreign policy,. 1t c~ 
only be sought within 1~ 
scope. And the reach (!f ~s 
scope depends ·on Pak1st~ s 
position in world affairs 
generally. As the le~son 
should have been burnt mto 
our hearts during ~e last 
two decades, the _pull and 
direction of -a country, can• 
not be circumscribed by a1_1d 
dovetailed to the strait­
jacket of any final and per• 
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manent definition. Whether 
the country moves within the 
larger context of alliances or 
narrower precincts of de­
tachment, the governing cri­
terion is the advancement of 
national interests. What 
course of action do they dic-
tate? • 

The line which so emerges
defies all pnH:onceptions of 
attitudinisation. The post­
war period started on gran­
diloquent enunciations of· 
ideological confrontation. The. 
East and West were polaris­
ed. The rest of the world. 
was called upon to choose 
between one side or other. 
"Neutralism is immoral" was 
the Dullesian edict. But the 
fierceness of the cold war 
which appeared to have the 
proportions of an etemal 
conflict did not last even 10· 
years. National interests 
supervened either. way. While 
on the· one hand the pro­
spects of peaceful co-exist­
ence opened up for the U.S. 
and USSR. on the other a 
split tore asunder . the bro­
therly bonds- between the 

' Soviet Union and· China Our 
own ideological assumptions
towards forging Muslim uni­
ty came to grief. We might
have extricated RCD. out of 
the ruins but it has no teeth. 

AMERICA'S. 
BEST GAMBIT 
More than that. Not only 

must a foreign policy be free 
fro,m ideological entangl&,, 
ments were it to reflect na- -
tional interests truly, it 
must be for most part ex­
pedient. Pakistan's pacts
with the United States and 
JJ1embership of the Baghdad
Pact-later CENTO-lost all 
point after . the Russian­
American detente even 
though we clung to the illu"'. 
sion of their reality-hence 
our protestations. Britain de­
cided on withdrawal from 
Singapore and the Persian 
Gulf despite solemn com• 
mitment to the East of Suez 
position. America· plumped
for a climb-down in the 
"Pueblo" affair (President
Johnson had declared the 
seizure to be an act of war)
to an extent that its ally in 
South Korea has felt let 
down. The news p\lt out by
Viet Cong about American 
feelers for a coalition govern­
ment in Saigon cannot be 
dismissed out of hand des­
pite official contradiction. 
The "Times" Correspondent
there. affirmed that it was 
current even before it was 
broadcast and it makes sense 
from Washington's point of 
view. Reduced to their pre­
sent strait, dividing the NLF 
from Hanoi is America's best 

gambit. Foreign policy is 
cruelly amoral and cynical.

The smaller countries' 
elbow room • for' manoeuvr­
ability is severely constrict­
ed by the pervading yet . 
changing interests of the 
super-powers. The circum-

-stances are es~ially ago­
nising for Pakistan. Let us 
face the facts that interna­
tional trends are against it. 
However friendly the U.S. 
and USSR ma,: be to us,
their global strategy favours 
India because it is on the 
same wave-length with them 
against China. The Arab de­
bacle in the Middle East has 
accentuated the value of In­
dia's presence in the Indian 
Ocean. If strengthening of its 
air force is purposive in one 
direction, augmenting its 
naval force is addressed to 
the other direction. And if 
Indian enmity to Pakistan is 
implacable-as we believe it 
to be-then these develop-

--ments cannot be lost upon 
us. We are truly at bay. 

What kind . of postu·re do 
these circumstances allow 
us? It is not merely the com­
pulsion of our geopolitical
position • that we befriend the 
-three Powers, the U.S., USSR 
and China, it is also neces­
sary that while on· the one 
hand we maintain a rapport
with Washington and Moscow 

• in the· hope of exerting some 
restraint on them against ad­
opting an extreme policy of 
support to India., on . the 

• other our relations with ~ 
ing are calculated not to al,,
low Delhi a free and upper
hand in this region. ·The attj-· 
tude cannot however be. 
rigid. It must not pin : i1II 
down to fixed points. RaUler 
we should behave as if we 
have. demarcated for our­
selves an area within whose 
bounds we can freely move. 
Inclination to one side in. the 
event of pressure from the 
other is inevitable. ••• 

·: r· 
TACKLINQ .-n:.:,; 
OF DETAILS 1,r,n 
But when · all is said mid • 

done, it is not the ;enerd • 
'concepts, however ucidly
enunciated, which will deter-
mine the outcome. The nub; 
of success lies in a succes. 
ful tackling of details wbieh• 
arise in the humdrum -of 
daily routine. The ma~r 
must ultimately rest with the 
functionaries. With what'lit­
slght a line on a certain h­
sue is defined at home, with 
what conviction· it is carried 
out abroad. It is their calibre 
for vigilance and comprehen­
sion which is most crucially
involved. Mr. Bhutto was 
Foreign Minister for a suffi­
ciently long time to under­
stand the delicacy and intri­
cacy of conducting a foreign
policy. Should • he not be 
more circum,spect than others 

. t~ts utterances on the sub-

c 
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JETS FOR JNDJA' 
PLANNED STEP 

From H.K. BURKI 
OUR DIPLOMATIC 
CORRESPONDENT 

ISLAMABAD, Feb. 10: 
So far there ls no indica- . 
tion if and when the So­
viet leaders will visit • 
Pakistan. . 
Russian sources take the line 

that dates of such a visit have 
to be suggested by Pakistan. 
Actually, it is up to the Rus­
sians themselves to • indicate 
when they -would or would not 
like to come, and this, unlike 
last year, they have not done. 

In a way, recent dev~lop. 
ments may have undemuned 
the chances of a Soviet visit to 
Pakistan in the near future. 
After all, the agreement to 
supply India the SU-7 ftghte_r­
bombers has not exactly thril-
led Pakistan. , 

It is not known whether or 
not Pakistan has protested to 
the Soviet Union. Even if it 
does, Moscow is not going to 
cancel the deal with India. The 
Russians agreed to provide In­
dia new means of aggression
with open eyes, for they knew 
well enough what its effect on 
Pakistan would be. Apart from 
all the diplomatic representa­
tions and public statements, 
Presldent Ayub, during his 
visit to Moscow last Septem­
ber had personally conveyed 
to the Soviet leaders Pakistan's 
appr.ehensions regarding ~e 
growing military imbalance m 
the sub-continent. . 

Clearly the Soviet decision 
regarding the SU-7 j>lanes 

, forms part tff a meticulously•
conceived and finely calculated 
policy towards the sub-conti­
nent. For this decision was no 
isolated step. 

Quite apart from Mr. 
Kosnin's six-day official 
visit, a hi,rh-level Russia.a 
naval mission has arrived 
in Delhi. The conclusion 
may be drawn from tlus 
that there has been some 
major new understandmg
between Moscow and 
Delhi. 
In achieving . an unders_tllf!d• 

ing with India, the Sovtet 
Union has been taking steps·
which seemed to fit in a pat- • 
tern. In this res~t. Mo~ow 
has been fairly conis1stent since 
at least the Tashkent Declara-
tion.-···-·-----·--·· · 

D11.rjpW ,.Ml'.;.flJI.I';~ Wash• 
ington.. ....m:..J»66.•M~~ra 
Gandhi 11nad•fd6Jnl.' . . la 1D 

I t''. • '• .. 11J 

Con~\oi··~f:pa.a(~ 7 

Pakistan Times, February 11, 1968 

(Continued from page l) ing in some new understand• 
approval of President John• ing with India does not mean 
son's Vietnam· policy and also that the • Soviet Union ha! 
accepted certain modifications turned hostile to Pakistan. lt 
in her economic policies. means that Moscow bas been 

The Russians were, natural- successful in pursuing its own 
ly, offended. So, before they re- policy objectives. , For the Rus­
ceived Mrs. Gandhi in Mos- .sians have all along been em­
cow, the Russians invited a de-
fence mission from Pakistan 
on . a tour. Thus, they were 
able to extract from Mrs. 
Gandhi a joint communique 
statement on Vietnam moTe in 
keep~g with their own point
of view. -

. Last year, the elections in 
India revealed •a marked 
right-wing trend not only 
among the Opposition but also 
within the Congress itself. Mrs. 
Indira Gandhi herself and the 
progressives in .the Congress
generally seemed in danger of 
an ouster. Then the Russians 
invited Foreign Minister Sha-
rifuddin Pi:rzada which led to 
President Ayub's own tour of 
Moscow. • 

The • concrete outcome of the 
Ayub-Kosygin talks was the 
Russian pledge of economic as-. of military aid to Pakist:m was 
sistance till 1975. However, .immediately followed by. a 
there were also • some talks on 
the possibility of the sale of 
Soviet weapons. So Mrs. Gan-
dhi rushed to the 50th Anni-
versary celebrations in Mos-
cow. . .. .... 1 

All th'f&l RQ911ilh. cat-acd.l. 
mouse- 'jftitne finally culmina~ 

phasising. to Pakistan that 10• 
stead of acquiring weapons
and. insisting on a solution of 
the Kashmir dispute, it should 
devote its efforts and energies 
to economic development.

GOOD REASON 
If this • Russian advice to 

Pakistan sounds remarkably
like the American recipe, there 
is- a good reason for it. For 
example, when President. Ayuo 
went. to Washington in Decem­
ber 1965, ·President Johnson's 
Press Secretary had told cor­
respondents that the United 
States fully supported . the 
Russian initiative in calling
the Tashkent Conference. 

Then again, the ,\mericari 
policy announcement. last 
April, about the termination 

postponement of Soviet lead­
ers' visit to Pakistan. The Rus­
sians had known that the ques­
tion of arms supply would be 
raised by Pakisian as:'indeed 
it wa,·during· President' :A,ub's
vltW to Moscow laterri1n,,,tle 
ye~. • • , ,·. : .,,.,,:,,,1 · 

PRESERVATION COPY 



.. _. 

PAKISTANTIMES, February 11, 1968 

·- --------
..~,. .....-,. .... : ~ ,, ...... ~ ,~Jr,••iJoh ..t .................... _ .. ,._ .. ., ..... , •!.'~111u_l~V(>t> .!61:].fi'' J itll .,;.(kt:1.·- --:--~-- PIRZADA 

Su ;·.•.:'.7· •_..:,_.:ie:• 
'_;·;~:.U 

_______ )_:._._..,_'.--

~1;. -\/wb,,••L_'.:t:·1•1···:1'?}1•n'!f:'.( 'fls,i;('!'.e!1~1: ,·,(ec,i;tfnued=e~·~a111r, from J.)8ge1) 

_<,C;I-:- •• 1 • • ·"' '-,; ... ' . • 

-"·· 1· mbalance 
-:o:--

••P-AKlSTANTO REMAIN 
VIGILANT,SAYSPIRZADA 

KARACHI, Feb. 10: The Foreign Minister, 
Syed Sharifuddln Pirzada, said here today that 
the supply of Soviet bombers to.India will further 
widen the military imbalance andaccentuate arms 
race between Pakistan a ~d India. . . ....·...-.._ _. . 

I ..lilastatemerittheForeigI1;Mt 

_;.\\%. 

ted ~.eq1,1ipmentwell as of other interested 
by -:.lnclia has Powers would realise .that ac-

. • . •.mstei"said •that 
the .•acquisition 
of ·.:more than 

• 100 SU-7-super-
scinic Jet figh-
ter' • '.: bo,nbers 
and· sophistica-

: caused wid& cretion to India's military 
spread •concern· strength could only work to 
~-:»aJdsta11.- .•· - the detriment of this. object­

He ,said that Ive. 
the. feverish • Pak·stan ti •be• 

..·..•. ,,_., ''- ~ .' pace..·at w:.c'ch/ . 1 con nues to and •
V , ••. · , 

•/i
• ' . . •• /W ·11 l . . .

India ·ful'd,-been. ·building up· WI 8:ways ~emam vigilant , 
. .-..• ... . .· gth about its secunty, defence andh 1 

er arms stren . ;through P"; territorial • t ·t Th Gocuremeilt · of military hard. ID egn Y, e :v-
ware froin ·abr02d and the ·ut,ernte~t ~ ~ll ~~__iiwJ>.ate~ 

. f •1·• • d' • 9IJ pa. Ire cqnsid~, , necea,.crease- o . 1 s m 1genous p sary., •np .• . _ . . .1duction, capacity wasa1re· • -~ •· .:~i·,--. 1•• 1•· •.·{; 

well T~~-- •. <,. 
The Foreign·· Minister ex­

pressed_.the. hope that the lea• 
ders .of the Soviet Union and 
other "interested Powers 
would realise that accretion of 
India's. military strength ·could 
only work to the. detriment of 
establishing "friendly relations 
between India and Pakistan." 

Mr. l':frzadasaid: "Pak· 
Iatan continues to be and 
will always • remain.vlgl· 
lant about Its security, ct. 
fence, .and territorial lnte­
pity. The Govttmnent will 
take whatever steps were 
considered necesaar,." 
The following is the text or 

·the statement: "The .acquisi-
tion • 1 .l:au .,... 

and other sophisticated equip-

~:~P%id I~!~emhas in c;~C: 
an. .The feverish pace at 

p her 

are from 

hich India has been building 
arms strength through 

rocurement of military hard 
abroad and t~e in­

se of its indigenous pro­
uctio:q. capacity . is already I 
ell known. 1 
"This will further widen the 
ilitary • imbalance between 
dia aDd PaJds.tan and th~ 

y contribute to threatening 
e arms race between them 
•the detriment of· their ece>omic development. • 

The Soviet Union is known 
be deeply interested in the 

ttlement of outstanding dis-
utes through :peaceful means 
d the establishment of fii. 
dly relations between the 

two countries. We hope the 
eaders •of the Soviet Union as 

I 

~ ·, r 
; <i~~-~. ·l. 
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February 6, 1968 

Ed, --•Mr. Rostow s~id "we have to get~yuli~■ -or he 

won't get well. 11 _,,,/ 

,~ /' 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20523 

OFFICE OF FEB 8 THE ADMINISTRATOR 1968 

MEMORANDUMFOR THE PRESIDENT 

SUBJECT: Pakistan - PL 480 Agreement - Syaj.ngton Amendment 

On December 28, 1967, you authorized us 'to accept the PL 480 proposal 
of the Government of Pakistan comprising 100,000 metric tons of wheat 
under CCC credit and 400,000 metric tons under Title I. You also 
authorized Ambassador Oehlert to try to negotiate another 500,000 
metric tons arrangement along the same lines. The Ambassador is now 
seeking the appropriate moment to begin discussions on the second 
deal. Meanwhile, we are proceeding with the first package which will 
provide Pakistan's grain requirements for stock building. Before 
negotiating this agreement it was necessary to conduct a review on 
the applicability of the Symington Amendment (Section 620(s) of the 
Foreign Assistance Act). On the basis of available information, our 
conclusion is that we are not required to determine that Pakistan is 
diverting its resources to unnecessary military expenditures to a 
degree which would materially affect its development. A brief state-
ment on this subject is enclosed. We are, however, continuing our 
review of the possible applicability of the Symington Amendment to 
Pakistan in the future, and also of the Conte-Long Amendment (Section 119 
of the Foreign Assistance Appropriations Act) which does not directly 
affect PL 480. Procedures for administering our development assistance 
and PL 480 sales assistance assure that this assistance will not be 
diverted to military expenditures. 

We will ask Ambassador Oehlert in connection with the signing of the 
PL 480 agreement, to seek assurances at the appropriate policy level 
that it is and will continue to be GOP's policy (as Ayub has earlier 
assured us) to devote increasing proportions of the total GOP budget 
to economic and social investment and other non-military purposes 
barring a major change in Pak security situation. 

ft ;a_:_ I /4J
William S. Gaud 

Enclosure: 
1. Detailed review 

DECLASSIF1PD 
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.5
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Review of Proposed PL 480 Agreement for Pakistan 
Section 620(s) of the Foreign Assistance Act as Amended 

Pakistan's defense expenditures are high, representing 21.3 per cent of 
government expenditures in the FY 1968 budget and 3.5 per cent of the 
Gross National Product. The defense budget, however, has been on a 
downward trend during the past three years. Pakistan's primary security 
concern is what it considers a continuing and credible threat from India. 
As a result of the Chinese incursion India's defense allocation went from 
$996 million in FY 1963 to $1,695 million in FY 1964 (a 70 per cent increase), 
and since that time has increased slightly. Despite Pakistan's concern, 
during FY 1964 and 1965 it only increased milita.by expenditures from $216 
million to $282 million. In reaction to the conflict with India in 1965 
and the termination of the U.S. Military Assistance Program, Pakistan 
raised defense expenditures sharply. In FY 1966 the defense budget escalated 
to $617 million and accounted for 32.7 per cent of central government 
spending. In FY 1967, however, defense expenditures were reduced by 20 
per cent and in FY 1968 by another 3% to the present budget level of $475 
million. Thus, while Pakistan is not attempting to achieve military parity 
with India, it does believe that it must maintain an adequate defense 
posture. 

As in the case of overall defense levels, foreign exchange outlays have 
.decreased over the past three years. Rising to a high of approximately 
$140 million in FY 1966, they were reduced to about $100 million in FY 1967 
and will be around $85 million in FY 1968. At this level the actual cost 
of defense imports is approximately the same as between 1961 and 1965 when 
an average of $45 million annually was provided under the U.S. Military 
Assistance Program and Pakistan spent up to $30 million for defense from 
its own foreign exchange. 

Part of the defense expenditures, particularly the foreign exchange component, 
could clearly be used for development. Nonetheless Pakistan has been able 
to restore a high priority to development spending. Annual fixed investment, 
consisting of government financed development projects and private invest­
ment, fell from $2 billion in FY 1965 to $1.87 billion in FY 1966. In 
FY 1968 fixed investment will be up to $2.3 billion and represent 16.1% of 
the GNP. 

Even prior to the enactment of the recent legislation on defense expenditures 
of aid recipients, we made it clear to the Governments of Pakistan and India 
that if defense expenditures remain at such a high level it will become 
increasingly difficult for the U.S. to support their development programs. 
The IBRD consortium has also urged limitation of defense expenditures. 
Despite the public emotions generated by the war with India, President Ayub 
has assumed the political risk of cutting the defense budget back toward 
the level of FY 1965. While we are not fully satisfied with the situation 
on the South Asian Subcontinent, we believe that Pakistan has been responsive 
to our representations and once again is devoting its primary attention to 
development. 

https://milita.by


MEMORANDUM 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

SECRET Thursday, December 21, 1967 -- PM 

WWR: 

SUBJECT: Tanks for Pakistan 

As you review the wreckage wrought during your absence, you should in­
clude the fact that we have had another round with Ayub on the question of U.S. 
permission for him to buy 100 U.S. -made tanks from some third country. 

You will recall that we gave Ayub the go-ahead a couple of months ago to 
sound out possible sellers. He did so and came up with quasi-offers from Italy, 
Belgium and Iran. There are important differences in the details of the offers, 
but only two points worth your time: 

1. The Italian deal would be largely -- and perhaps entirely - - comprised 
of German M-47 1 s sold to Italy especially for resale to the Paks. As a 
matter of principle, we aren't overjoyed to see three-cornered arrange­
ments of this kind because of the precedent. And you will recall the 
flurry last spring when the Germans found it politically necessary to back 
off on an earlier tank deal with Pakistan when it became publicly known 
that a sale was being arranged. 

2. The Iranian offer runs athwart our efforts to get the Shah not to replace 
his fleet of M-47 1 s as quickly and expensively as he would prefer. We 
are also unhappy at the prospect of Iran as a source because it reinforces 
the Indian view (upon which they based much of their policy in the Middle 
East) that Pakistall and Iran are one anti-entity for military purposes, and 
anything done for either _,strengthens the threat against India. 

The_jaks have given us a rundown of these offers and we have checked with 
the othe tand found their reports accurate with minor exceptions. They have asked 
us whether we are prepared to proceed, noting that their preference order among 
suppliers is Iran, Belgium and Italy. 

We face three issues: (1) Should we agree to the sale? (2) If we agree, what 
is the best timing? (3) Do we have any strong preference among suppliers? 

Should we allow the sale? The Paks have agreed to all the conditions - - principally 
that the new tanks be for replacement only -- required to mc1.ke this sale fall legiti­
mately within our military supply policy for South Asia. Oehlert believes, probably 
rightly, that U.S. failure to agree to this bargain would undercut all the objectives 
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at which that policy is aimed -- from restraining influence on Pakistani defense 
spending to keeping the Paks from becoming solely dependent on the Soviets and 
the Chinese for arms. It is also clear that our response will have some bearing 
on renewal of our lease on the critical Peshawar intelligence facility which must 
be negotiated in 1968. The Paks have already given us some broad hints on this 
score. We are being careful to reject them as a matter of diplomatic form, but 
there is no question that the renewal of Peshawar is a counter in this game. 

Obviously, the arguments on the other side start with the Congress and its 
attitude toward arms sales. Everybody knows who the Paks think they need tanks 
to defend , themselves against, and nobody is anxious to fuel the glowing embers 
in South Asia. This proposal may also involve the domestic and foreign policy 
problem associated with a Presidential determination under the Conte amendment 
to the Foreign Assistance Act that this tank purchase is vital to U.S. security. 
Although Pakistan still has friends on the Hill -- and tanks aren't as incendiary 
as jet aircraft - - the transaction could cause some trouble for the Aid Bill. 

On balance, the consensus in State, up to and including Katzenbach, :is that 
we should allow the sale. I support that conclusion. I think the only way to make 
our military supply policy work is to follow it, and this proposal is clearly con­
sistent with that policy. 

What about timing!? This tank request has been in the works for more than a year. 
(In fact, the actual request is for 200 tanks, but we have steadfastly maintained 
that we can only talk about 100 now.) Ayub is trying to place the order in the West. 
He can probably get newer, more sophisticated and more expensive tanks from 
the British and the French, and has already had several conversations with Vickers. 
If he doesn't get an answer soon, he will probably have to go to the Chinese. Our 
period of decision is probably no mo:rethan three months at best, and Ayub is 
anxious for an immediate judgment. 

Thus, the question reduces to whether we do it in the next month or after the 
Congress returns. All hands are agreed that it is better to do it sooner than later. 

Which supplier do we prefer? We would clearly prefer either of the European 
suppliers over Iran. The Italian offer is better than the Belgian in terms of price 
and type of equipment, but it has the complication that the tanks would really come 
from Germany -- a fact which undoubtedly would become known to interested jour­
nalists. The Belgian price is high and the time of refitting for Pakistan is uncertain. 
(The latter is no problem for us, but it is a considerable problem for Ayub.) 

I don't think we should waste much capital trying to tell Ayub which European 
we prefer. The important points are (1) we would rather not see a deal made with 
Iran, and (2) any parties to a three-cornered bargain should understand that, if 

asked later, we would have to acknowledge that we knew that the first tank transfer 

SECRE'i' 
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(Germany to Italy) was for the express purpose of resale to Pakistan, however 
unpleasant it may be for the Germans to have that said out loud. 

Action Taken: I cleared off today on the message at Tab A which reflects the 
above conclusions. It does not convey a final decision to approve a deal. But it 
does instruct Oehlert to suggest that the Paks work out a bargain with a single, 
hopefully European, supplier. 

The President will have a final shot at this question when we are faced with 
the decision of whether to approve a specific proposition put to us by one of the 
suppliers. 
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••\ . 
of r-.isunderst:2mdi."1CJ·amo.n;rseveral parties involved in C0.'l?f)licated procedure. 

•cs ~itlon must· rest on folla.dng basic .po.ints, which· :Ercressy Pll.walpir.ai ~.1tho-

.. . , rizcd (except as notedc::.mver-.1 ?LI) • to C.-P. 

We are p~ •in first instance to act onlv en t.."Pto 100 tc11tl-::sand ·re-guest 
. . • - mwn contra,rtual ~ts 

to us frm af1Y seller counb:y should ooso prc:o..s~ntee. >:J-~ia.--r,:f'f~":f{:,1:f.>'~1tan-'.t:"'1:'8I 
are ca:;pleted for t.'1e first 100 tan.~, ..~ i:rould be willing to consider other ~ 
:~~-t:~~~.ZU.~'lZ:;~W~O:f..~•:S~~~~~~~ 
i."1cluding seco.."1d100 tzi.-rv.s 
J~~':iu:t-~-~~a:. 

•VW'io 

this tim~. 
-~- .,.-,:::·:~--
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gpr 

(M-24s1. cnc-for--one for any ns-cont..---olled ta.'1;,s acq,:lirod (:rof <;, para 3 ~~f. ref j, 

•4 . . Approval ~.l us of ai1y sale \0.1ld l:,c CO."lcitiaied on ~.olut.c a11d tmcqui:vocal 

c:mfiMntica of 3 .above. Should it ooca:ie ~mrent after .approval. fr.zt Pakistan 

had ru.rcady arra.,qcd, by contract or .other less fen-Jal modo, for more tbr .. "'l the stated 

Er.bassy Rawalpindi should na,, c1S!-:for ~-ud.1 

Pa!~-...an w.c~lyirg th.~ Ir~cl!l off~ ces~ 1.-y11Cliral. hha.'1 (ref f, para 2f?} , 

we s~~~gly prefer in light current a:--,catt'.s discussions 'Wit.lt !r-&1 that ca, go to 
.. • t~.·;..,_.~...,:-- .. ~--~ 

... m.• "✓ F.t....~.en."1source rat.11er t..~ to Iran. 

6. n,:: WeU> not wish to ~'ta an issue of Ir~n:im.1 offer wit.l:i CO"JJand !)ell.eve 

nbO\"Cis as far as you should go L~ E::!!:,">l..:dnit"'lgour nog::itiw reaction re Ir.:::i5~:nsale. 

In fact, howcv~, we "WUld appreciate all possible effo...---tsyour part to s-;:ecr GOP 

•• .. awa:-rf....~ involverent t,i.th Ira."1 in t.itls m...~ter. The C-OI has rece."ltly infomed t'S 
.:::Y·· -... . . 

of pla"ls to €!:'.!",ark en a lcU:g-e new fi~ military pro::-.J:rt;!~:mtp::0,:,--rnn at a tb:e 

whe."1"tile am havitxj difficul~, in !'!':eeting our e:d.sti.nq HA!>and c:ref..J.t sales 

Corrections mad.e on original greenC!"MOs'f:--OSemade on this and other 
DS-322A flimsy work copies before delivery to Telecommunications Operations Division 
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commitments because of Congressional action. In our efforts to persuade 
~ lit:.' 4~_,.,,..:,,,~,:i,-,.~~ -~-·" '""':'l"l""',..:l, .,,...:.~ .....- .,.._ ......1.,...s::1-:-,..,'!!!·- ... ,._ -.-,.,...,,..,;;-..:>~-- 4-1 ..... r:-"'IT +..::a.. •-- -- -.--: -...,..:t!_..,. . :1'J. ' !l.r'· ~,.,~ ........ill.,' ......... ~...... ~~.. ~~-•·~ "' ..........--~-~ ......~ ...... .,._ ..... ..-11•.~·- ............... ~.the GOI to "'ne~~·ca.Te--·----·•--- .....,.-c .. _ .............. ..::...~ ..... --: ... ·,. ....... ___ ........ ~ ....·-'T ... ..A..~e,......acrE·e ...................... 

x:~,-r;cm:ii-iio ~of.,its" ~i tru:,/p~"T.:t!'l, ~ bel.ie'."C! '•~ ht..."'V'~~b·~-'1'S\~Ssful in -\. 

persuadir..g t.'1e Shah ab' least t..~,tatively to -1,;,"0hi~avy e:q>.'::r..iltriros for r-~':!"'tar.!,s 

by rehabilitating olcer }1-47s. We ca.-m.ot, ~"1.ereiore, apprav7c Ira-:iian t.1:r.kscl.:;5 to 
, Fl~T) F.YI 

•,..., ... 
I'akistan and an ~ranizn ~'3t would ce ~'1Cly er:lbarrassir.:g to us at this· t:L-e./ 

7. Info:rw.ition we h~va to eate 01 Europea.11 SC-All:Cc.'3, ~, <-"Ondi:t.icn of tar~·:;:> nnd ~ •• • 
, r-..,.. ----:.._p~ 

delivciy tir:es is as yet inc:Xluplete and in part contradict.or.[. Sn~.>jectto clo::e:r . 

loo.~wl'lCn more facts arc in. te:rms offered to-cat.e do not. s~ p~u1. a.r ap-:,rovtl0 

of sale. 

•8. Should Get') wis.'l \:s act· on ·rtalia."l pxqx>sal, it "Will be necesca..,y clarif,.J cis­

• 

. crer.a&"lcics bct,·een ref f, 
' 

·para 2, in ·whi<::hfirzt. so ~vi.ks are sai<.1to oo Italia."l 
' ' 

a:'<ll'lCX!witi.;. ~'f'l.dAr .to ba procurGd fran C-.,e::m?.nyan<! ref e, pa.""alb, which incicates 

all 1:an.~..s stcc!s in r~.any. i-·le c"b not e:-:cluoo possibilit-J t.o be !.:er.: surr.,lus of 

Ital.y:a0'4'.JirL."'l9' ·&h,d rehabilltatir.g up to ioo C'"~.mi t:zm.l--..s but all pa.."'tir-..sfo= Ge~, 
·, 

. CalCCX'nCdshould understand bafo::e t.,e- G\"Cnt t.;at if later press-~ '!'.·TCwill have to 

-~ !J\.dic.."'iteti\3 kne-"1 and agreed t.""lat ~.s sold by FrG to Italy were to facilitate Italia.--i 

9. • ·nr; F'.epossible ~ mlo, we note (ref i) ti-iat MX>l:'P no,1 oor.sidcr.in,J v.1et.'1.er 

Cabir:et .,_'idiruncic.CJ~ might agrco to -direct sale ta"ikn to p~ld_c;t._.,n. ~~~}QOQ{ 
. We would appreciate 

-·. ~~~~~x~~.li~JC~ Er:~'13~' !3crm' s 

Corrections made on original green ~t"B"e made o~ this and ~ther 
FORM 
8-83 0S-322A flimsy work copies. b~fore deliver)'. to Telecommunications Operations Division· 
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• • frcr: all points of viEY;T.. I£ G(')? ~..riously int(,..restoo it should sti.-:-.. uata De.lgiai.'"l 
. • . ✓ . , . 

mqu~t to WC., co..~lote ·with info O..'l costs, et:.r£Cliticulof tarJ:s,. and.projiilctxl e:~livazy 

.. sd1edule. FY.[: If current negotiation.~ with It.:ll.ittns for a::,operative logistics ~ 
: ment,. ~ successM:, we might pmfer Italians as oost srurce. E?-IDF.L'I ~c:. 

. \ 

·.11. In su.1, 'if GOPwants ~~~le action on tanks, it should: (a) ~~ :~· 

.ia2! u.~vocaJ ly confirl assurance3 !)c'll."'aS 3 ~d 4 m.:o"Je: (b) ca:;t :request in tcl:!:ls 
. c--·. 

. of ioo H-47s; Cc) select opti."m.l':\ sur-:.~Y SC".:oe, hopefully giving' rill tr.'ICightto -,.. 
\. . 

.. ; f~ing caiaiceratia.s: and (d) get san:cego~..:m1.~t to su"!:mit re:ruest to r~ 

, • •. •. fDr approval. to sell· to ("~, sucn request t;o be ac~~,nied hy data on ax;t3, 
J. 

• . cor&tion oft:nks, financ.L--ig ter.s ar.d dalive...~ s~.edules to pen:ti.t our~ .• . 
_...-;~~~-

.• • •• ~.se. Jr.a: i·;e ~ prefer not to tie. faced at the same time with actiw req~...s 
fraa mom than aie country. FllID F.lI .

• • · Preside.~t f..JUb or 

12. F"lI: V-,e lf!",SW.O you will p~"">ly ~v'"ishl.T'..ake above poi."!.~ to;,lm !than who ha:i 
, ...,.\ 

mpm.-scn'ted 00P in hulk of discussim this s\bjec.t. ~rec:-:pect, ~-ew-=, to oo 

•• fi~ in Pak !~tlassy here c:s \-.-'ell a.'1<1 ~~er if it would r..ot be good idaa for 

you to touch base with ~,?FA(pexr.c"lps Pir.:21.da himself) in nav:llp~ also. our 

\ vie.\lS ~ ccr.ncction teb.'\?en rnilitmy st.wly and Pcs.lia-.rar which has ar-...pea.-cein 
~ \ . 

\: 
' 
i_\_ ' .._ diSCtSsicm -uith M'.iral. than (refs a and f) foU.O,, in sept.el ti.hld1 Sliould be ~ 

with this moss~ as guidance for furt11er handling that matter •. • n-ro!:"YI.., 

..·..!r-:··•~·•··c.':P-.1 e-.'D 
·, 

'•, 
~ . . ··~-· 

.,..._. 
·; r 

. . ,!;j•i ' ,.._~•or 

; 
• tr .. -... ~-· • 

' I

f...._. 
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SUBJECT: Tanks for Pakistan 

You asked for a status report on Oehlert' s recommendation that we 

agree to let the Paks buy 100 tanks. 

Taking Pakistan alone, the merits of this proposal are pretty clear. 

Our general posture on Inda-Pakistani arms is ( 1) to sell nothing 

directly except spare parts, (2) to oppose any move which unreasonably 

diverts money from development, (3) to avoid upsetting the balance 

between the two countries. Therefore, this is not a proposal that we 

furnish the tanks ourselves; it is that we authorize the Paks to purchase 

American-built tanks somewhere else. 

Moreover, it is pretty clear that these tanks are in fact for 

replacement purposes, that they would not effect the balance of Indian-

Pakistani forces and that they are reasonable military expenditures 

rather than diversion from development. In any case, it is crystal clear 

that the Paks will buy elsewhere if American tanks are not available. 

For all these reasons, there is no dissent -- even in Delhi -- from the 

proposition that the tank purchase would be a good idea. 

This is the second round. The Paks first made the request in May 

and State worked hard on getting the Germans to agree to make the sale. 

Just when things looked set, however, it leaked to the press and the 

Germans felt compelled to issue a public denial which effectively queered 

the deal. DECIASSIFIED 
E.O. 12958, Sec. 3.6 

NLJbl- ;,. 'iS 
By~ NARA, Datel:.J::t>3 
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Early in August, the Paks upped the ante to 200 tanks. Oehlert 

is specifically reserving judgment on the extra 100. But the effect of 

increasing the request is to accent the urgency the Paks attach to it and 

the likelihood that they will conclude they will have to deal with the 

Russians or Chinese. In my judgment, even that would not be grounds 

for suicide - - particularly if we are about to lose our authority to sell 

arms on credit terms, but Oehlert'feels strongly that it would cut him 

off at the knees in terms of influence with Ayub. 

There are two simple problems: 

when to play this card with the Paks. 

how to handle the Congress. 

When to play this card 

Aside from the usual AID problems, UN issues, etc., the major 

negotiation with Pakistan coming up next year is renewal of the 

agreement underlying the big U.S. intelligence facility at Pshawar. The 

current agreement expires in June. One could play the tank deal in two 

ways: do it very soon, ostentatiously not connecting it directly with 

Pshawar but counting on it to include the atmosphere; or make the tank 

part clearly dependent on the outcome of Pshawar by holding it up until 

spring. Oehlert was biased before he went to Pakistan, was to hold the 

tanks as long as possible (he even asked for and received the President's 

permission to follow that line.) Having arrived, he was apparently 

directed that ( 1) the tank deal is chicken feed when compared with 

Pshawar, and (2) it is better to play Ayub in subtler negotiating terms than 

to try to hit him over the head with a particular club. 
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The consensus here -- which I share -- is that Oehlert's new 

perception of the problem is probably right. This does not mean that 

he has to make the bargain within the next two weeks or even the next 

two months. It does mean that he probably should not hold off beyond 

winter. 
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ACT IO ~J 1\1E.A I 9 I 
INFO FLJq 25,EA 19,GPM 03,SC 01,PsC 01,~-SIA 12,H 02,NsC 10,NSAE 00, 

GDP 01,10 21,RSR 01P/219 W 

PR 2~13302 AUG 67 
FM ArEMPASSY RAWALPINDI 
TO sECSTATE WASHDC P~IOR]TY 2215 
INFO ArFM~ASSY eoNN 50 
CINCSLTiK~ USCINC~EAFSA 
A"1CC,•SUL HO'\!G KCJNG 73 
AME~BtSSy L2NDON 342 
AME3Assv ~oscow 108 
AMEMBASSY N~W DELHI 688 

SABJECT: PA~ TANK PURCHASE REQUEST 

l• MY INITIAL REVI~W OF PROBLEMS AN OPPCRTUN!TIES FOR US 
I N P A V.I S T .A.N I I\! [: I C A T E S TH E M O S T I M M E J I A T E A N D P R E S S I N G M A T T E R 
TO 8E ~END!~G GOP REQUEST F □~ US AUTHORIZATION TO PUR~~ASE 
US MODEL~ 47/48 TAN~S FRrM W~ATEVE~ SOURCE USG MAY I~bICATE• 
I H~V~ EXAMINED THIS R(QU~ST AGAINST 9~CK8R □ UN0 OF ~EST 
AVAILABLE DETA ON PA~ A~C INDIAN MI~(TAQY CAPA3IL[TIEi A~O­
SUPPLY PR0S 0 ECTS AND IN LIGHT OF US MILITARY S~PPLY POLICY, 
I AM SATJS~IED THAT ACQUISITION 3Y 0 AKISTAN 0~ 1e~ M ~7/46 
T~NKS WOULD ~EET LEGITIMATE PA~ DEFENSE REQUI~~ME~T AND BE IN 
US I N T E q E S T • I L E A V E OP~ N M Y JUC-Gt-1E"! T Ct\i • E X;:, R ~ S S G C P r,E S rRE • 
F D R MO R t T H A N t 0 0 SU C !-I T M-1KS • I DO , • H C \·/ E VE R , • '.:E L I E VE: THA T 
EXPrCITioUS ANO FAVQRABLE USG ACTION ON 1e0 TANKS IS Cr~~LY 

DECLASSIFIED 
E.O. 13292, Sec. 3.5 
NLJOt-~t:/1, 

Byebm. , NARA, Date f•/1)-()'i 
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PAG~ 2 RUQVG~ 0582 
DES~ RABi...E ~ 

2, I7 WOULD BE MOST USEFUL IF I WERE ABLE ;0 :NoicATE SUCH 
A DECISION TO PRESIDENT AYUR AT THE MEETIG I P~AN TO REOGEST 
WiT~ µIM 7HF WEEK OF SEPTEMPER i 1, PUR~U~NT TO STATE ~3712 AND· 
BEFORF HIS VISIT ~C T~E USSR BEGINNfNG SEPTEMBER 25~ 

.3a. ACCORDING TO SNIE 3'/32•67 OF AUGUST 3, ~AK!STAN HAS j99 
MEDIUM TANK~ AND INDIA '.:~68 WHICH'COMPARES WITH ABOUT 9~0 
iND :,000, RESPEC7IVELY, PRIOR S~PTEMBtR 19A~ HciS7ILITIESo 
THUS, ACQUISITION OF 100 TANKS WOUL~ NO MORE THAN RESiO~E 
INDO·PAK ARMOR RATIO WHICH PAKISTAN FOUND BARELY SUFFICIENT 
TO ~FFECT COSTLY STALEMAT~ IN SEPTEM8ER 650 MOREOVER, IN~IA 

_HAS INDIGENOUS 7~NK PRODUCTION AND OPTION BUT 25 MORE T-~5 
T ANl<S FROM USSR• 

4c GOP CONCfRN WITH TANK ACQUISITIONS JS INTENSE AND ~IGH 
LEVEL OWING TO FACTORS OUTLINED ABOVE AND IN VIEW VULNERiBILITY 
OF tRITICAL AND GENERALLY FLAT WEST PAKISTUS/PUNJAB R~GION 

• TO ARMOR ATTACKo T~US; DEt~IN MAY 16 REQUESTED USG CL~ARANCE 
FOR PURCHASE 100 M 47 TANKS FROM GEqMANY (RAWALPINDI i322l• 
ON jUNE !3, DEFM!N PRESENTED WRITTEN JUSTIFftATION OF REQUEST 
NOT)NG ?17 ~47/M48 TANKS PROGRAMMED 

PAGc:: 3 RUQVGM 
FOR MAAG SUPPLY TO PAKISTAN WHEN MAP SUSPENDED, REPORTING 
;08 TANK SEPTEMBER WAR LOSS, CONCLUDING PAK ARMY.HAS oEFiciENCY 
325 TANKS; AND INDICA7ING INTENTION TO REPLACE OLD ANb 
AT~RITED TANKS, PARTICULARLY M•24S iA-~29'.o ON JUNE 2~, 
EMBASSY RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF PAK REQUEST ON BAS!S iAI 
ACQUISiTION WOU~DNOT ADD TO FORCE LEVELS BUt REPLACE TANKS 
TO pE RETIREDg 1B) PAK ARMOR INCLUDES ABOUT 400 ORSOLFTE M-4S, 
1c: BUDG~TARY COST REASONABLE, ID: ACQ~ISITION Wl~L NOT 
CONTRIBUTE TO SUBCCNTiNENTAL MILITARY FORCE IMBALANCE !PiNDI 4730l• 
SUBSEQUENT iNDICATIONS FROM GOP TEN~ S~PPORT ABO~T CO~CLUUON~• 
GERMAN DEA~ COLLAPSED IN JULY WITH PUBLIC REJECTION BY F~G. 
HOWEVER, WE INFORMED DEFMIN JULY 29 WE BELIEVE OTHER ~OURCES 

...S.ECREI 



Departnzent of Stctte 

PAGE ~3 RAWALP 00582 2517422 

S7:LL AVAi~A3~E AND WE CON7INUZNG C □ Ns:oER PAK REQUESi 
AGAINST POL.ICY OBJECT!VES ALTHOUGH UNABLE AT MOMENT GIVE 
I~DICA~!JN NA7 JQE OJR DECiSICN KSTArE ;3687i= ON JULY 31 
D~FM:N c:NVEY~J MESSAGE F~OM PRESiDENT AYUB l~~ORM!NG 
R£3~DFNT JGH~SON a~ GCP NECESSIT~ ACQU!Ri 200 TAN<S riNCLUDING 
p~~D!NG· 10c; ~c~ DE~E~s:v~ PUQPOSES AS REPLACEMEN7S A~D REQUESTING 
SUP~~y DIRECT~Y FROM ~SOR TH~OUGH ANY SOURCE US PERFERRED= 

P A.c; E 't RL.;Q i Gf•1 0 3 8 2· ~ . _ , 

EM9~SSY ~E:7~RATED RECOMMENDATIONFOR ~RCMP7 ~PPROVAL FIRSf 
YUNDRED TA~~s AND SUGGESTED DE~ERMENT o~ ~tTIGN SECON6 HUNDRED 
(QAWA~Pi~D~ 217:o FONSEC· ON·AUGUST 2 REQLESTED JSG IDENTIF~ 
AL~ER~ATIVE TANK SOURCE AND INDICATE Jt ,PP~OVAi... SO G6P MAY 
APP,iO.r,CH SGURCE w:p1 CONFIDENCE AND W(T1-<CJT LOST ·-:-IME ( 
R A .'\ L p :: N () : :; ~:· : ) 0 0 ~~ ~ IJ Gu s T '. 7 E MB A s s y ~ t p C R T E D C:0 NC ER1\/ '...E s T 
M!~JTARY SUPPLY ~PPRQVALS TO INDIA t □ M~ TO LIGHT PRIOR 
AP0 RCVA~ TtN~ DEAL AND CREATE IMPREssi □ N OF IM9ALANCE IN 
US ~I~iTARY SUPPLY DE:JS!ONS FAVORING !ND~~o 

5~ I AM !MPRESSED FROM THIS EVIDDPCE ·rHAT GOP INTENDS, IF 
priss=~~E, ~o MAIN~piN LAR~ELY us TA~K INVEN70RY w:TH i 8ELIEE 
P.,,? 0 RT At!T TO OUR : NFL JEN CE HERE AND T J OUR -:-AP A 9 ! ;..I T ':' Uc;,SE 
CONT:NUEC GOP RES~RAI~T :N ~ORCE LEV~~S A~D DEF~NSE EXPENDITURE 
ANOi ~OPEF~L~Yi MOVE PAK:ST>N IN co~c~RT wirH !NDiA ·roWA~D 
SC~E UNDERST~NDING ON R~ASONARLY M!:rriRY F □ RC~ e4LAN~E. 
I '.)0 No·~ CHOOSE TO ARGUE THP, T C}l;R FA I LURE TO BE FORTHCJMI NG 
IN iH!S REGARD WOULD RESULT I.N PAK ~ILfTA~Y SUPPLY DE~ENOENC~ 
UPON CHINA AND USSR o7 COST TO US INTEREST HERE, ALTHO~GH 
! C~NNOT DENY T~A~ POSSIBILITY EXiSTSc I WOULD PREFER ·ro · 
TAKE ~y POSiTION ON THE CONSibERATIONS OU~LINED BOVE ~HitH 
H~VE ~ED ME TD CONC~UCE THAT THE PA< REQUEST ~QQ 7HE ~iRST 
!00 :T~NKS M~ETS OUR ?CLiCY CRiTERIA AND .THAT A FAVORA~~E_ 
AND HOPEFULLY EARLY RESPONSE IS !NDICAT~D~ 

GP., 3 o 

OEHLERT 
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ACT IO r~ NEA. I 9 

INFO F.UR ?5,EA 19,GPM 03,SC 01,RsC 01,~~SIA 12,H 02,Nsc 10,NSAE 00, 

L 03,INR 07,P 04,CIA 04,DOD 0J,SP 02,ss 35,ACDA T7,A!D ;30,MC 01, 

GDP 01,10 21,PSR 0lP/219 W _BAT0R 
_BOWDLER 
_BUDGET 
_DAVI 

BURGH
PR 2~13302 AUG 67 AMILTON 
FM A~EMPASSY RAWALPINDI _JESSUP 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC PRIORITY 2?.15 _JOHNSON 

_jORDANINFO AMEMBASSY EONN 50 
_KEENY

C PJ CSL TI K1:: USCIN Ul EAFSA 
AMCONSUL HO~G KONG 73 
A~EMB.ASSY LONDON 342 
A~E3ASSY MOSCOW108 
AMEMBASSY N~W DELHI 688 

.,. E e: R r'.=-tr?AWALPINDI058? 

SABJECT: PA~ TANK PURCHASE REQUEST 

1• ~y INITIAL REVIEW OF PROBLEMS AN OP~ORTUN!TIES FOR US 
'IN PAV.!ST.A.N INC:!CATES THE MOST IMMED.IATE AND PRESSING M.ATTER 
TO 8E PENDING COP REQUEST FOR US AUTHORIZATION TO PURt~ASE 
US MODEL~ 47/48 TANKS FROM WYATEVEq SOURCE USG MAY I~DICATE• 
I H~V~ EXAMINED THIS REQU~ST AGAINST BACKGROUND OF gEST 
AVAILABLE DETA ON PAK AND INDIAN MI~fTARY tAPABILITIE~- AND 
SUPPLY PROSgECTS AND IN LIGHT OF US M~LITARY SUPPLY POLICY• 
I AM SATISFIED THAT ACQUISITION 3Y AKISTAN OF !00 M ~7/~80 

r,N~S WOULD MEET LEGITI~ATE ~AK DEF~NS~ REQUIR~MENT AND BE tN 
US INTEREST. I LEAVE OPEN MY JUDGMENT ON EX?R~SS GOP 6ESiRE 
FOR MORE THAN 100 SUCH TANKS• I DO, HOWEVER, BELIEVE ~HAT 
EXPfD1TIQUS AND FAVORABLE USG ACTION ON 1e0 TANKS IS ~I~~LY 

DECLASSIFIED 
E.O. 13292, Sec. 3.5 
NLJ Q/-2qt, 

ByCbw,,., NARA,Date ~-lO•oY 
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2, JT WOU~DBE MOST USEFUL IF l WERE iBLE TO :ND!CATE SUCH 
A DECISION TO PRESJDENT AYUR AT THE MEET.IG I PLAN TO REQUEST 
WI:H µI~ ThF WEEK 0~ SEPTEM8ER I 1, PUR~UANT TO STATE ?3712 AND 
B~FORF µrs VISIT 7C TµE USSR'8EGINNTNG SEPTEMBEQ ~s~ 

.3o ACCORo:NG TO SNIE 3;/32•67 OF AUGUST 3, PAKISTAN HAS j99 
MEDIUM TANKc AND INDIA i~~68 WHICH.COMPARES WITH ABOUi 900 
AND :,000; RESPEC7IVE~Y, PRIOR SEPTEMBER 19~5 HOS7ILITlfSo 
TMUS, ACQUISITION OF l00 TANKS WOUL~ NO MORE THAN RESiORE 

.!NDO~PAK ARMORRATIO WHICH PAKISTAN FOUND BARELY SUFFICIENT 
TO ~FF~CT COSTLY STALEMAT~ IN SEPTEM8ER 650- MOREOVER, IN~IA 
HAS INDIGENC~S 7~NK PRODUCTION AND OPTION BUT 25 ~ORE T-~5 
TANKS FROM USSR• 

4c GOP (QNC~RN WI!~ TANK ACQUISITIONS ~S INTENSE AND ~!GH 
LEVEL OWING TO FACTORS OUTLINED ABOVE AND IN VIEW VULNERABILITY 
OF rRITICAL AND GENERA~LYFLAT WEST PAKISTUS/PUNJAB RFGION. 
TO ARMOP ATTACKo T~us~ DEFMIN MAY 16 REQUESTED USG CLEARANCE 
FOR PURCHASE 100. M 47 TANKS FROM GEQMANY IRAWA~PINDI 43221• 
ON jUNE 13, DEFM!N PRESENTED WRITTE~ JUSTIFICATlbN OF REQUEST 
NO;ING ?17 ~47/M48 iANKS PROG~AMMED 

.PAG~ 3 RUQVGM0582 ~~CR£ T' 
FOR MAA3 SUPPLY TO PAKISTAN WHENMAP S~SPENDED, REPORTING 
~08 TANK SEPTEMBER WARLOSS, CONCLUDING PAK ARMYHAS 6EFiciENCY 
325 TANKS, AN~ INDICA7ING INTtNTION TO REPLACE OLD AND 
AT~R!TED TANKS; PARTICUlARLY M•24S iA-~29io ON JUNE 2~, 
EMBASSY RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF PAK REQUEST ON BASIS iAI 
ACQU:$:TION wou~o~OT ADD TO FORCE LEVELS BUT REP~ACE TANKS 
TO RE RETIRED; ;9; PAK ARMORINCLUDES ABOUT 400 08S0LFTE M-4S, 
!C: BUDGETARY.COST REASONABLE·, (D; ACQYISITION \.IL .. L NOT 
CON7QJ8UTE TO SUBCCNTiNENTAL MILITARY FORCE IMBALANCEIPiNDI 4730)0 
SUBSEQUENT INDICATIONS FRCM GOP TEN~ S~PPORT ABOUT CO~CLUUON~• 
GERMAN DEA~ COL~APSED I~ JULY WITH PUBLIC.REJECTION BY F~Go 
HOWFVER, WE INFORMEDDEFMIN JULY 29 WE BELIEVE OTHER ~OURCES 
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S~:LL AVAi~AB~E AND WE CONTINU!NG CONSIDER PAK REQUEST 
AGAINST ?CLICY OBJECTIVES ALTHOUGH UNA~LE AT MOMENT GiVE 
I~DICAT!JN NATURE OJR DECISION KSTAtE ~3687ic ON JULY 3~ 
DE;M!N tJNVEY?J MESSAGE FROM PRESID[NT AYUB JN~ORM!NG 
R~S~DENT JOHNSON 0~ GCP NECESSITY ACQUIRE 200 TAN~S 1iNCLUDING 
P~~DING i00l ~CQ DEFENSIV~ PURPOSES AS REPLACEMENTS A~D REQUESTfNG 
SUPPLY DIREC~~y FROM LS OR TH~OLGH ANY SOURCE JS PE~FE~RED~ 

PA GE 4 PuQq:,~,1 058?. ~ 'i! 'C R •E ,- . 

E~B~SSY ~E:T~RATED ~ECOMMENDATIONFOR PROMPT APPROVAL F-JRSj 
HUNDRED TANKS AND SUGGESTED OE~ERMENT 6~ AtTIGN SECON5 HUNDRED 
(QA~ALPi~D: EP7!o FONSEC ON AUGUST 2 REQUESTED USG IDENTJFi 
AL-ER~ATIVE TANK SOURCE AND INDICATE Jt A?P~OV~~ SO G6P MAY 
APPROt,CH SOURCE W~TI.! CONFIDENCE AND W(:'HCJT LOSi TIME i 
RAALPIND: 3V: lo ON ~UGUS~ !7 EMBASSY RfPCRfEb CONCERN LEST 
Ml~ITARY SUPPLY APPROVALS TO [NDIA COM~ TO LIGHT PRIOR 
AP0 ROVALTtN~ DEAL AND CRrATE IMPRESSION OF IMBALANCE IN 
US ~ILiTAR\ SUPPLY DECISIONS ~AVQRING IND;~o 

5,, I AM !MPl?ESSEO FROM THIS EVIDDPCE "i"HAT GOP INTENDS, IF 
pns~:8LE, 70 MAINTpiN LARGELY us iANK INVENTORY w:TH j eELIEE 
JMPORTAtlT TO OUR :NFLUENCE HERE AND TO OUR CAPASI~ITY UQ~E 
co~r:NUEC GOP RESrRAINT IN FQRCF LEVELS AND orF~NSE EXPENDITURE 

• AND, ~OPEFJL~Y, MOVE PAK:STAN IN .CONC~RT ~iTH !NDIA 'TOWARD 
SC~E UNDERSTANDING ON R~ASONAALY M!LIT~RY FORCE BALAN~E, 

• I ~O NOT CHOOSE TO ARGUE: THAT OUR F'Al.LURE TO BE FORiHCOMING 
IN fHIS REGARD ~OULD RESULT IN PAK ~IL~TARY SUPPLY DE~EN6ENC~ 
UPON CHINA AND USSR A7 COST TO US INTEREST HERE, ALTHOUGH 
I C~NNOT DENY T~A~ POSSIBILITY EXiSTSo l WQJLO PREFER ·yo 
TAKE ~y POSITION ON THE CONSIDERATIONS OUTLINED BOVE WHltH 
HAVE LED ME TC CONCLUDE THAT THE PA~ REQUEST FOQ THE FIRST 
100 T~NKS M~ETS OUR ?CLICY CRITERIA ANQ THAT A FAVORA~LE 
AND HrPEFLiLLY EARLY RESPONSE IS !NDICATEDD 

GP--3o 
OEHLERT 


	Hamilton001
	Hamilton002



