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S[)zrzfed attacL on Chavan by
Mrityunjay Prasad, M. P.

A Report on Parliament

CPYRGHT

@ URRENT'S story about Sovie( financing of

sandidates

daring the last general elections figured prominently

: in the 1
'|u‘¢wsiu;., uestions,

ok Sabha Inst week.,  Sceveral members pul
MINISTER CHAVAN had «a

HOME

fhaedl time teving to evade giving direct answers,

Swalantra member 0 N PPA-
OA,. refusing o be fobbed
If by Mr., Chavan's  “evasive”

Panswers, said thal the Russian
Lagencies,

theough various me-

cthods, hadd systenuitically  been

Cinterfering o ludia’s
oas i they are fighling
jown  elections.”

freidy come o

elections
their

Mr. Patodia suid il
Government's
inotice that - Nuv Bharat Enler-
Pprises, of 22, Ring Road, Lajpal
i Napar, New Dclhi,  was doing
thasiness with the Russians aticl
“was being used by them to

tsiphon caompaign fands,

eoncerned] aboul hostibe

He made a eategorieal state-

ment thal ME. VITALL JOUR-

KINIE of the Soviet Embassy
wias Lhe laison man between
Moscow and the CPI, and that
he regularly provulcd

ZEeSS,

M. Chavan adiiitted he was
Soviet
bioadeasts sl said bndin had
profested. This reply  did nol
appear fo aatiafy the House,

“Proofs of Soviet

Interference”

Me. A, B, Vigjpayee of the Jan

Sanphy now  entered

the fray.
“irroofs ol Soviet

interference

“have come to our notice”, he

sk, T am preatly disappointed

by thie Home Ministor's attitude;

newspapers have published cer-
taan allegations hul he ecan give
ne salislactory explanation.”
Mr. Vajpayce asked whether
Me. Chavian was aware of faris
caled fellers supposedly written
by the UK, Consul Geoneral in

Bowmbay o Ambassador Bowles,

and by Bwitish o Hipls Comnis-
sioner John Freeman  in which
pritve
Hrinde agianst Mre. 5, 1K Paldl iuul
olhurs,

feader

had al--

mule-:
vind for Radio Peace and Pro-

allepations had  bean’

H\uplhed “thot the Home an-
1or was still tatking about “alie-
gations”  when  coertain facts
(such as the hostile broadcasts)
were irrefutable”.

But the most  uncomfortable
momeni for Mr. Chavan came.
when Mr. Mrityunjay Prasad,
referring  specifically  to the!
CURRENT story, highlirhted:
the [Home Ministry’s lack of ac-
tion. :

Mr. Prasad: “In my hand
1 have a copy of CURRENT
of October 14, in which it is
written “Home  Ministry
Sits on its Biggest Story.”
Is the Home Minister aware
of this article?

“his wrticle asserts that Rs,
1,60,00,600 was  spent by the
Soviels on the Indian clections.
[Tax your atiention been driwn
to this?  If so, has any enquivy
heen made?

“Hus any altempt been made
to f(ind out how such wmoney.
comes into hwlia? [ myself can
cite lwo ways. Will you in-
vestigate?

Firstly, huge

literature, both  vernacular
and English, come in from
Soviet and Chinese sources.
These materials are sold
for Rupees. Is there any ac-:
count of how many books are
imported, how many are sold,
how much money is realised,
how much is sert to Russia
after deduction of commis-
sion, and how much remains
here?

“If_this money remains here,

o given to Russian and Chi-

quantities of

nesie sapporters? I not, what

Lappened 1o at?

“"Hn- “Soviet  Union,  along
with Fast Liermany,  Hungavy,
Polind, Bulpghrar and other Rast
Rloe States, carry on a large

Hupees,

‘he  was

MADHU LIMAYE,

ihe Home Minister

- The Auml they buy in India
wve pend Tor s Rupees. Had
there heen any attempl made o
il aut whether imports maleh
exports? Do the incoming and
joutpoing figures tally, whethor
Hor cash oor goods? By these
Hwao nethods adone one can ima-
‘pine what a huge  quantity of
Japees must hiave come into the
teountry and heen distributed?

§;Complete break-down

i A further  question  arvises,
Young Tndia has given a Tull ae-
feount, 1 you wish 1 ean sub-
ot copies of Young Indin and
SCURRENT. b these  papoers o
aoimplele break-down has been
paven, parly - wise.

“Are you prepared Lo order
Can investigation at least on this
Shrformation?

“Furthermore, 8 it nol a faet
hid s, Chinese and other
P Camnuni st State nationals were,
cduring the clections, louring
Cplaces that had no towrist inle-
Crest but o were important  from
Hhe polilical viewpnint alone?
o wondd ko ke 1o know
whethor names and information
that is  available in loreign
pupers will he rovealed to the

touse™”

Chavan was aware

Mr.. Chavan, acknowledping

aware of -the  Young
Andia and CURRENT articvles,
s that  “the use of  foreign

money in the General Election

% a malter ol some enquiry by
the Intelligenee

| Burcau”  but
that it had to be examined care-

fully,

This was too much for
who asked

sareastically, “How many years

wil! the examination go on?”

Unable to extiricate Thimself,
could only
retort that he did not wish (o

diselose information al . this
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paehcnd them might be frustrat-
ed.
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Im'm 27 Jan, 1968

NEW DELIHI: An Tndian
Army Officer, a Captain
i the Signal Corps, was
convicted for spyving on
behnll  of the  Saviets,
Fotiowing “he conviction,’

T two moviet officials post-.
ed’ i ludin were ashed

o leuve,

Thiv antervesting

tion, which appcars to

have cxcaped public no-
tice wan rey ealed ain the

Hlajva  Sabhn  vecently:

v M Lokouth Misrs, a

Swaolantra M, after the

leader of the Ripld Come-

st group  an thw

. S Hoeuse, Mr Bhupesh

1' Gaptn, challenged bim to

: disprove his  assertion

i thnt the Hassisns never

‘ interfered in  Indian
aifairs,

Replying to Gupta’s chal-
lenge, Misea  said: 1
have the judgment in
my possession (o justifly
what 1 have said.”

wforma-

Gupta promptly  retorted:
“Jadgment by wham?”
Misra itnmedintely reveal-
ed that 3l awies g Judg-
nent on a caspe tricsd in e
Court of Law  in Delhi

HETRI
Found
Cowd was

pudty and ecunvict-:

Arms Officer G
IV, Prasied who, being in
the Signal Corps, had,
access to very 5cnmt.lve
‘mititary informuation,

The Court found Prasad

h ;:mlh uf vnu.\gmg in m-
pmuagc on-hehalf of (he
“Soviet Union.

Not (onlcnt “nh quoting
the  Judgment, Misra
went on to  reveal fur-
ther details of the case,
mcluding the names of
the Souviet spies.

Ja Misrs's own
“This cane imvolved
Georgt N. Paviov, Mi-
“khail Y. Abrushkin, Yuci

V. Zozoulin

words,

nikov. Thm'

st two. who were in_
India at that time, were

ssked to leave Yndla

“"While Prasad was ar_reﬂ-
ed and sent to jail, the
persons

' nformation frum  him
and made use of it were
let off scotfree.”

Misra further revealed that

nuother incident inveolv-

. substantisted

! One would like
who took vital

ing espionage on behaif
of the Soviet Union had
occurred

L 1ees,
The Indian, Officer con-
 cerned “was  Capt. Pra-

kash (hundrn who was
_armted for contacty
with Soviet’ agents who
_had ™" worked  undor @
“hHimber of ‘tmportant
Soviet Embasxy ofitcers,
including G. . Bokrov.
3Ry, Nikelal T Krestni-

- kov and the K(.R _Be-

shdout at  the lima  of
Svotiana's defection, ‘Ha-

domnr G. }&’og&zmov.

It is .-.lgmﬁcam that while

the Communist press  ia
Indis keops hurling wa-
charges
sbout CIA activities, not
@ word i said  gsbout
specﬁﬁc insisnces of og.

- pionage involving Soviet

officers.

to ' know.
why the Government of
India is 3o reluctunt to
reveal the facts  oven
when they have been

. established in Judgmoents

by Indian law courts,

{n. . Duromber,

BALTIMORE SUM
5 NOV 1968
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Lish Almmm Sentenced As Spy

I EUTI R T AR IO TR

ere Active 16 Years ﬁag@

[London Hurean ‘aI The Yun)

London, Nav. 4--A chief tecl|-

vn u A.MIIII(JDV‘J HLA L. A lvVVU
years. Mr. Borisenko left. the
country last September 20, just

uu_yv.u yuul l.llll“y,
friends, the service of which
you _are _a_ member

nician wm the Royal Air loree
wiis sentenced her today to 21
years in rpisen for sorvnm, as a
spy for Russia.

Douglas  Ronald: Bnm(\. 36,
wlio h as been in the Alr Foree
for almost 20 years, admitted inj
Old Bailey he had been selling]
information to the Russians for
6 years in violation of the om
Cial Secretts Act,

One of his contacts, hmwn to
him as “Yuri,” was |dentified
by the government as  Alexan-
drov Ivan vmh Bonscnko “who
was a _{i IFO Fc

Six days alter Britten was first
taken to a lower court.

“PChe Dirty Business”

Sir Ilwyn Jones, the attorney

peneral, told the court Britten

mation to the Russians for mon-
oy only, not for any ideological
reason. He described Britten as
a weak man whe -was a bip
spender, always in debl, and
whase family was breaking up.
Britten has a wife and .dour
children.

Rel’é‘é&“&i@%ib&m%

cultural (lvparlmont OI the:, So-

told Britteu: "You have be-

had confessed giving the iafor-|

have been a traitor to this coun-
try. Nobedy in courl -failed to

T realize the dirly business spying

lb "
According to Sir Elwyn, Brit-
ten worked his way up in the

Alr Force from Jtelegraphist . to

chief tee hmm.m in Communica-|
tions, He w

of his amateur radio work that
he became involved in selling
m[orm.mon

‘ Ham Call Siga Used
L RDP78:0306 1A00

ensinglon Science Muscum

|

your ;.um wasdDPTOACNed Dy a ms-’
!
i

|

qmn who addro%cd him by Ifis

The Ru.ssmn mtmduccd him-
sell as a ham operator and
rasked if Britten could get him a
Iradio manual., They agreed , to
meet & month later at a subway
station, Britlen told the man al
the $econd mecting that he had

‘not beep able to get a manual,

was also a ham radiod .
operator, and it was as a result

Nevertheless,  the  Russian

‘handed him an envelope con-

taining $28 and suppested Brit-|
ten have a good dinner on him.
Brilten told -the man that he,
was b ! tmnq((*r ed to Cyprus
rranged for
hlm to mcct a x‘rxcnd there,
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. Using identificalion sentences
given him by the London Rus-
sian contact, Britlen met an-
olher Russian in _Cyprus who
went by the name of Alex,

Was Given §10
Alex gave Britten $70 after
asking him - about his family!
life, Then, at a later meeling,.
Alex and a woman companion
showed DBritten a pholograph of
Sritten receiving the $28 in Lon-
don.
. Britten realized now, Sir El-
wyn said, that pressure was
being applied, The airman was
caupht, fearing he could be ex-
posed fro accepting money from
Russians, and he began turning
over whatever information he
could, though most of il seemed
50 incomsequential that the
Russians were {rcquently an-
noyed, - .
" He gove the names of three
other ; airmen who might be
1800¢, contacts, ‘and he.was ques-
tioned about the morals and|

Isexual habits of his officers. l
FThe Russians also asked him!
about the Air Force signals and
communications networks, ‘He
passed along information in a:
false-boltomed beer can which
-he left at a phone booth.
“Threatened My Family”

:Toward the end of his tour of
Iduty in Cyrrus, Britten said the
[Russians “threatencd by family
and complained they had given
an awlul lot of money for use-
less information.”

After his return to England,
the Russians became ' increas-
ingly dissatisfied with his per-|
formance. ;

They gave him an ingenious
device that looked Yike a wallet
but opened up and could photo-
graph documents by rolling
across them. Britlen said he
never used it. The device was
displayed in court.

The Russians wanted to know
jabout the TSR-II, -the .British

‘Brittea could not help and the

. ;Boverament canceled the plane,

anyway.
_Finally, disgusted,, the Rus-
sians told him that if his work
did net improve his would “dis-
appear.” Britlen said he was
beconring very frightened and
tired of living a ‘‘perpetual e
A Secret Document |
But he did perform for his!
masters what the British gov-
ernment considered very serid
ous. He copied: off 3 secret
document at the Royal Air
Force station at Digby, Lincoln-
shire. D ) :
RAF secyirity police and mili-
lary integgigence agents had
become suspicious and they ar-

iprototype swing-wing plane, but

;gszcd Britten last September
Throughout Sir Elwyn's ac-
count of, the case today in Qld
Bailey, Britten sat' with Bis
head on-a raillng in front of
bim, His sentence began to-

"mght'"?;v‘"h.‘.:;...: e N
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February 1969

London, November 7, 1968 (AP) -- A second Soviet diplomat has been recalled
to Moscow, following disclosure that a spy was working from the diplomatic
cover of the Soviet Embassy here, it was learned today.

Well~-informed sources said at the same time that the British Govern-
ment is considering restrictions on the size of the huge Soviet Embassy,
which now has nearly twice as many diplomats as the British Embassy in
Moscow.

Col. Valentin Elistratov, an assistant Air Attache at the Soviet Em~
bassy, was the second Russian with diplomatic status to be quickly recalled
in recent weeks.

Elistratov lived in the same block of apartments as a Soviet diplomat
named in court Monday as the man who pulled the strings in the spy case.

The spy trial identified Alexander Yanevich Borisenko, first Secretary
in the cultural department of the embassy here, as a spy.

The court sentenced Douglas Britten, a Royal Air Force technician later
recruited by Borisenko, to 21 years in prison for spying Borisenko left
London for Moscow September 20, six days after Britten made his first ap-
pearance in court.

Neighbors in the block of apartments where both Russians lived said
both left unexpectedly at about the same time.

"They hardly gave us any notice at all," a spokesman for the landlord
said.

The British government is taking a new lock at the size of the Soviet

Embassy, which a year ago had 67 diplomats and service attaches and now T79.
The corresponding figure at the British Embassy in Moscow is LO.
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