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REFERENCE TO MALARIA EPIDEMIC

IN THE PARALKOTE ZONE OF THE
DANDAKARANYA PROJECT

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN (Kerala):
Sir, I wish to bring to the notice of the
Government the very serious situation
which has arisen out of the malaria epide-
mic in the Paralkote Zone of the Danda-
karanya Project,

Sir, according to the reports available
with me, the death rate is quite alarming.
The average number of malaria cases in
the Pakhanjore Hospital has been about 30
per day. Sir, according to the reports from
the Public Health Centres at Bande and
Kapsi, the ceases of malaria have been
alarmingly high in number and, as on 9th
August, 1974, the blood slides taken were
1,880 out of which 497 cases were found
to be malaria positive, the percentage being
26.43 per cent. Sir, it is a tragedy of the
highest order that even after 27 years of
independence, such an alarming rate of
malaria cases is there and that there is the
malaria epidemic 1n this area. Sir, certain
types of malaria such as cerebral and
malignant are very fatal and about 50 per
cent. of the staif and employees of the
Dandaharanya Project are suffering from
bouts of malaria and the rest are on pre-
ventive drugs.

Sir. I have received a telegram and also
letters from the Dandakaranya Employees’
Association stating that the coverage of
medical aid is grossly inadequate. There-
fore, Sir, 1 urge upon this Government to
rush medical aid immediately to the Paral-
kote Zone of the Dandakaranya Project
and save the precious lives of the employees
and workers of the Dandakaranya Project.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The House
stands adjourned till 3-00 r.M.

The House then adjourned for
lunch at nine minutes past two of
the clock.

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

DISCUSSION UNDER RULE 176
Underground Nuclear explosion conducted
by Atomic Energy Commission on the

18th May, 1974.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now, we
proceed with the discussion on nuclear ex-
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plosion. Shri Prakash Veer Shastri is not
here. Shri Advani is not here. Shri Shekha-
wat.

SHRI B. S. SHEKHAWAT (Madhya Pra-
desh): Mr. Subramanian Swamy will speak,
Sir.

MR.
Swamy.

DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY (Uttar
Pradesh): Sir, 1 would like to raise a dise
cussion on a matter arising from the nu-
clear device that was set off in Pokharan
on May, 18, 1974. I do not think there are
any two opinions about the desirability of
having this test and I myself have compli-
mented the Government for taking the step
Tor setting off this explosion. There are a
number of aspects of this explosion which
deserve special mention. It was an under-
ground explosion without the scientists hav-
ing the benefit of having set off an over-
ground atmospheric explosion, As is well
known, setting off an underground explo-
sion is far more difficult than setting off
atmospheric tests. In fact, the preparation
of a nuclear device for setting off under
ground explosions is far more sophisticated
than building a nuclear bomb. So, I would
like 1o set at rest this doubt. Some people
feel that somehow we have only reached
the testing stage and we have a long distance
to go before we can produce the atom
bomb. In the case of an atom bomb, we
try to maximise radioactivity. But in the
case of an underground explosion, we try
to minimise radioactivity. This is a much
more difficult thing to do. Therefore, this
is certainly a very big scientific feat.

Secondly, the technique of implosion is
a very sophisticated technique and the fact
that the very first test that this country
undertook, was based on the technique of
imposion is very heartening thing. And
thirdly, Sir, 1T would like to commend this
Government especially for maintaining sec-

recy about the test. And I would like
to say that even T myself, who
keep very close contact with what

is going on in the field of atomic energy,
has not even the faintest idea of its com-
ing. But the time for compliments is over
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because this explosion was set off on 15th
May ot this year and now almost three
months are over, and we have to look
at the problem more realistidally as to
where we go from here and where we go
from this nuclear test. I thing, enough
praise has been lavished and we, especially
I myself and members of my Party, are
very happy that the position that we have
been taking for the last 12 years has been
vindicated, though grudgingly, by the
Government.

Str, the 1ssues that are relevant for this
discussion are: Why do we have to set off
this explosion? I am not in favour of
explosion. The question is: What is the
logic, whay s the dectrine that you have
got and what plan have you got in setting
off this explosion? Now, take the word
‘peaceful explosion’. The way that we go
on hammering that it is peaceful seems like
the old saying about a lady who protested
too much. In fact, when you protest too
much, you begm to worry whether there
is something belund t. Sir, it is wrong
for the Prime Minister to tell this House
that there has not been a departure in the
policy relating to explosion. In 1970—1 for-
got the exact date—she did say that nuclear
tests--nuclear tests Include  underground
nuclear tests—are in the category which is
barred for Indian peaceful programme. She
changed it a little later, perhaps, a year
Jater. But, initiallv, she did take a very
categorical  position. When she was in
Canada 1n 1973, the position she took in a
television interview made it out that under-
ground puclear tests would not be consider-
ed peaceful because the line of division is
very thin. Sir, T would like to make a small
diversion. In the United States, there has
been a speculation that this is a second
try for the Government of India at nuclear
tests, and that actually, we did try earlier
but we failed. One Senator—I forgot his
name—went to China and after coming
back, made the statement. I tried to look at
this particular thing. with whatever little
contact and knowledge T have, and T must
say that this is ridiculous. The Govern-
ment of India, to my knowledge., never
tried out an atomic test earlier. But, I
did discover one thing that the Govern-
ment of India had scheduled a test a few
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days before the U.P.

February, 1974 . . .

election—on 15th

(Inierruptions)

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, now
you continue.

SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY: 1t was
scheduled for 15th February, 1974. And
when they started digging, the scientists ran
into water. So, that particular programme
had to be given up, and this date was later
shifted to May 18. And, unfortunately, this
test could not be used for the purpose for
which 1t was originally intended. If this
was not intended to be an election
stunt, then I would like to know the
Government of India’s policy on the ques-
tion of nuclear cnergy and weapons. For
example, what 1s the explicit atutude of
the Government of India to nuclear wea-
pons? In 1968, the Prime Minister said
that she was not in favour of nuclear wea-
pons because thcre was no substitute for
conventional weaponry and that nuclear
weapons were of no use. She said this in
the Lok Sabha on 24th Apri, 1968. It is,
therefore, commonjy argued that nuclear
weapons are of no use because they can-
not be used. My argument is, precisely be-
cause the nuclear weapon cannot be used, it
is useful. In other words, the usefulness
of nuclear weapons arises mainly from the
fact that it cannot be used. Although in
the last 25 years nuclear weapons have not
been dropped anywhere, the threat of use
of nuclear weapons has been used at least
14 or IS times. ! think, even in the 1971
Bangladesh war, when the U.S. Seventh
Fleet came to the Bay of Bengal, they car-
ried nuclear weapons on board. Tt was also
a nuclear propelled ship. But, that is irrele-
vant to the question. They did not have to
telt the Prime Minister explicitly that if you
go any further we will use nuclear weapons.
The more fact that the ship carried nuclear
weapons was a sufficient threat. [ know
. India was in complete jitters the moment
the Seventh Fleet entered the Bay of
Bengal. It is really very sad, very sad.
(Interruptions). Nuclear weapons have been
used in a variety of places, for example,
+ to prevent the outbreak of a war in Quemoy
|in 1958 when the Chinese were about to
" capture the island, the United States issued
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a nuclear threat and prevented the out-
break of the war. Similarly, in the Chen
Ban Dau island dispute between the
U.S.S.R. and China the threat of the use
of nuclear weapons was used to prevent
the outbreak of war. The threat of the use
of nuclar weapons can be used to prevent
the outbreak of a war. It can also be used
to speed up the negotiations.

Now, we have to look far ahead of what
is going to be the strategic picture before
this country. Now, we know, for example,
that none of us really in the Government
fore-saw the Bangladesh episode taking
place. In fact, the Bangladesh thing took
place rather suddenly and then we were
caught napping, so to speak, and 12 mil-
lion refugees came to our country and we
had to go about telling the rest of the
world and asking them what to do till the
domestic public opinion forced the Govern-
ment to go into Bangladesh and liberate
Bungladesh. Now, similarly a situation can
arise in the case of West Pakistan. There
are fissiparous tendencies in West Pakistan.
A situation is now developing  beiween
Afghanistan and Pakistan and you know
what the Aghan Ambassador said when he
came to this country. So, it is possible that
we may agam be caught napping and four
parts of Pakistan may disintegrate. The
question is what will this country do then,
totally unprepared, and this will then be-
come a cockpit,of the syper-power mechina-
tions and wiil be again in a great deal of
difficulty. We know last time because of the
total unpreparedness ofl the Government,
this Government had to rush into signing
the 1ndo-Soviet Treaty which, in my opin-
ion, does not serve the interests of this
country. But we had to rush into signing
this Treaty because at that time we needed
a psychological crutch and so we signed
the Treaty. So, if a similar situation were
to arise on the western frontier, we won’t
know what to do.

Now, coming to the technological side,
the Prime Minister herself has, said that
the technological capability employed in
the Pokharan test was with us in 1964.
She was replying to a foreign correspon-
dent when she said: All along you knew
wé had the capability. Why are ym} making
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such a noise? In 1964 we could have set off
the same explosion, but we did not. Now
we find that we are in a position to em-
bark on it to conceive a constructive pro-
gramme and that is why we set off this
explosion, Technologically we have not ad-
vanced beyond 1964; that is the implica-
tion of what the Prime Minister says.

Now, there are certain disturbing trends
in atomic power programme. We have cer-
tainly failed on our power ~ programme.
Among the 15 countries producing atomic
power, the positon of our country was 5th
some five or six years back. Today our
position is dropped to 13th among the 15
countries producing atomic power. In 50s
Bhabha, for example, had conceived that
by 1975-76 we shall have atomic power
capabilitv of 3 thousand m.w, Then Sara-
bhai came and he changed it to 1 thousand
mw.—from 3 thousand to 1 thousand.
Now. as far as our planning goes, I will
not be really very surprised if we drop to
600 m.w. In other words, we are falling

'back on the vision that Dr. Bhabha had

set before this country.

Secondly, look at Tarapur. Its most of the
‘ime js wasted, It has all kinds of problems.
Why s this happening? If we are going
to have nuclear tests for peaceful purposes,
plutonium has to come from somewhere.
Where are you going to produce enought
plutonium to have a series of tests? Are
you going to have these tests when there
is some railway strike or sweepers’ strike
or some such strike to threaten the striking
people? Wherefrom are you going to have
sufficient plutonium?

Similarly, look at the state of affairs in
the Atomic Minerals Division. A scientist
is missing there and to this date the Govern-
ment does not know of his whereabouts.

Secondly, Uranium was smuggled and
there is a charge against a Congress Minis-
ter in Bihar that he is behind the smugg!l-
ing of uranium but to this also there has
been no satisfactory answer. What is happen-
ing to uranium? Again, the Atomic Mine-
rals Division is an important division. There
is a labour ftfrouble. No time has been
found to solve the labour problem there.
The whole Division has been transferred
to Hyderabad where there is no building

-
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and the employees are in a great dea] of
distress and suflering. It has been com-
pletely neglected.

It is all right for the masses or the faces
on that side to look at the explosion as if
these are the Divali crackers but let me
tell you that you have not advanced an
inch farther than 1954. If you want it
seriously, you will have to think about the
components, (Time rings bell).

In conclusion, let us have a look at cer-
tain problems. The first thing is let us not
confine ourselves to underground explo-
sions, that is a much more expensive and
difficult thing to do. Let us go in for at-
mospheric tests. Here I would like to quote
from the Treaty banning Nuclear Weapon
Tests. Article 1V of the Treaty says:

“Each Party shall in exercising its na-
tional sovereignty have the right to with-
draw from the Treaty if it decides that
extraordinary events, related to the sub-
ject matter of this Treaty, have jeopar-
dized the supreme interests of its country.
It shall give notice of such withdrawal
to all other parties to the Treaty three
months in advance,”

Now the Treaty itself has a clause which
provides for withdrawal from the Treaty.
I do not see any reason why we should tie
down our hands and not go in for atmos-
pheric tests. We have to think about this.
We can locate islands, we can locate regions
where such tests can be converted and we
should go in for atmospheric tests without
any inhibition if you are serious about nu-
clear energy development. I can tell the
benches here that future government in this
country is not bound by all the idiotic and
silly treaties that you have signed. Future
government will certainly repudiate these
treaties. If you do not do it, we shall cer-
tainly do it. (Interruption). We shall not
accept any treaty signed under imperialist

- influence or woolly-headed thinking on the
part of the Government. Certainly, future
generation will be protected by us,

Secondly, I will suggest that certain com-
ponents of the Atomic Energy Commission
should be saved from wasting. Probably in
this connection T would urge vou to take
the Parliament into confidence, if necessary

4/3(D)22RSS—6
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Members of Parliament, to look into some-
thing-like garbar that is gomning on in the
Atomic Energy Comnussion, the Electronics
Commission and the Space organisalion to
come up with an integrated programme of
Rs. 200 crores per year to produce nuclear
weapons for the protection of this country.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT (Haryana): Mr.
Deputy Chairman, Sir, I am grateful to
you for the opportunity that you have
given. 1 am only sorry that a good case
has been completely spoiled by my friend,
Mr. Subramanian Swamy. The way he has
put the whole case, the good case has been
very badly spoiled. 1 do not know whether
the Jan Sangh feels proud of the way they
are trying to project the idea of nucleari-
sation. I am certainly one of those persons
who have been for a number of years want-
ing nuclearisation of India for bombs and
for everything but not the way Mr. Subra-
mianian Swamy is trying to do. We are
taking steps on the basis of our strength.
The decision to have a nuclear explosion
was taken about 2-3 years back as was told
by the Defence Mmister. At that time, Sir,
in 1971 we had come to Parliament with a
massive majority. It was not out of weak-
ness that we decided to have a nuclear ex-
plosion. We had our strength in 1971-72
when we decided to have nuclear explosion.
So, Sir, basically this must be understood
that whatever decision we take, we take
on our own. May be, I personally feel, a
halting decision has been taken; we should
have done it much earlier. But let us not
say about U.P. elections and President’s
rule. This shows the diseased mind of the
Opposition people as to how a good thing
done by our scientists and by the Govern-
ment, they want to lower it down. You are
not raising the prestige of this counrty by
saying this . . .

SHRT SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY: This
is getting to be (Interruptions). What did 1
say? Why are vou going away from the
fact?

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr
Swamy, when you called the treaty idio-
tic and all that. let him also say.
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SHRI SUBRAMANIAN SWAMY: I
called the treaty idiotic; I did not call him
idiotic.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: Some criti-
cism in the world that we have received
after the explosion is due to the psychology
in the world, the Yalta psychology, I must
say, where the world was divided in two
different spheres of influence by the big
powers, Sir, it was the same type of re-
action as we saw when Pandit Nehru
launched the policy of non-alignment. The
world was divided among the big powers
but Pandit Nehru said: No; the countries
had got freedom; liberation struggle had
taken place. So those very countries decid-
ed to launch a non-aligned policy which
was a challenge to that system at that time.
And then, our non-aligned policy was a
success. Same way, Sir, I will say our nu-
clear explosion or implosion, whatever you
may call it is a success. We call it non-
aligned explosion because we have neither
joined the atomic weapons powers nor had
we a fall out from this explosion.

Sir, why the world is angry with us? The
very powers, the very countries, our friend-
ly countries like Canada and others did
not criticise the super powers when they
had the explosions but when India went in
for an explosion, they criticise us because
the mentality of the world powers is to di-
vide the world. But, Sir, the world has
gone ahead; the world is going ahead and
[ am sure, more and more countries will
come to take their new technology, new
atomic power so that this monopoly of the
five powers goes away.

Sir, whatever we have done is just a
spin-off from the steady development of the
programme which Dr. Bhabha and Pandit
Nehru had launched at that time. We must
pay and this House must pay tributes to
Dr. Bhabha who before independence had
thought of establishing and starting the
work on atomic energy and Jawaharlal
Nehru took it forward. Sir, even Pandit
Nehru had many times said that we do
not want fo follow what others do; India
wants to get on its own strength and will
become technologically powerful. Sir, the
Scientific Policy Resolution which the Par-
liament had passed was in that direction
and atomic energy was one of the most
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important parts of scientific development.
The couniry has to go ahead; nuclear
energy and power has to be strengthened
and must go forward to build up a new
society, and a new socialist country.

When the nuclear Non Proliferation
Treaty was about to be signed, India re-
jected saying that we will not sign it. And
it was rightly rejected because it was an
unequal treaty. Big powers could retain the
nuclear weapons; they could produce nu-
clear weapons but not others. Even, Sir, in
the NPT, a peaceful explosion could be
done by only 5 powers and not by others.

And the supervision of the nuclear ener-
gy programme could be done only by
those who are all nuclear powers, who
have been proliferating these things. That
is the situation. How could India accept to
sign that treaty? I am sorry my friend, Mr.
Subramanian Swamy, only quoied Shrimati
Indira Gandhi’s particular statements. I am
sure if the records of the House are seen
and if the reports of the Consultative Com-
mittee on Afomic Energy are seen you will
find that the Prime Minister and the Go-
vernment had clearly said that they will
carry out explosions for peaceful purposes.
Not only that; when the non-aligned confe-
rence was held in Lusaka the non-aligned
powers in a Resolution Rhave said that
peaceful underground explosions can be
conducted. So whatever the Government of
India has done it has done very correctly
and it is according to the decisions taken
and announced by the Prime Minister earl-
ier. Sir, the only thing of which I am ra-
ther critical is that it should have been
done earlier than now. Even now I want
to warn that there are certain forces both
within the Government and outside because
I have talked to many important people
and they say that if you had more nuclear
explosions and make atom bombs it will
be a very costly affair and we should not
go about it. Sir, when our nuclear explo-
sions took place many powers in the world
were shedding crocodile tears for our poor
teeming millions. They were saying that
poverty was our first enemy and we must
fight it out. I would like to know after the
war, after the Hiroshima and Nagasaki
bombing is it not a fact that Britain and
the Soviet Union launched on a programme
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of nuclear weapons development when
they were still recovering from the ravages
of the war. In the same way China was re-
covering from the failures of the Great
Leap Forward when they decided to go 1n
for nuclear weapons development and nu-
clearisation of their country. France had
its own economic difficulties and was fight-
ing the Vietnam war and the Algerian co-
lonial war when she went in for nucleari-
sation. So, Sir, the position in the world
today is this, A nation is not merely strong
Jjust because of economic growth or agri-
cultural growth. A nation is considered
strong on the basis of its warheads, its
military power, its defence expenditure. As
I have always fought for economic and so-
cialistic growth, in the same way 1 would
like to fight here for making India strong
in matters of defence also with nuclear
weapons, nuclear bombs. 1 would like to
quot Herbert Klein, Presidential Aide of
Nixon, who pointed out when they were
trying to improve relations with China that
800 million Chinese armed with” nuclear
weapons could not be ignored. Yes; they
could be ignored as they were all these
years but not after IS5 nuclear blasts at
Lop Nor and two earth satellites. In the
same way Nixon could afford to neglect
Japan when he was trying to negotiate with
China. At that time Japan’s former Minis-
ter of Foreign Trade referred to the pos-
sibility of Japan's future generations con-
sidering the nuclear weapons option if his
country was pushed around. Sir, it must
be clearly understood that no Parliament,
no Government, no Prime Minister can
bind a nation for generations to come and
1 feel that as long as the world powers
are playing this game of proliferation, as
long as there are stockpiles of atomic and
nuclear weapons, this country will have to
go in for the manufacture of atom bombs,
puclear bombs, hydrogen bombs and all
that in order to keep ourselves strong.

SHRI S.S. MARISWAMY (Tamil Nadu):
You want to make all these bombs?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Ben-
gal): Mr., Krishan Kant, this is the only
one thing you are generally saying wrong.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: I know I am
quite correct because in my thinking I am

L/3(D)22RSS—6a

[21 AUGUST 1974]

Original Scan

Atomic Energy
Commission

166

| not bogged down by any mnfluences. I am
sure in the interests of India it is very
necessary. Just see what Japan which has
been very critical of us has to say about
this. In a Japanese White Paper in 1970
they have said that ‘possession of defensive
nuclear weapons was not a violation of
Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution re-
nouncing war’. Japanese forces are being
strengthened, reinforced and modernised.
When all these things are taking place, may
I know why India should lag behind? 1
congratulate the Government on what they
have done; we should not lag behind.
There must be clarity of vision in these
matters. It must be understood that if more
powers come in there will be more proli-
feration. What happened to biological war-
fare? When the question came up more
than thirty countries in the world were
capable of making biological agents. These
thirty countries, including all the big po-
wers, signed a convention agreeing to ban
the production and storage of biological
agents. In the same way today I read that
Pakistan and Iran, both in their own way,
are trying to have a nuclear-free zone in
Southeast Asia. I do not want the Govern-
ment of India to come out every tie with
a clarification that we are doing it for
peaceful purposes. Why should we be apo-
logetic? If India needs it and changes take
place in the world situation, certainly we
will go nuclear and manufacture nuclear
bombs and nuclear weapons. Why should
you bind the future generation to behave
like that? Only one or two points I would
like to bring to your kind notice, I had
brought this to the notice of the Govern-
ment and the Prime Minister and I think
the Minister was also present. It is about
the danger of theft and stealing of nuclear
fissile materials. A report by Prof. Mason
Wilbich has come out about the danger to
international peace and security of stealing
fissile materials and their subsequent use
by organised criminal gangs. There are va-
rious ways in which the Mafia-type orga-
nisation inside any advanced industrial
country could develop their own atomic
weapons. This aspect should be subjected
to adequate discussion and scrutiny by the
Government. I had already referred to this
matter and at that time I wanted the De-
partment of Atomic Energy to create a cell
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for studying this aspect. There does not
seem to be any co-ordination between the
Department of Atomic Energy and the Mi-
nistry of External Affairs. I was told that
something would be done, but 1 do not
know why the Department of Atomic
Energy is afraid of creating a cell which
will study and analyse what are the dan-
gers of proliferation and not only prolife-
ration but stealing and unauthorised use of
it. This could have been done. Why has it
not been done? I feel there is some lacuna
and there is no proper co-ordination bet-
ween the Ministry of External Affairs and
the Department of Atomic Energy. This
should take place, as it used to be during
Dr. Bhabha’s time and Dr. Vikram Sara-
bhai’s time. I feel you will lag behind if
you do not do this. The information col-
lected by the cell could be utilised by your
delegates at the conference in Geneva and
you can impress upon the world poyvers
saying that the danger is not from India.
The danger is not from small powers. The
danger is from the five big powers. The
diversion by pilferage of just 0.01 per cent
of the fissile materials would be enough
to produce a number of bombs and it would
create havoc in the world, I would like the
Government of India to look into it. When
the Minister replies, he must tell us what
has happened to the point which I have
been raising for the last two years. Every
time Dr. Sethna of the Department of
Atomic Energy has been deliberately try-
ing to mislead us. I do not want the Gov-
ernment of India to lag behind. This is
just the time when we should take advan-
tage of the leverage we have and perform
many more tests and bigger explosions, so
that we can influence the discussion not
only now, but in the review conference on
the non-proliferation treaty which is taking
place in 1975. 1 feel we are sleeping. We
must mobilise world opinion by using the
present situation when we have got the nu-
clear leverage. We must try tc force the
big powers so that they will disarm them-
selves and reduce their arms. When there
was a discussion between Russia and Ame-
rica last time they could not agree on one
thing. They agreed on the prevention of
nuclear war, but they could not agreed on
‘no first use’ of nuclear weapons against
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each other. They could not agree on that.
We must create a climate and we must
take Japan and other countries with us and
see that the world powers are forced to
have nuclear disarmament and destruction
of all nuclear weapons. If within five or
ten years they do not come around, India
would be morally right to go in for nu-
clear weapons and even nuclear bombs.
Then, no country in the world can say that
we did not try our best and the future
generation will not blame us that we have
lagged behind.

188

Thaok you.
SHRI S. S. MARISWAMY: First
of all let me make my  position

very clear. As an Indian, I am proud that
we have exploded this nuclear bomb. It is
a modern innovation and we have come
on a par with the leading nations of the
world. But, Sir, I do not feel as happy as
my friend, Mr. Krishan Kant, on that side
or as Mr. Subramanian Swamy on this
side. If we look into our history during the
pass two hundred years, the period can be
called as the Rritish period, the Gandhian
era, the Nehru era and the Indira Gandhi
era, which we are beginning now. Forget
about the British period. But the rest of
the periods are all based on our policy of
non-alignment and non-violence, and we
have not completely got out of it. So, this
explosion gives us, on our side, a little
anx‘ety. As Mr. Krishan Kant said, if some-
body steals it and throws it, it can be a
catastrophe, After this explosion, we have
gaired admiration in certain parts of the
world and at the same time we have earn-
ed some suspicion from some other parts
of the world. For example, our nearest
neighbours, Pakistan and some of the Mid-
dle-eastern countries, have some suspicion,
and now and then, they are casting asper-
sions on us, they are attributing motives
about our final aim. In spite of the fact
that Madam Prime Minister and other res-
ponsible leaders have made it very clear
time and again that our intention is to use
it for peaceful purposes, we are not totally
and completely, cent per cent, able to al-
lay the suspicion. It is a very delicate situa-
tion we are in.

When we are discussing this subject, my
mind goes back to 1963 when, on the ad-
vice of Panditji, a delegation was sent to
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America under the auspices of the Gandhi ! the

Peace Foundation. It was headed by the
late lamented revered Rajaji. And our for-
mer Member, Shri R. R. Diwakar, was
also a member in it. They went and met
Mr. Kennedy to request him to ban nu-
clear explosions. Mr. Kennedy gave them
15 minutes. After hearing Rajaji who look-
ed at his watch at the end of the time, Mr.
Kennedy told Rajaji, “Do not look at the
watch, Go ahead. I am hearing something
fresh and new”. He spoke for half-an-hour.
After the interview was over, Mr. Kennedy
said. “It is for the first time that I have
heard such an illuminating talk about the
danger to the world from nuclear wea-
pons”. He said that Rajaji’s talk had a
civilising effect on him and that this entire
concept of nuclear weapons would undergo
a change. This is our tradition, this is our
history.

Now, everybody says everywhere that
our intentions are peaceful. But my only
request is that we must not simply keep
on saying like that; we must also put it
into practice. The earlier we put it into
practice, the better it is for us and for the
rest of the world. Forgetting for the mo-
ment about war-heads, etc.—our intention
i not to wage war on any country—we
- must try to see that the nuclear power,
. nuclear energy, is created so that the coun-
try will be saved from this critical situa-
tion and it is of great help to alleviate the
sufferings of the poor people. Then only
- will T be happy, and people who belong to
- my school of thought would also be hap-
py. If you go round the country and find
out how many people have understood the
implication of this, how many people are
feeling the impact of this explosion, you
will be thoroughly disappointed because
not even one per cent of the entire popu-
lation has felt the impact of it, because
they are not in that position they are so
poverty-stricken, their concern is only about
their next meal.

So, it is all right that we have exploded
‘the bomb; we have earned laurels all over
the world and we have come on a par
with other nations. But my request is this,
Now the time has come when Wwe must
turn back and we should try to use it for

[21 AUGUST 1974]
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uplift of our poor, down-troden
masses.
Thank you.
SHRI NAND KISHORE BHATT

(Madhya Pradesh): Mr. Deputy Chairman,
Sir, harnessing of atomic energy for peace-
ful purposes is our national objective.
Right from the days of Jawaharlalji, when
in 1946 Hirosiuma was bombed, while
condemning that bombing he said that
here is a power which if properly harness-
ed can go a long way to improve the lot
of humanity, India’s efforts in this direc-
tion have been going on since that time.
It is no secret that the Atomic Energy
Commission has been studying conditions
under which peaceful nuclear explosions
carried out underground could be of eco-
nomic benefit to India without causing any
environmental hazard.

Sir, underground tests for peaceful pur-
poses have been undertaken only after there”
have been satisfactory answers to the pro-
blems of environment. The 18th May ex-
periment did not result in any radioactive
contamination of atmosphere. To quote
the Prime Minister:

“The radioactivity was so well con-
tained that a party of scienfists was
able to fly 30 metres above the site and
reach up to 250 matres on the ground
within an Lour of the experiment with-
out encountering any radioactive conta-
mination.”

Sir, what is more important is that in-
kecping with the established scientific tra-
ditions the Atomic Energy Commission
proposes to publish papers giving results
of the experiment for the benefit of the
scientific  wotid.

-

We are proud that all the material,
equipment, technical know-how and the
personnel were all Indian. We have not
violated any international law or obliga-
tion or commitment in this regard with
any country. This is positively a tribute
to the farsightedness of Pt. Yawaharlal
Nehru, the Prime Minister and the Atomic
Energy Commission, and especially the
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[Shri Nand Kishore Bhatt]

young scientists here who have been work-
ing day in and day out to achieve this
successful test,

Sir, there have been mixed reactions to
our experiment; particularly countries like
Canada and Pakistan have been very much
critical. The Prime Minister has reaffitimed
our policy of using nuclear energy for
peaceful and constructive purposes. We
have no intention of developing nuclear
weapons since it is contrary to our declar-
ed objective of international peace and res-
pect to the sovereignty of all nations big
or small. Pakistan has been harping on
its oft-repeated theme of nuclear black-
mail in spite of several clarifications by
our country and India’s widlingness to
share her nuclear technology with™ that
country in the same way as with others.
We are happy that recently there has been
a change in the attitude of Pakistan and
they have been trying to understand our
point of view. One notable feature 1s that
unlike the 1eactions of some world Govern-
ments, by and large the response of the
peoples of different countries of the world
has been just the opposite. They believe
that India is a peaceful country quietly
busy in finding solutions to her own eco-
nomic problems consistent with her policy
of self-reliant, democratic socialist econo-
my.

Sir, at the time when this explosion took
place I happened to be in Hong Kong at-
tending an Asian Trade Union Conference
where we had representative from almost
all the democratic Asian countries. A reso-
lution was sponsored by friends from New
Zealand and Australia showing some con-
cern about the Indian explosion. But when
we took up this guestion individually and
collectively with the representatives of these
countries, 1 am happy to say that we
could convince them of our bona fides with
the result that the resolution condemning
India’s experiment was altogether changed
- hoping that the policies and the declara-
tions of India would be in pursuit of
human welfare and would contribute to
solving the problems of the suffering huma-
nity. They were quite appreciative of our
effort and they hoped that the Govern-

ment of India will only adhere to that | efforts towards achieving our

Vs
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policy and that smaller and poorer coun-
tries will emulate from the example of
India and will have everything to share
and come closer to understand her way
of working for the benefit of their suffering
people. Sir, at no time has India departed
from her policy of peaceful uses of nu-
clear power. This is clear from the fact
that we have been a signatory to the Nu-
clear Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963. Our
nuclear device test is not at all in viola-
tion of that treaty. But, we did not sign
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty of
1968 which created a dichotomy between
nuclear “haves” and “have-nots”. India’s
test explosion has to be seen as a techno-
logical break-through by an Asian coun-
try with the single aim of using knowledge
for comstructive purposes. Sir, there has
been a criticism that India is a poor coun-
try and instead of using its resources for
dealing with the problems of her people,
she has indulged in the luxury of explod-
ing a nuclear device. A cursory look
at the total investment in scientific
and technological research shows that
hardly 0.8 per cent. of our funds has been
utidised for this purpose. Strangely enough
it as all right for the industrially advanced
countries to manufacture and sell vast
quantities of lethal arms and vast quanti-
ties of conventional weapons of mass des-
truction to the poor developing nations,
but they find it immoral for a country like
India to utilise its scientific and technical
know-how for solving its own problems,
particulaily the problem of poverty, which
has become all the more huge in view of
our population explosion which has gone
up in geometrical progression, and which
has made the situation really difficult! Sir,
we know very well that we have got our
own problems and we alone will have to
find their solutions, It irritates people
abroad, particularly the highly developed
countries, as to why India wants to be a
self-reliant country and why India does
hot want to go to them with a begging
bowl. We are very happy and proud of
our achievement. Indians all over the
worid, feel equally very happy and proud.
Th‘ey are completely with us and with the
Prime Minister in all developmental
objectives,
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st O A Awew (faew) ¢
SareaeT AgIET, U A qeqr #¢ gfee & ww
¥ gET W A9 3 AR S9% ag  feegeama
oI g, At gowa #r gfte @
fergeam &1 T g €Y &, afew aga
F 39 % A STHT TITTE | T 37 HTL
& | TF FT0 a1 ;i g, Fwifw fergeam
AWM F1 G I @MT 751 faear g | feeg-
T & FrEHT #1aE § gEe aq & 3
fAdT T e € AR gEw woA
F AZ & fF g #1 wuer grea & fan
FAY AT & FIT fAs7T @Ay wmar 2

S A USTAT H UFCASTT AT §
9AF TR T TG FT A T/ AV AT T
TAT | FHE TE AT R gm AW F o 3w
ARAFT § HIT AL gH TF JIAT FT 3TN
FT AT TAZ T AT ATAT GLAT FT AT FTHR
TFAATH FLTFHA § WA G 7 ofF 73477
FL GHT § | A TR B H T 78
Fear ar qfera g, afFT g0 gaAS Ay
it wfafer g % B¢ A e gl & @
TR & TQEHAT, ST IF Jw, TWTARTAT
mfmad smmfrgd g 1 AN
ATH-ATE TEHT (G FAT § AT FIE AT
ATFE-ATH  ST(e< Aal HLAT & | UL & aga
Fq awaa d SR aw eama fear 1)
FWY o B AT A TEET €A FpA
21 g ufar & #iR o go 3w, i e
TG, TAH| =0T GHAT g1, ATHA FTleFIa:
W St WA T M ARl
TAAY & SART T THATAA H=0T AGT AT |
WA gH A AW 99 FF 91 TG
EFTIANNSY GAT STTAEHT &, FHRTHTT Y o7t
FITT |1y | # 48 78! wgan g fr fgrseqm
FT LA TN A qradr § F ogadt
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affr wR wwm Afwd  fE @ gE
ew #1 fewee w7 3 fad meg-oeel
F1 frufor sie fifam @ s@ ax Y @9
FA AL EET 21 AfFT ww W e
fe oo 3w Ay wr A @Y &wd g1, fog =@
qw § @R Gt AY g 1 O oHT g 9 A
T awaar % 79 37 F g7 7 gfeangua
oA FEEAT AR e Joeq & faaio &
g4 g1, afex & wnea g fF wafas wast
FY TEGT TRAAS & (7 @ FET AT(GC |
Tafad it a5 fETd 9wes & fau "
FT B A &, T9F AT H gRT € gAT & fF
TAFT ST ZFAT & 9 FIHT FEe 1528 g |
g ag W1 g ¢ 5 3% 8 aig & 9 aqAE
HTEAT 8§ THT ATHT TATT qF AGT AT G
& AR T 1 =rer ZATL OTq EY § Sy S
FI WA FE | AT AFAAL CFACATS
#ag afsq g {F 1 17 g fedft a% e
GRT FTWHAT § HI IH STTAL 01 T Gl T
&\ EA AT W AT A O fefewedr ag
o f fre ava | <@ #F grg sl 99 4,
GIATL T T P AT H TG FL SR AT
YSAT 9T, AaT aid § feogew g a a6y
q9E 4 Tad Ffoard gy oft | /T -
FATIT SIS | a7 F5ATS 8 SR Y )
zafad 3@ A § 1 98 FmET Sqaq
3 % TF A @ FET E

#7 ag 1 g 2 fF 3oF ag W) wfsq
g fr gelt & seaeaga A= aF T ST as-
TR AR A AT IGHT ST HFAT R, TR aF o
oY SATRHT FT 9FTAT TEWT £ AT | T
TF g7 @ o 9%, F1X 9w S W §,
SART AT AT ST QFAT g | AFT TATHT FY
S HATT 2, S FATT & ATARA | TF
gadl fATd FATE AT W § AR g
gaT & fF WA Se 9 ST uAEes T
7 SUATT fRar SToAr | g off g9e gaT @
fr wzrg @ a9 S 9T qEY |
giq &7 91T §, 33 W FHT oAy &
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« T & 5 ot & weax S aHt g swwt @
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%, 947 Sigaga § gaH! A o 9 |
T4 A6 KT T 49 1T, Tg § G
FEAT ATET |

STATEMENTS BY DEPUTY MINISTER

I. Re. the Financial position of the Rail-

ways

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
Minster may lay the statement on the
Table of the House.

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
KINISTRY OF RAILWAYS (SHRI
MOHD. SHAFI QURESHI): Sir, I beg to
jay on the Table a Statement (in English
aad Hindi) . . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West Ben-
gal): On a point of order. We have taken
the permission, 1 went to the Chairman
and on his suggestion we have some sub-
missxon, to make to the House. After
that . . .

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: This is
a financial statement.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: 1 must
bring to your notice one thing. 1 hope
hon. Members opposite will bear with me
for the simple reason that the issue that
1 am raising today bears on certain very
important constitutional aspect as well as
conventions that we have hitherto follow-
ed. I think quite apart from the other as-
pect of the controversy, this matter should
be considerted on merit. You know very
well that yesterday we raised certain
points. We did not get the satisfactory
answer. I went and toid the Chairman in
the Chamber that during my 22 years of
Parhamentary life, I have never come ac-
cross such an eperience in the matter of
functioning of Government viz-a-viz Par-
liamentary institutions. 1 requested him to
cite another example from our own consti-
tutional practice or from a  comparable
situation in other countries where an
identical system functions.

On the 19th August PTI carried a news
tlem after an interview with  President
Giri. He is still the President of the coun-
try. This is the news item.
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SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: The
walk-out was planned since before this
discussion, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
they had done it earlier.

I  wish

DISCUSSION UNDER RULE 176

Underground Nuclear cxplosion conducted
by Atomic Energy Commission on the
18th May, 1974—contd.

% guRE ATEEW ( I VRA) : IU-
guTafa S, 18 WL, 1974 &1 TGN §
TE F T 9T A7 7 foewie G F
wea ¥ fopar war, 3w fov & guk sfem 9
TF 79T AT AE AT & | AT S0 AT
]W AAT | IiEA AT §, 4 TF AGA
F1d ¢ o< gas fad gara shagw gao &
G T TATELATS AgE FT gAAT ATE
FIT | 51 AZE ST 7 T@AFIT & q18 JUAT
T8 919 9T 2T FT1 e faeran, @ AT
saa foea B gW famrma #1 s agar =nfgy
T gH wfgarz § fad o fagm w1 a1
e wifer MR faw #7 gfee & &=
AL | 7 9 AN FHT FATA T ST AT
AT 9 GHATE | GO SHGAT A a5 3 @
F AT FgaT 9gaT g f 1 o fewqrr & o
&, 91 g g% AT 912 a0% ¥ &
&, 99 T FT JAET & a7 7 wrao fzar s
& % aga & awwT Ak o fZAw
SEI
[The

Vice-Chairman (Shrimati Purabi
Mukhopadhyay) in the Chair.]

(Interruptions)

WTRa UF wfgard) 3m 8, et gy ag-
I wfgat § & T Few AR qTA
qEH T §, T8I U< 3T I $7 ATATIFRAT &
fF 3w F ovex o & @vaeg § Smaf
TE ST AT AEfTF famrT Y a<E d A
A AT AT (Tnderruptions) TTIH (g &
T ? TR O g A AT A A7

L, J(D)22RSS—T7
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T &) HITH 573 18 qTha & | & T AR
¥ ag {3 < 3 Argan g F gt w T
AT A1 FATEY AT Fgw ST 7 1948 HE
ST ATL T GG a7 @1 o1, Jg afqar
T A Igiv W2Tier uasi] farer 997 foFam o o
HIT Iq a9 WY I €95 &7 § AT T
ot fF gw watfas oasff & aX § o1 55
FEA AR, I H AT 7 oA G
A AfHT FT AAEC g8 * {7, AT &
far 7@ 4, Wy o T TR
a3 w97 Iw F wnfaqy faww & O
FUT | SR o | % (% g fawarg & f
AT g 30 AT & FHE A, AN &
TR | FIAH AT | TG=ATTH1 A7 & FF arg
F A1 | T gAT I &7 F(AGT AT q@ar
T, 3G g9 o afsq off § a49< 39 a7
FIFET | 1954 F ATF GATH IBI7 g 9T
foF ooy Wi &7 I9qW gw wifaqer Fat
& fer F3T | IR ag Fg PR w9
TS 3T T AT A AT FT AT AT
gl § AfTera wia ar gae frwfag dat
F ;#iifer gast Seat fam 3T 2 1 981
T 91T F41 41 B gAF1 7y & gfaat F
gt #¥ @3 U &, I g &S A F (U
Y EIIATIR | AT I FET FF gy
HE—HME T IA ATH fag—aqar @R
ol 3o & SAET A wlET A1 SEw
§ | 3u% 91T 1T W 99 IFA 98 -
FAIT (e AT q1 SR 59 AT
AT AT | IqF AR FAF A7 1 fachie
BT 1 99 §G 7ET $ UF 799K & Ifq-
fafy fiTs ada J qge ot § 92 3 Al
Fel f S 0T &7 Gaw Ao grad F A
¥ AT T [T FTFHAAT TEY HG |
3a gaa afeq ot 7 71— '
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“They will not induce us to jump into
the nuclear fray. The idea of using these
bombs is horrible to me and to a laize
number of us.”
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[» guET wiwEtg]

ag AT 9T I & | SE%F 418 I
T Arerag g et Sff gAR FaTA W4T g,
q1 SIgi A IFIER 1964 7 AH-TATET
FEHT | A1 S A gd ofl, gy on i ‘wrem
AR AW I A & fad #feag & fraw
AU WhEq T Iagwr wifaqer w14t & @
O, faam & favm & fad &30 gw
strra & fa gaTe Jnfaat A g of &
gH T T & FLEFT g, AlHT g0 |91
A1 favare fammr mgd & F g &4 o1
iR 7 FAT AZ F fad g F3T | 99
® 15 AT 24 MHA, 1968 1 gATA T&TT
w1 SadT Sfeq ardr SR W A qar
q Fg 9—

“We think (hat nuclear weapons are
no substitute for military preparedness,
involving conventional weapons. The
choice before us involves not only the
question of making a few atom bombs,
but of engaging in an arms race with

Fsophisticated nuclear war-heads and an
effective missile delivery system. Such
a course, I do not think would strengthen
national security. On the other hand, it
may well endanger our internal security
by imposing a very heavy economic bur-
den which would be in addition to the

. present expenditure on defence.

“We believe that to be  militarily

- strong, it is necessary to be economi-

cally and industrially strong. Our pro-

gramme of atomic energy development

for peaceful purposes is related to the

real needs of our economy and would
be effectively geared to this end.”

qgH, #§ Ig FgaT |Ear o R g
ag gt 7wy W gfeedr &
qFES W q UF A 3feewr § Wi ag
gfoemim § s ferganfet #v, St ont-gemd
q94 &, T eI SIT I3 §, W1 WA A1
Ffgifa g7 § STH uF w@are fak-

AT g IR | IEHT 25 AT, 1974
F AT FT IEAT gw g g, 3E
forar & —

»!
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“It will be suicidal for the govein-
ment to confine itself to peaceful uses
when no other nuclear power has taken
any such vow of nuclear brahamcharya.”

FET GFET AR AHTAT AT FTFATIL |

“When even Acharya Vinoba Bhave
feels the explosion could help maintain
peace in this region, and the Editor of
‘Gandhi Marg’ thinks that even Gandhi-
ji would have welcomed the bomb, Gov-
ernment has no right to deny nuclear
defence of the country.”

TT AT F1 Avg AT g g, iy v w
faraT<i aX FB FER FT 1 A FGA & (o A0y
St ofY wEw ave A | A IAF fRHT HY <18
g | FgH aAg ¥ §B TG HgAT AT |
At #frmY ofr, F Jrad g FEA AR
Z {399 UF a5 FT I, TATL A WM
AT ATIS AFAIL TRACATSIT AT . .

gto wragare fag (fagre) o et S
sifgar wre f2 99 & faoare 3 4, #fgaw
s f Fas § g , .

st gidq WiwE o @ wET AT A
amfrg S w g AoFam s &7 gumd
&7 =1gar § A% g ag & fF = g
qaT &7 B gaA gar a9 Ay faewie fHar
¢ firefy &1 TR @A AgY @t Wi
= a1 &1 94T T Ho HiEo To b F3-
FATET FY AT AT TS FT 80 TTHE Hro ATZo
wo FT EI% Fad fayr w4 |

A4 TOF 18 g a4 ¢ K I@ ad
F1 AFT ATET qZA § AN A Gr-geert 1H71 )
Fo 30T SE g e A, fET
§F 9wy wmawwA fFaT, SE0 9
& F TFmeITT fRAT, SUr aFd gHdE
# Y GRS g, AT 3| A ETE T
7T A 1Y HYT FUHT ST GATL TETH HAT
& o0 S FFqedl | A4 @ 8 agd 9T
adrh & fear o1 | § qre I & FgAT A1gaT
g f a2 gi-gee To 7w frew Ay ara & T
‘FeeT AT FrqATa Fy I AT & AG
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1948 % Wit ¥ @% 39 419 A1 sifaa frar
2 v gu oy wiwe 7 gEqara wifa & fd
FGT |

I A1 qT § SART TEU TG &
za quy qar ) feafa qr 87 9 wna & FgAT
F1gaT § fF g & wax #0498 4 oA
faxfoqza g f5a & Qe qame F7 GaerErar
fagrd W &1 ik ag gfaat # S @l
A1 &, ST AT TAST § IEHT 90 By
T FIG &\ W g AT q=dr §
IF! ATRT FAT T HIAT FH AATT g7
g R gw =t & g, s QY fagrs wiaw-
faa 3T & a1 79 cAqA W E AT FFEAGA
famrasiia Im &, I 19 FHell A1 aga FAT
&\ X qT8 QU9 7 FA1 g, I I 540 &
EAR q18 97 [T FHT § A FIar W1 qafaq
AT A AS1 & | a1 gafed guTe 30 & faw™
# fora, gt siq wfawfan fagade 2n &
fad ag aga g0 2 Br gw oo ofsa o,
o) & Ga1 gy ATl S0 A1 A9 fawr &
foa geawa FX 1 WIRA F 79 § TH
aq AR TR ARAT WX ag 7 & o gw
FY I TATFTHT 9L T L | gW G9HT & T
Z9 EEU F g9 AU FAMTHRT 1 o4
5t o gx 97 wfd qoar wrare walne
FT & | g0 1A § F moy &1 afs
Fag At 957 & Al WEN vl F
I+ IO dd § yaw (e "ear g )
ag UF FrEariaar FT99% §, qg & 39
s 7 ferar 3—* gadl A0Sl € 9gq 7T
T, feedy orpane /g F#@r g fw
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“Besides providing nuclear power, the
uses of atomic energy in other fields aie
. of equal relevance to the developing
countries.”

Saafun w8 F7 3fte § a7 wdr g ¥
“Numerous applications in the field of
agriculture, plant-breeding and genetics,

medicine and the like are well known.
But there are many concrete ways in

L'J(D)22RSS—7(a)
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which nuclear energy, and underground
explosions in particular, could be used
for ccnstructive peaceful applications
such as natural gas and oil stimulation,
and recovery and utilisalion of otherwise
inaccessible o1l and natural gas resour-

1)

ces;
GH AT § gOTR ST o F Y T §
% aga @arEar g f 98 o g & S 519
g S8 g7 (AFT aEq § AT I9F 9T
T EX AT A (AERIE & SATQT qQT T
& IR o #7r w7 g—
“creation of underground regions for
waste management; extraction of heat
from geothermal formations for the
generation of electricity;  earth-moving

for dam construction; canal building and
harbour excavation, etc.”

T a3 fag gw oav faeeE
F¥ GEAATT FLAHG 5 | AT HHAT AT
® ag FET ANEA § RS wrany 2w @A
T3 AR FET N Ea-Fn @B fE @
aaz 7 fRgan oo ol #1 @S fear Ay
W AHAE 9 A AT 3 A W
AT v AT S faar g a7 e
TgT T (=17 & | TRT TAEY g4
& = &1 g% g & @ 39 99 & AT
FY T quG, 7w oy fawresiter Fw A
A Tgad ANV Fgw F--wig, FEA
ATqo THo To H NF F1 Fw AWT 7 AR
oo faeRie § a1 F 19T A FGT &, WK
st fapresiir 3w E S| gAR AQ
faek FTEanTT fFar & ML IR 9
F T ATRATT F7 €ara fwar | weg
TS ST T R 8, U ag fawravie
Y & AT FIA FIT B AAIL 3, ST
FETAAT FIA FT JATCE |
(Time bell rings.)
T § ady FgAr A3 g frogwd
M AfT e ag faaga war g | gat -
ArTF Gfsq FarzearT Agw F gAR. IW
F gma W Al @, Jogasr gftewnr

ey -
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[ g% wreefm]
a7 A fag gferar & AT 9T AT
Ser we Sy T wiey gwil W A
A G & qR TEW TF g & AW
gurdy g w7 Ay ARG IR GEN
[|@E AL |

nfew a3 §  FE e g |
@a@ar@rwwmm # AT
15 % & sFae fF gk fawmada 3w 9
v UfR T IgAES AT A ST T
¥ gl W ST o) e g,
g wRa & awitei v fawma g,
W HO W FT WAL AT QAT
aft FTEFA S, o AT & farm s g
it FLETAY 3,99 e fawe A A
ST FIWTR | sl & gw FEAr AEd
o g wew A, oy e s
saTT Wt oft & A S g HAT gHR 99
ot 7= gue Afedt & v g Fgar wmEw
ff @ a@ A W fAAw =m &F
I & 56 el 1 gATC T 97 37
gfed ITeed @t IR TN & g,
€% AT & (8 AT AT I
2y arfed, @ A2 faam agrEr =gy )
I TF gH SEF! A4l FOT, a9 aF g
AETT | WA Y T FTA, STFT AT
BT TG a%d |

AR ATHT TR IA gC rue
Y, # ag FEA A g B gwer oawad
qW & WTeEd 9} favam ogar =ifge
AN TIAT 3, TERATE W §, T
wrar g, faeam a1 faeard &, we swa
#1 qed fafrmg & o9k v ww
T 3 g A P T A A I
& fr g AR Ag Wi g, gR W
g8 &Har g fF qoAr amwe |/, 7 Y
F AR A, 79 AW & FH IEHT AURT
]WEFA 3 |

AT |

[RAJYA SABHA]

Original Scan
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Madam,
Vice-Chairman, I am very glad that we
are discussing this subject, and it is neces-
sary for us to express our views on this
matter not only for the audience within
our couniry but also for the international
audience. As far as explosion of nuclear
device is concerned, our party, as you
may be aware, has already congratulated
the scientists and technicians for the mas-
terly and proud achievement of theirs. It
is not necessary for me to reiterate the
feelings of gratitude to those men who
are working 1n the field of science and
technology in our country, not always un-
der very congenial or propitious conditions.
Even so they have achieved this success.
It goes to their credit. The ouclear device
test in our country took place against the
natronal background which due to econo-
mic crisis has cast its darkening shadow.

200

That is why perhaps many of us did
not understand the scientific aspect of it.
On the other hand, some people within
our country have taken the opportunity to
claim as if their stand is vindicated. One
of those who reacted rather very effusively
to the news of the nuclear test device was
Shrt Advani, President of the Jan Sangh
and I am sure Shri Krishan Kant must
have been happy in his own house dream-
ing that well, if the leaves of Autumn have
fallen, springs of atom bomb may not be
fat behind. My fear is precisely on this,
Within our country there 1s a lobby which
has always been pleading for it. We bave
been nurtured in this Parliament since
long. Now we are about to retire from the
scepe. Even if we do not, nature will
claim us. But in those days Jawaharlal
Nehru often spoke on this subject aud the
more he spoke the more he felt happy and
the world understood us and respected us
and respected above all the then Prime
Minister Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. May 1
now quote what he said on January 20,
1957, while inaugurating India’s first Nuc-
lear Reactor Apsara at Trombay? He
said:

I like to say on behalf of my Gov-
ernment and myself apd I think I can
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say that for the future Governments of
India (he did not know then that his
daughter will be leading the country)
. that whatever might happen, whatever
be the circumstances, we shall never use
this atomic energy for evil purposes.

Such were the words uttered by a man
who was dedicated to the cause of peace.

Many things we have not achieved. I
do not know when we will achieve them.
Many things around us are dark and dis-
‘Mial. 'Yet, we have achieved something in

"“the international arena due largely to the

cofitributions made by the people, of
course, and then by Prime Minister
Jawaharlal Nehro of which we are all

justly proud. One of such contributions is
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru's repeated state-
ment that India shall never make a nuc-
lear bomb, that we shall never enter the
nuclear bomb spree, that we are for com-
plete and total disarmament and above all
disarmament of nuclear weapons. That
was not the voice of an individual, but it
was a powerful and authentic voice; it is
the voice of our civilisation which had its
echoes in many countries which did not
.share our views at that time. But, of
course, his views were well received in the
Socialist countries and above all in the
.. Soviet Union.

Madam, Vice-Chairman, today we are
going ahead with our nuclear experiment
for peaceful .purposes whereas some forces

- want to use nuclear weapons to indulge
in nuclear blackmail and to threaten the
mankind with thermo-nuclear catastrophe.

; These forces have been now driven back.

I know that it was perhaps in a small cell

in Stockholm that an appeal against Atom

Bomb was signed. Not many voices were

raised at that time in support of this
appeal in the high quarters. Ever since
then, this struggle of peaceful mankind to
rid this world of threat of nuclear destruc-
tion and to bring about a complete and
total disarmament, and nuclear disarma-
ment in pasticular, has gone on and today
we have reached a stage when the two

. great powers—Soviet Union and the USA
—have been obliged to sit together—in
fact, Soviet Union has always been for

-
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nuclear  disarmament  and therefore
America has been obliged to sit together—

and discuss the question of even ‘restricting
or putting limitations on strategic arms
and so on; and they have signed an ayree-
ment which is no doubt significant in the
context of the struggle we have been
fighting all these years. There was the Nuc-
lear Test Ban Treaty of 1963. At
that time I was in Moscow. In
fact, when I was there, for once
1 came very close to an American states-
man and also a British statesman. I was
also invited to the Kremlin. The treaty had
been signed and 1 saw all these gentlemen,
the Foreign Ministers of the USA and the
U.K. Well, T saw that India was the first
among the signatories to the Partial Test
Ban Treaty of 1963. We all felt very hap-
py and 1 could also see how the people
looked at us then. We professed what we
practised. But it is true that we have not
signed the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty which was signed by the others and
which came into force in 1970. But that has
not changed our policy as far as we can
understand. But our policy is not

5 p.M.

to abandon the nuclear experiment.
Otherwise, why do we have atomic
power stations? We are commifted, as
ﬁas as I can wunderstand, to nuclear

research in order to
find uses for peaceful purposes and, in a
country like ours, certainly we need it.
But why do the others misunderstand?
I cannot understand this. Well, here is a

experiment and

country of 575 million people and we are
27 years old. Now. I am posing this ques-
tion to others: “When did India give the
imptession that she would go in for nuc-
lear or atomic armaments?” All the time,
we have been pleading with the others that
there should be nuclear disarmament and
that the nuclear weapons should be ban-
ned and destroyed. Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru had said it and Shrimati Indira
Gandhi has said that though she may not
say good things about the railwaymen.
But, on such matters, she has said very
good things and I share her sentiments,
We are a generous people and we, Madam,
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represent today one of the powerful move-
ments in the world, the international com-
munist movement. We are generous and
we have not failed to note the positive
features in the policies of the Government
and to acclaim when good utterances
come from the leaders of the Government
and our policy was very well appreciated
by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru although we
gave him a little more trouble than we
give the present Prime Minister. Al the
same, [ am very sorry that our position
has been rather misunderstood, misrepre-
sented, and distorted in some parts of the
world. Why should the Canadian Prime
Minister be so much upset? 1 thought he

. was a newly married man and was very

comfortably placed that way. Why should
he get so much upset and unbalanced and

unsettled just because in the Rajasthan
area there was this explosion?
SHRI K. C. PANT: Mr. Bhupesh

Gupta, may I ask you one thing? Do you
mean to say that married people are more

settled and more balanced?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Well, sit-
ting here, Madam, I have come to the con-

- clusion that married people, some of th:m

-

at any rate, are more unsettled than what
they would have been had they remained

" as bachelors or spinsters. Anyway, let me

not go into it.

Now, why did the Canadian Prime
Minister get upset? I had been closely fol-
lowing the trend. What crime bhave we
committed? There was not even the fall-
out and he was yet upset so much and he
started threatening and the Americans also
started threatening in the beginning. But
there was this Dr. Kissinger and they later
restrained themselves at the official level.
But the Canadian Prime Minister got upset
and I cannot understand that at all. Has
not the Canadian Prime Minister seen that
India’'s role in the UN has been, in the
‘fifties and in the sixties’, always in fzvour
of disarmament, nuclear disarmament?
Has not this been our stand in the dis-
armament and other such  counferences?
Well, the proceedings of the UN and its
various other organise will bear out that
the Indian representatives always raised

{RAJYA SABHA]
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their strindent voices in support of the nuc-
fear disarmament, against the uSe of nuc-
lear weapons and even against stockpiling
of such weapons. Why our bona fides
should be questioned, I cannot understand.
Of course, some imperialist quarters will
not understand what is going on in India
today. We may be poor, we may be suffer-
ing in many ways and we may be back-
ward in many ways and we may be im-
porting some reactors and other things.
But the fact remains that we are essen-
trally a peace-loving nation and our love
for peace is rooted in our ancient civiliza-
tion and that is why we have set before
ourselves as our goal infernational peace
and security.

1 cannot understand why this thing
should be there. But, well, I can forget
that. I have been deeply distressed by
the attitude of Prime Minister Bhutto.
Madam, Vice-Chairman, as you know very
well, we in this House have been pleading
for Indo-Pak amity and I must say that
the Government has been of the same
mind. I know sometimes even under pro-
vocation, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru used
to uphold the banner of Indo-Pak amity
when demand came from this side of the
House and from the other side also that
action should be taken against Pakistan.
Nowadays, they do not dare say anything
against her. But it was pever done. We
had the Simla Agreement. Our guide is
Simla Agreement. What is needed is the
implementation of the Simla Agreement.
Why does Mr. Bhutto think that we are
going to use nuclear weapon when we do
not have it, when we do not propose to
make it and when in the international
arena we are campaigning with other
peace-loving nations not only for destruc-
tion of nuclear weapons, but also for
creating nuclear-free zones? I have before
me the Agreement which was signed by
our Prime Minister and President Brezhnev
and Prime Minister Bhutto should know
about it. I quote:

“The Soviet Union and India believe
in an end to arms race. Attainment of
general and complete disarmament cover-
ing both nuclear and conventional types
of weapons under effective international
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control would be of paramount impor-
tance for the preservation and consolida-
tion of peace. They are of the common
view that the time has come to start
practical preparation for the convocation
of World Disarmament Conference and
to this end they declare their readiness
to support the work of the U.N. Special
Committee. The two sides reaffirm their
readiness to take part together with all
the interested States, on mutual basis, in
the search for a favourable solution 1o
the question of turning the Indian Occan
into a zone of peace.”

This is the statement signed between the
two leaders, the Prime Minister of India
and the General Secretary of the Commu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union and they
are committed to it. This is our interna-
tional commitment and this commitment
will be there in all the documents in
Geneva, (Time bell rings) I do not know
why Prime Minister Bhutto should take
this unfortunate view.

Madam, 1 am sorry because defente has
suffered a little set-back in this sub-conti-
nent, not because of us but in spite of
us. We stand by the Simla Agreement. We
seek its implementation. We thought that
the Triparfite Agreement of Delhi, espe-
cially after the release of the prisoners of
war, had created a situation when we
would sit together across the table to set-
tle our problems. There is no problem out-
standing between our two countries which
cannot be settled by dialogue and discus-
sion. What is the threat?. We can under-
stand his friendship, his amity and bis
goodwill, brother explaining things to a
brother and sister explaining to a sister.
This has been our training and tradition.
Madam, may I take this opportunity to
appeal from this forum to the people of
Pakistan and to the Government of Pakis-
tan not to misunderstand our position, not
to allow this test to be used as an alibi
in order to block the implementation of
the Simla Agreement and not to allow this
thing to cross the path of friendship which
has broadened as a result of developments
in our sub-continent? We have chalked cut
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a path of advancement towards peace, to-
wards  co-operation, towards amity and
towards good neighbourliness and we can
go along together and bring about peace
in the sub-continent. This is our approach.
But unfortunately some friends here talk
about nuclear bomb. I would beg of them
not to talk about it. Those who have nuc-
lear stockpile and can destroy the werld
10 times over, are now thinking in terms
of limiting 1t 1n the first instance and then
destroying it. My friend, Mr. Krishan
Kant, is mot here.

206
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Let us not think in terms of nuclear
arms race or entering the nuclear weapons
club. Let us not do so. Otherwise, we shall
be disgracing our position, we shall be
allowing those people who want to use it
as a handle against us to malign our
country, to raise hostilities against us, to
create illwill, and above all to keep the
tension between the two neighbours—
India and Pakistan—alive. I would be-
seech them, irrespective of political diffe-
rences, lef us not talk about nuclear wea-
pons and let us not talk about going in
for the atom bomb. Those who have gone
in for the atom bomb have come to realize
that atom bombs solve no problem. On
the contrary, they lead to heavy expendi-
ture which could be utilized for the deve-
lopment of the economy of various coun-
tries and for promoting international co-
operation. The leaders who used to take
pride in their nuclear weapons, who used
to brandish the nuclear weapons over the
head of the world, have been driven to
a position that they are now thinking to
get rid of them as a result of international
movement and as a result of the efforts of
the peace-loving people. So, let us not
think in this perverse manner for the atom
bomb. What we need today is to strengthen
our forces of peace, make our country
economically strong, and the social order
good and in a manner that the people
come to their own. What we need today in
this sub-continent, in this region is Asian
collective security which, we believe, along
with the peace-loving policy of our coun-
try and in co-operation with such friends
as the Soviet Union, other socialist coun-
tries and countries of the third world,
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would put us in a position to save man-
kind from the disaster of arms.

(Time bell rings.)

Madam Vice-Chairman, I do not say
anything more. I can say quite a lot on
this subject. But I have spoken a liitle
from my heart because when I see our
friends in Pakistan misunderstand us, it
causes us pain. We had been misunder-
stood for no fault of our scientific re-
search. Let them do it, we have no quarrel.
Why should they think that this is against
them? Even, we have not been ihinking
in terms of making any kind of bomb.

Well, apart from the fact that we are
offering  Simla Agreement, before I sit
down, 1 would ask the Prime Minister to
advise our embassies in the Middle East
countries in particular—and I visited one
of them—and also in Europe to explain
our position to them, It is necessary to do
so at the official level. I have no doubt
that it is being done. But much more needs
to be done. And it js necessary to be done
at the non-official level also because power-
ful powers are raising against us, some in
an oblique manner and some directly. I
have met people who are friendly to us
and who asked, “Why did you go in for this
at this juncture?” We explained our posi-
tion. Our bona fides are not questioned.
But the world is very much exercised over
the threat of nuclear weapon and the
danger it poses. Wherever there is an ex-
plosion, even for peaceful purposes, it is
liable to be misunderstood by some, spe-
cially when some people are working to
misrepresent this thing and to misdirect
the people’s mind. Therefore, I would ad-
vise that it is very necessary to develop
our explanation, our dialogue with other
people at the non-official level and official
level also. I do not know how many im-
perialists know. No one will be convinced.
They do not like us. They would never
believe even if we say that it is for peace-
ful purpose. But we know that no socialist
country has misunderstood us; not even the
non-aligned nations  misunderstood us.
Many people have understood our posi-
tion. They have taken our assurance. And
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I hope this assurance will be again and

again repeated in due manner and due
form. At the same time, I would ask my
friend, Mr. Krishan Kant, our friend, Mr.
Subramanian Swamy and others, who are
enamoured of nuclear weapons . .

HY TAAQAW (ST F23T): FH |

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You are
also. You are a nuclear bomb yourself. I
ask them to give it up. At least, accept
the position that we are not to make the
Atom Bomb, ad they call it. We support
the stand of the Government of India in
this matter.

Y TARAATATW : AAT 3T TGTT
IAX 3 & WX wew S 7€ ST & Ay
ag faewre @51 gam |

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI
PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY): Mr. Raj-
narain, you cannot enter into a controversy
like that.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You can
ask that from Prime Minister Indira
Gandhi. She never told us. On 8th May,
when we met her, she was busy with the
Railway problem. We did not know even.

SHRI RAJNARAIN: What Jo you
think in regard to the underground explo-
sion? Why this explosion?

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI
PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY): Mr. Raj-
parain, please sit down.

SHRI RAINARAIN: Madam, T have
got every right to ask him.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Now, in re-
gard to the question why this explosion,
in the Prime Minister’s statement it has
been said that the explosion has been made
to carry forward the research for peace-
ful purposes. Now, the date, you may not
like, or you may like but that is a diffe-
rent matter, I am not a nuclear scientist.
I am a student of humanities and of law
and now 1 have forgotten. Now, that is
the position. Do not ask me. All T would
say is that it is very necessary for India
to give an assurance but sometimes I find
a little faltering voice in the Prime Minis-
ter. I am not a monitor of her voice. I



Wilson Center Digital Archive

209 Nuclear explosion by

would like her to speak exactly in the
same accent and in the same voice that
Jawaharlal Nehru spoke on the subject of
nuclear weapons. 1 want that voice to be
raised again and again from the authentic
forum of our Party and of our people or
from the ruling Party everywhere that
India shall not go in for nuclear weapons
and that India stands for the destruction of
nuclear weapons and nuclear arms. Thank
you.

HY THAREW - § IgT AgAL A
o T, fReATAr Ag | 99 g 9
F A A fage F OBIRT AT RN A
qAeETe frd & oF wEHr &Y a9 A
AT AT T, fage & atfmT I | o
ST =T )

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI
PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY): Mr. Raj-
narain please sit down. Yes, Mr. Wajd.
ot fageat A a9 ( WEOR)
gigafar, gomdr & ae  fogam @
S "EE W=HT AT I FM FAT dE
gUaRa qETfgq & fAC g g AR
FAATA TEAT AJETE | T AL TR
THT FT WAL ATOG FT UF Q9 19
&1 18 7E AT IW ATAAET AT gAGIY
g1 #% At faq § q@agar &9, @i
O BGT & JoqA A1 ST A ISAT @,
I8 R wEd F Ta9 AR § O
gw a1 g faem § A 3 guETET
grad AT g AL WY AT gmaq A fEA
WIT TANA A9 gE & | GATET gl

o AT Y fmaT o ard

a7 g I § feA 7

&

TR 35T |

FT ATE qAE B GO F AT AT |
T & A GA-GEAL qE 2

TF 7 & T AT ;W

o T g f@r

gL agr  faedd AT gar 9T A9

Rare
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oTt Gt AT et F1 ggm e &
T warEa & %9 & gaga f&m
gargifez aomfq, 7 famarfea @

for & w9 7 Ay 7T AT a7 FT

fa =7 ot § FAT FY IATAT AWAT

s #1 Agae T fwre = far s &

AT 7 wAG qA

frmmgmiggde. .. |

qT F "

Agfraa =7 gaTw | ‘

AT @ATT ‘FaTgL 7 ST 3T a1 FY

SH Al AR & Qo g A
T

AT ZAATAl | Fg A 5 ag

FWAT AT ALEAT 1 qErT AT g

IR AETT F 97 A5% faer

T

falt, weit wEEaw & foar o o0

T/l

"SHRI NIREN GHOSH (West Bengal):
Madam Vice Chairman, I have no quams
of conscious about India going nuclear.
Unless this right is given up by all coun-
tries together, no sovereign country can
give up this right to go nuclear. This is
the first thing that T want to make.

Secondly, it is rather difficult for me
to believe that nuclear explosion cost only
Rs. 40 lakhs because so far nowhere in
the world, as far as we know, they could
make any nuclear explosion so cheaply. 1t
is just simply not possible. So, it is rather
difficult for me to believe the Government’s
statement on this score.

e
*

AN HON. MEMBER: Do you believe
that there was an explosion?

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: But I do not
believe the statement of the Government
on this score.

R
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Then Canada has said that enriched plu-
has been taken away from the
reactor. Shri Kissinger has also suggested
like that. 1 do not know if the Treaty pre-
what I8

_ wrong about it? That is my position. If
 the Treaty with Canada does not prevent

it and we have done it and ultimately
made a nuclear explosion, what is wrong
in it, what is wrong that the country has
done? | do not think any wrong has been
done on that score. But the guestion re-
mains about its timing. He has said about
it. T think the News Week is more cuorrect
on this point. The timing was just set whaen

. the railway strike was on. 1t was not the

time when U.P. election was on but it

was the time when morale of the Govern-

ment was sagging. Perhaps, had the strike
continued for another week, the economic
position would have come down to such
a position that the Government  would

. have been forced to have a negotiated set-
" tlement.

Already they have lost in anmy case

' Rs. 2,000 crores. They could have given

Rs. 150 crores on ceriain things; but they
did not. Anyway, the timing was 1ade
and that is my deep suspicion so that

it had the effect of boosting the orale

‘of the

Government and in the entire
Railway struggle was rather, so 1o speak,
relegated to the background. That is my
suspicion and 1 think foreigners, parit-
cularly this Nows Week is correct on that
point.

I am told India is going to build
IRBM. I do not know. 1 would like a
clear statement on the subject. 1 would
not dispute the right of the Government
of India, the right of my country io make
TRBM. It is necessary to break the nuc]t'ear
monopoly. When after Hiroshima America
practised nuclear blackmail, Molotov then
said: We too shall have atomic energy
and many other things. Then the Soviet
Union made its atom bomb. But it was
not a bomb for war. It was a bomb made
in order to break that nuclear blackmail
practised by the Americans and safegya_rd
the socialist gawns and the anti-imperialist
struggle. In fact, Stalin was alive then and
that was a great guarantee. Precisely after
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that, a campaign was launched to ban the
atom bomb. The Stockholm peace appeal
said that the country which will first use
atom bomb will be declared a criminal
and enemy of the mankind. Crores of
signatures were collected and the Soviet
Union at that time moved in the U.N.O.
that the entire nuclear stockpiles be
destroyed. They could not carry the
U.N.O. with them. At that time America
reigned supreme and they committed
aggression in Korea and India even dittoed
the American aggression. That was the
position of India in 1951. However, that
was a greal break-through. Now more

212

countries Have gone in but nuclear
weaponry has not been destroyed. I am
not so optimistic as comrade Bhupesh

Gupta is that after limitation of nuclear
weapons they would get a thorough
destruction of the entire stockpile of the
nuclear weaponry. America has not agreed
to it and would not agree to it. . . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I did
say so.

not

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: You szid that
the world is moving in that direction. I
think the slogan of complete disarmament
is good but will this Government, the
Indian Government ever disarm? This
Governmen! would not disarm because the
moment they do, there will be people who
will come to power. So they will pot.
Capitalist world, the imperialist world will
never consent to total disarmament, That
is my belief. But it is good to counter
them. That is another thing for propaganda
purposes. But for more necessary is that
for complete destruction of nuclear stock-
piles, we should make a move. Rut we do
not. 1 regret that the voice of Soviet
Union is not being heard in the councils
of the UN.O. today moving resolutions
for complete destruction of the entire
nuclear stockpiles. Today such a resolu-
tion can be passed. Whether the US.A.
France or U.K. will obey, I do not know.
China has made a nuclear bomb. But
they have given a declaration that they will
never be the first to use atom bomb or
nuclear weapon.

SHRI D. D. PURI (Haryana): Every-
one says that.
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SHRI NIREN GHOSH: Has America | war does not fake place, because that

said s0? would be a devastating war. But I also

Cons _— . do not think that nuclear weapon or any

s

SHRI D. D. PURI: Yes, several times.

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: Produce that
statement. Has France said so? Has UK.
said so? But Soviet Union said so. I do
not know the exact position. It is unclear
to me because Stalin was Stalin and
Stalin cannot be replaced by anybody.
But that position has not been repudiated
by the Soviet Union when Stalin said that
they would not be the first to use it and
any country using it will be declared an

. enemy of the mankind. It is not being

repudiated now by Soviet Union. It is in

. the interest of the non-aligned countries

to take the initiative now in the U.N.O.

. to get a resolution passed that the entire

. weapons it will

" ment not

nuclear stockpiles be destroyed under in-
ternational supervision. Why is the Govern-
moving it, I do not know.
American majority has been lost in the
U.N.O. and now if they do not disarm and
if the nuclear weaponry is not destroyed
in each and every country, then of course,
a time will come when India can make an
atom bomb. If more countries make nucicar
be difficult for any

_country to uvnleash a nuclear war because

then the devastation will be complete.
Bacteriological warfare was on the agenda;
many countries mastered that weapon,
bacteriological warfare, germ warfare, and
also poison gas warfare but nobody dared
unleash that. It is true that some bestial
experiments were made by America in
Viet Nam but on a world scale they did
not dare. As long as the nuclear stock-
piles are not desfroyed, the more countries
go nuclear the better so that no nruclear
war can break out. That will be a delerrent
against nuclear war, Tt is quite true that
for a poor country like India it would
not be possible to invest huge sums for
this. But China had to do it. Had China
got the nuclear weaponry in 1954 or 1955
Taiwan by now would have been liberated.
Tt was not liberated and they have fo
wait. So a time may come when India
may have to make nuclear weaponry. 1
have no objection if Pakistan goes nuclear.
Let all countries go nuclear so that ruclear

’

weapon decides the final outcome of any
war. Ultimately it is the man who decides,
not the weapons which decide the final
oulcome of a war though weapons are
necessary, it is true. So I would like to
know to what peaceful purposes we will
put our nuclear technology. Many things
have been trotted out by Dr. Ramanna,
by Dr. Sethna and others. In the beginning
we heard of one or two things in the
Soviet Union. About a canal being dug up
or some mountains being blown uvp we
do not hear. Nowadays we do not hLear
that any country, the USA, China, the
Soviet Union, France or the UK, is put-
ting nuclear explosions to peaceful pur-
poses.  There are the atomic energy
plants producing atomic energy. That we
are doing. That we can do and other
countries also can do it. To what other
peaceful uses this new device could be
put, the Government should come out
with a categorical statement. Other coun-
tries of the world do not provide us with
any precedents on that score, barring a
few in the beginning by the Soviet Union.
This is the position. Now, it is in the
interests of the non-aligned countries, the
entire anti-imperialist countries and parti-
cularly India that we move vigorously and
mobilise on a world scale to get the UNO
make a declaration and get a resolution
passed which would be more or less for
the destruction of all nuclear stockpiles.
Whether they will obey it or not, it will
act as a great moral deterrent. That 1s
absolutely necessary for us to do. In
order to establish our bong fide and also
in order to shut the mouth of Mr. Bhutto,
it is necessary for India to do that. Why
are we not moving in the matter? We are
afraid of whom? Will America be offend-
ed because of that? Although we bave
apprehensions on Diege Garcia, we have
not moved the UNO. We have been
repeatedly saying that we are mobilising
and mobilising, but we are not oving
towards such a resolution,

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI
PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY): Please
finish.
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SHRI NIREN GHOSH: So, it stands
to reason and it seems to be clear that
there are doubts on the score that India
is afraid of offending America because so
much of dollar loans are flowing, though
the outflow is greater. When the outflow
is greater than the inflow, it means that
we are being bled white by them and yet
we are begging of (hem for more and
more dollar loans. That is what we have
come to. That is why perhaps India is not
taking any lead in this matter, We would
like on the entire position the Government
to make a clear, categorical and frank state-

. ment before Parliament and the people, so

.

that the position can be realised by the
people. It will also vindicate our peaceful
stand, our anti-imperialist stand, our anti-
colonial stand, as professed by the Govern-
ment. I do not subscribe that they follow
the anti-imperialist or anti-colonial path.
There are many weaknesses on that score,
but even in regard to what they profess
they should move in this matter. This is
the last point that I have got to say. Thank
You.

SHRI V. B. RAJU (Andhra Pradesh):
Madam Vice-Chairman. on this occasion
this House should express deep apprecia-
tion of the great achievement that has
been made by the scientists and scientific

" workers of this country. I am only sorry

"debate, has not kept up the level of

_him. We educate ourselves here
t,
know

the
the

debate in this House. When he initiated
the debate I expected to know a lot {rom
and we
from each other, but the hon.
Member did not think it proper and neces-
sary that India’s image, the nation’s image
is kept high at a particular level. We are
a big nation and we nlust be conscious
of this fact. And we are a big country,
as a big nation, we have a big role to
play. But T find that our great achieve-
ment is being |belittled by attributing
certain political mofives or picturing it as
if it is having a political motive. The
scientists have made it clear, the nation’s
scientists. What is after all the UP elec-
tion or the railway strike in the great
movement of humanity? (Interruptions).
Please sit down. I did not disturb you, I
heard you npatiently. 1 have not taken
your time or name. I am only trying to help

that the hon. Member, who initiated

[RAJYA SABHA]
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you so that you wil not commit the mis-
take again. That is what I just want to do.

These policy decisions are not taken
overnight, Madam. It is done through a

long process. And what is exactly the
objective? Has the hon. Member been
able to realise what the objective is?

There is the scientific aspect, there is the

*mulitary aspect, there is the economic as-

pect and then there is the political aspect.
The scientists are concerned with the
scienfific aspect of it. It is an exlension of
the nuclear research that these great
scientists are carrying out, and they are
trying to make a break-throngh of the
technology. Should not this great country
and
technology?  Should  this great country
depend for its technology on some small
powers? Is this the way in which we give
encouragement to our scientists? We have
no politics here. And we must know v hat
are national interests and what are party
interests. For everything, we cannot bring
in party in this great democracy.

AN HON. MEMBER: Quite correct.

SHRI V. B. RAJU: I was greatly
enthused when Mr. Bhupesh Gupta
analysed the situation very correctly, Has
the hon. Member who initiated the debate
and who is well educated been able to
perceive the trend of humanity now? It
is only to destroy all the destructive
weapons. This is the trend. Does he expect
any war in this world? No. It is not
possible. The humanmity cannot go back.
You may laugh at it. You are intelligent
but you should be wise also. Intelligence
is mot sufficient.

This nuclear explosion is actually the
extension of the research work being done
trying to see whether this nuclear energy,
this uvncontrolled energy, can be applied
correctly for peaceful purposes. We have
been in the forefront of nuclear power
generation; we have been producing
nuclear power. Now, what is the difference?
I am not a scientist. But I know some-
thing of science. When you produce
electric power, it is controlled. But when
you make an explosion it is uncontrolled.
Then we have to try to see and know the
potential and dynamics of the explosion
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for peaceful purposes without polluting the
atmosphere or without creating any such
condition which would be considered as
anti-human.

Madam, we need not be cpologetic.
This npation need not be apolgetic. We
have no doubt signed the Parual Test
Ban Treaty. I think hon. Members also
know that after the signing of the Partial
Test Ban Treaty, one of the major powers
had conducted 263 underground tests. And
as somebody very intelligently put 1it, a
mountain is made out of a mole hill, out
of a blast of a small cracker in Rajasthan.
Some other Membveis are taking the ex-
treme posilion. They jump {rom one end
of the spectrum to the other cnd of it.
Madam, India has an identity; India s
known in the rest of the world as hold-
ing certain values and maintaining certain
great traditions. Where are we now? In
which era? We are lving in the Gandhian
era. Europe has passed through an era of
Marx and Lemn. But Asia has been pass-
ing through the era of Gandhi and Nehru.
This must be recognised in history. Only
after India had become free many of the
countries 1n Asia and Africa became free.
It is from the Indian success, through a
particular human technique of what I call
peaceful and non-violent non-co-operation
with the imperial power that the people
could secure fruits of freedom. Therefore,
we stand for certain values. We have
something to present to the world, to the
humanity. Therefore, whatever has been
declared by the Prime Minister in 1970
and 1971 is all consistent. There is no
deviation.

Then another Member, for whom I
have great respect in my own party,
has come out with a proposal of inanu-
facturing nuclear weapons. Let us under-
stand that the scientific results of the ex-
plosion are yet to come out. It takes time.
Scientists have got to assess properly what
you call the potentiality of this explosion.
But let us understand the military aspect
of it. There is the question of stock-pile.
It is not merely a question of making a
bomb. Many can make the bomb. But
you must have an oBject. And where is
the delivery system? How much it is going

(21 AUGURT 1974
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lo cost? And will our industrial and tech-
nological base permit it? Has anybody
thought about it? Mr. Niren Ghosh aiso
was  making a very contradiclory state-
ment. He says that the world would
actually be away from wars by maintain-
Ing a balance of terror. Thus new words
are being coined. From ‘balance of power’
it is now ‘balance of terror’. Ars you go-
ing to build this human cominunity
through understanding and co-operation or
through fear and terror? What is the
philosophy behind i7? He says that if
every country could preparc atom bombs
there would be no atomic war. It is a
fallacious theory., An hon’ble Member
trom my Party was also pleading for
making the bomb. This is not the party
stand. We will be creating a lot of mis-
understanding 1n the world. Therefore, let
us be careful when we make these stute-
ments, And, as I said earlier, a policy is
not made overnight. A policy is not made
by an individual. In fact peaceful use of
atom 1s the nation’s policy. Therefore, let
us be very careful. Already some of those
who envy’' our growth, our strength and
our dignity are trying to misinterpret our
scientific -achievements. Let us not {all a
prey and let us not give more scope to
them. It is absolutely irrelevant to go in
for atom bomb. It carries no meaning.

One of the newspapers, Politiko, has
put it very correctly. It says that India
beeawde the sixth nuclear power cf the

world but the first (o renounce its use
for military purposes.” This is an apprecia-
tion from a distant country. Yet some
talk here in terms of atom bombs. There-
fore, let us be very careful. The world is
watching very carefully our movements,
We have signed the Test Ban Treaty but
we have refused to sign the non-Prolifera-
tion Trealy. Why? Because it is a very
unequal treaty. The monopoly in this
particular techno]oEy is sought to be pre-
served by a few powers. We did not like
it. In fact we have laid certain conditions—
these are the demands that we made. If
the powers which hold these weapons
declare not to use nuclear weapons against
those who do not have them; if they are
prepared for a comprehensive Test Ban
treaty; if there is complete freeze on the
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production of both nuclear weapons and
the delivery system and if there is a sub-
stantial cut in nuclear weapons and stock-
piles of nuclear weapons. If these condi-
tions are fulfilled, then we would ccnsider.
But even Japan, which has criticised us,
has not rafified the Test Ban Trealy.
Therefore, we have not done anything
against any commitment to the iest of the
world. Secondly, the officials of the Inter-
national Atomi¢ Energy Agency at Vienna
have said that' India has always been
absolutely correct with Inspectors visiting

the parts of its nuclear operation that
are subject fo international 1nspection.
We have not hidden anything from
the rest of the world We bave
not done anything stealthly. We have
not violated any (reaty. And  we

need not be apologetic on this point. We
have done sufficiently well. Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta has been emphasising on (his point.
Now, let us make some progress towards
other things. As far as Pakistan is con-
cerned, they will settle down (Time-bell
rings). 1 think those who crilicised us
earlier, now understand us, for instance,
Canada, Swéden, Japan, Pakistan and even
China, for that matter, will understand us
properly. 1 need not go into the many
details, Every Member 13 aware of it. We
stand firm that “atom for peace” is the
corner-stone of our nuclear policy.

SHRI K. P. SINGH DEO (Orissa):
Madam Vice-Chairman, I take this opper-
tunity to pay my humble tribute to the
memory of Dr. Bhabha, who, as far back
as 1944, had prophesied that “when
nuclear energy has been successfully
applied for power production in, say, a
couple of decades from now, India will
not have to look forward for experts but
will find them ready at hand”. To-day his
words have come true and for the first
time, under the able guidance of Dr.
Sethna and Dr. Ramanna, our dedicated
young scientists and scientific workers have
been able to achieve a unique explosion
which has not been achieved by any other
country. The unique achievement is this,
that plotonium is a very toxic material
and a very highly sophisticated technique
is necessary for implosion and to fully
contain the explosion of the device that

. (RAJYA SABHA]
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was exploded on the 18th May at

Pokharan. We did it in our first attempt
and 11 was a cent per cent success. Imme-
diately after the explosion, the Chairman
of the Atomic Energy Commission met the
press and in the press conference, he
clarified that these experiments were part
of the study for peaceful use of under-
ground nuclear explosions to keep abreast
of the developnients in technology, parts-
cularly i the field of mining and earth-
moving operations, and that the country
bhad no intention of producing nuclear
weapons. He also reiterated its opposition
to producing nuclear weapons. The Prime
Minister also in an interview to Newsweek
clarified that our nuclear explosion was
not to scare anybody nor was to secure
any sense oOf power or prestige. The
Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion also referred to the use of nuclear
energy in conjunction with the Indian
Council of Agricultural Research and the
Indian  Agnicultural Research Institute,
Indian Council of Medical Research
regarding medicine and food. As we know,
Madam, as far as food preservation is
concerned, even the International Atomic
Energy Authority as well as our own
Heaith Ministry fas not given clearance
because of the radiation hazards that still
persist, And medicine aiso 1s only encom-
passed in a very few areas. It is not deve-
loped so much. It is in this background
that we have had mixed reactions to our
nuclear explosion of May, 1974. At home
it was hailed as a great landmark. In fact
it was a morale booster for the Govern-
ment. Nearer home Pakistan was terribly
upsct and it inlernationalised the issue in
the Islamic Conference held recently and
37 countries passed a resolution casting
serious aspersions and doubts on our in-
tentions. The USA and the UK werc not
too happy and (e Afro-Asian and other
Commonwealth countries who took it in
their stride also cast doubts, like Canada,
Nigeria, Ghana and Kenya. What is the
reason for this? Is it because they really
question our credibility—‘our’ means the
credibility of the ‘Government’? Or is it
becanse they are knowledgeable that
whenever such explosions have taken place
in other countries, the timings of those
explosions have always had a political
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intonation? Take, for instance, Chinese | remains that no country as far as is
¢Xplosion of the hydrogen bomb on June | known today has.bcen able to successtully
19, 1973. It was a reaction to the summit | apply these experiments without the
between the USA and the USSR. The absence of health hazard and radiation.

China News Agency said such tests were
entirely for the purpose of defence and
for breaking the monopoly of the super
powers. Sir Alec Douglas Hume called
China a giant and also said that lately it
has achieved devices to play a full role
in international politics, Then, why is it
that these very samc countries have started
casting doubts and aspersions on our own
ability? The rea.on is not far to seek. In
advanced coun'iics like the United States
or the Soviet Rus.ia or France nuclear
energy for peaceful purposes is divided
into three groups: ome is for scientific
studies, i.e., for seismic studies, earthquake

predictions and study into the strata or
the structure of the earth; secondly,
cxcavation; they are making experiments

and are exploring possibilities for sea-level
canal like the Panama Canal, or develop-
ment and management of water resources;
to control floods and to have tunnels
for highways and railways in mountainous
terrains as well as for navigationa! hazards
and to remove materials obstructing dams.
Then the third thing is underground
engineering: for oil and gas stimulations
by creation of fissures and cavities and

craters, removal of oil. And the most
important for us is the exlraction of
copper and other non-ferrous ores of

“which India has an abundance of reserves,

but due to its impure quality, low grade
quality, it is very uneconomical to exploit.

[The Vice-Chairman (Shri Jagdish Prasad
Mathur) in the Chair]

This is where nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes of blasting comes into effective
use. The USSR has now even started ex-
ploring the possibhitics of reversing the
flow of rivers, And at the current price
of TNT—dynamite—its price will be at
least a hundred times more than the
equivalent charge or capacity of a nuclear
explosion. It is because of these recasons

_ that these countries who have already had

a head-start over us 1n the field of
nuclear research and research into nuclear
energy have been exploring these possi-
bilities. But the sad and unfortunate facts

6 P.M.

That 15 why when our Government says
that all this is for peaceful purposes, the
countries of the world which are know-
ledgeable about the results of the nuclear
tescarch and research on nuclear energy
for peaceful purposes always take our
Governmenl's words with a pinch of salt.

Recently after the Nuclear Non-Proli-
feration Tieaty was signed, even countries
which had signed this NPT have utilised
this research on nuclear energy for peacg
ful purposes jor cxcavating silver. When
Soviet Russia excavated silver mine and
sent it to the United States it was found
that it had radio active property in it. So
thuis radio active factor 1s not fully elimi-
nated as a result of these explosions. It
1s precisely because of this when we say
that we are doing it for peaceful purposes
without the health hazard, no one will
take us seriously because even countries
ahead of us have not been able to perfect
(t. That is why I humbly submit that we
should not make too much of our explo-
sion at Pokhran i its isolation, but we
should now endeavour in a more deter-
mined manner in tiying to successfully and
practically apply the results of these ex-
periments and explosions without any
hazards of radio activity or radiation.
Apart from our ulilising radio isotopes for
medicine and agriculture (Time bell rings).
Please give me some more time . . .

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-
DISH PRASAD MATHUR): You have al-
ready taken more than five minutes.

SHRI K. P. SINGH DEO: I have been
waiting 1l the fag end of the day. I have
a few points more.

Sir, nuclear power is the power for the
future in the nuclear age in which we aie
today. Even in countries like Britain and
other places they are now having com-
parative studies on hydel, thermal and nu-
clear power. At the time when fossil fuel
and other resources in our country and

i
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clsewhere are dwindling fast, we will have ;

to depend on nuclear energy. Although
hydel power 1s cheaper, overall costs are
much less 1n a nuclear power plant be-
cause the fissile material is available here.
We can breed and get more fissile material
for our power plant. The nuclear power
programme in the totality of power pro-
gramme and projectton in the Fifth Plan
is a microscopic minority. I would request
that Government should go into this ques-
tion and see that nuclear power does form
a substantial part of our total power pro-
gramme. - 'H '

Now Japan and Soviet Russia are going
W for nuclear steel production and also
for nuclear submarines. Even our Defence
Muinister the other day made a statemeni
that we shall not hesitate to have nuclear
submarines, I think it is high time now
that we should put more stress on our
thermo-nuclear devices and research on
fusion and plasma which will go a long
way in developing laser beam for power
generation and development of our indus-
tries and medicine. The only thing which
is lacking in this plant is our security ar-
rangements. The security arrangements 1n
our nuclear power plant as well as our
nuclear installations leave lot to be desir-
ed. I can quote the instances of Uranium
theft in Jadduguda and theft of telescopes
in the defence installation at  Balasore.
And, Sir, we must give particular attention
to the security aspect of our nuclear power
plants and our nuclear installations be-
cause they are going to be the first tar-
gets of the subversive elements and others
who are very much allergic to our achieve-
ment in the nuclear field. (Time Bell rings).

Sir, before 1 conclude, I would like to
make two more points. At a time when
the strategic environment is changing pretty
fast and when geopolitical developments
are taking place in the areas adjoining our
country which are of great significance to
us, we should review our nuclear policy
again and we should not close our options
for going in for tactical nuclear weapons
because the technology involved in making
them for peaceful purposes and the techno-
logy involved in producing the tactical
we'ai)ons are the same. Sir, here T would

[RAJYA SABHA]
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¢ liké to quote two military authorities on
the subject. One quotation is from Lt. Gen.
L. P. Sen (Retd.) who has this to say:—

“With an unpredicable Pakistan on the
border and China on the threshold of
becoming a member of the  Nuclear
Weapons Club, it would be tempting
Providence to gamble with the supposi-
tion that India will not be subjected to
a nuclear threat. Only a deterrent can be
an insurance against such a contingency.
There 1s, Logically, no other choice.”

Sir, he goes on to say:

“I recall, when faced with a somewhat
similar decision on the eve of a battle
to save Kashmur, Mahatma Gandhi said
to me: ‘You are going to protect inno-
cent people, and to save them from
suffering and their property from des-
fruction. To achieve that, you must natu-
rally make full use of every means at
your disposal.”

I would like to quote from one more
authority. It is from the Journal of the
United Service Institution of India, issue
of October-—December, 1973. This is from
an article in this Journal by Major N. K.
Kapur and he has this to say:—

“Now 'that the situation in Europe has
stabilized, Asia is likely to be the hub
of political activity for the next about
fifteen years. In the new cmerging power
cquations, strong regional power centres
are likely to play an important role. In
South-East Asia, the most dominating
power would be China unless India de-
velops nuclear capability to balance her.
China has acquired a considerable nu-
clear capacity and it is likely that she
can deploy tactical nuclear weapons in
the field. She poses a threat to India
in the form of subversion, guerilla war-
fare, nuclear diplomacy and limited at-
tacks using tactical nuclear weapons.

“The present decision of not going nu-
clear is not in the best interests of na-
tional security as it does not cater for
balancing China’s power. Although India
has signed a treaty of Peace, Friendship
and Co-operation with the USSR, it
may not be possible for the Russians to
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come to her rescue in every contingency.
Thus there is a need for an independent
deterrent.”

Sir, we have seen in the United Nations
how the reaction to this development of
ours was and we have seen the happenings
in our borders and bevond that also Also.
Sir, we are seeing what v happening 1
the Middle-East, 1in Cyprus, where while
the comity of nations s watching  the
people are getting butchered and we have
seen the Chinese aggression in 1962 also.
I quote further from the same article:

“lndia cannot aflord a crash nuc'ear
weapons programme and totally indepen-
dent strategic and nuclear capability at
present, She should, therefore, acquire
some independent nuclear capability to
match Chinese tactical nuclear wearons
and have a small stockpile and delivery
system. Her strategic needs should be
looked after by both the Super Powers.
This limited capabihity will establich a

tegional diplomatic and tactical balance. |

It wilt insure India against blackmail
and give her a genuine right to par‘ici-
pate in all delibetations of the nuclear
powers aftecting her securty.”

Thank you, Sir.

SHRIMATI LEELLA DAMODARA
MENON (Kerala): Mr. Vice-Chairman,
Sir, I do not agree with the honourahle
Members who said that this explosion is
not to be seriously considered as an im-
portant event. But, Sir, I thmk this is
the biggest achieven'-nt of the century so
far as this country is concerned. As the
hon. Member, Shri Raju, has said, it is a
breakthrough and with indigenons material
and talent we have been able to discover
the secret of the atom bomb. Actually,
this is ne mean achievement. Our research
programmes in the field of nuclear experi-
ments have not been kept in secrecy. One
of the honourable Members referred to the
words of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru who
said that we would go on searching for
atomic power, but we would not use it for
evil purpeses. Sir, thess words are still
echotnng within these very walls and #t was
a happy day for us on which we exploded
the bomb. Our Prime Minister has stated
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in unequivocal terms that we shall use the
power of atom only for peaceful puiposes
and keep the faith of the peopie of Indi.
Thevefore, Sir, today we are concerned
with two aspects. We are not concerned
with what the other 'countries are thinking
about it. This is a new thing for them.
They did not expect that India would be-
come a nuclear power. Therefore. if they
are surprised and they make certaim state-
ments, I think we need not be unduly exer-
cised over it. I feel that sufficient atten-
tion has not been paid within the country
to explain the significance and magnitude
of this discovery to our people. It may
be too early. Nevertheless, the Indian
people can see n it the silver lining on
their dark clouds of economic stagnation.
When I 1ead of the explosion, I was re-
minded of the story of a poor worker in
Kerala who had only one rupee in his
pocket at the end of the day. Finding it
very inadequate to buy food for his large
family, he bought with it a lottery ticket.
And in two days. he drew the lucky ticket
for a bumper prize of 3 lakhs of rupees.
This explosion, so far as this country and
the Indian people are concerned, 1s like a
big lottery prize that they have drawn.
Sir, the successful nuclear explosion
India is promising to us a  better to-
moirow, and opening new vistas of eco-
nomic progress. We have already been do-
ing some harnessing of atomic power
throgh our atomic reactors especially in
pow T generation and research in medicine.
But, with careful planning and detailed
pro~-amming, the Nuclear Explosion En-
ginesring has yet to be tried in this country.
Tod~v it has given us that capability of
mobilising our fabulous resources. We are
a pnor people. But we are a rich couatry
and let no one sav that we have not been
able to use our capability to make use of
our natural resources. Oil and gas stimula-
tion discovery of metal ore deposits, deep
storage facilities for water and for dangerous
eflluents, geothermal heat recovery, pro-
motion of agro-industrial complex implo-
sive devices for medical research and many
other uses are already thought of Mo -
tains can be moved. water discovered i3 de-
serts waterways and harbours formed and
the courss of rivers changed. The annual
ravages on life and property due to Roeds
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can be ended for ever. These are no
dreeams. Already the nuclear club countries
are undertaking for the good royalty irom
the non-nuclear powers, to explode nuclear
devices for their excavations. The Interpa-
tional Atomic Energy Agency has already
set up a panel to pool the existing know-
ledge on peaceful nuclear explosions.

We must have a definite target-oriented
programme for usmg the Nuclear Explo-
sions Engineering in our country. I agiee
with some of the hon. Members when they
said that we have not formulated a plan
for using our nuclear energy. It is said
that we are self-sufficient in nuclear raw
materials. Do we have the industrial in-
frastructure to bear the burden of develop-
ing nuclear enmergy? Have we a scheme to
utilise the full capacity and talents of cur
10,000 and odd scientists and technicians? 1
am not expecting that all these things will
happen immediately. But happen they must
tomorrow or the day after.

Sir, it is our Prime Minister, Shrimati
Indira Gondhi, who spearheaded the
national policy of eradication of poverty.
Sir, 1 feel proud that today in her hands 13
given the power to make that policy a
reality. We have foresworn the use of
atomic weapons, Mr. Raju said that our
country should have this message to the
world that atomic power will newey be
used for devastation, and for murdering and
butchering the people.  (Interruptions).
National defence will be undertaken by hu-
man beings of this country and convent.onal
weapons. As the hon. Member said, it s
men and not material who matter so far as
wars are concerned. But in our war against
poverty, hunger and disease, we shall use
this great weapon—the violent explosion of
nuclear energy. Sir, through non-violence,
we won our freedom. But through the vio-
lent nuclear explosion, we hope to win
economic freedom for this country. And,
therefore, 1 take this opportunity, Sir. to
congratulate the scientists, technicians and
others who have made it possible for us to

at least envisage a future when nuclear ex- |

plosions can be ntilized for the good of
our nation. And 1 also congratulate the
Govetninent of India for its foresight and

TRAJYA SABHA]

Original Scan

Atomic Energy 228

Commission
vision in undertaking this research more
than 20 years ago in spite of adverse world
opinion and in spite of various effects and
deficiencies so far as men, material and
technological knowledge are concerned.

With feelings of great pride that our
country is on the threshold of econonite
progress because of this discovery, once
again | thank you for giving me at least
five minutes to participate in this discus-
sioln‘. .

ot wdt S ( weg 93W)

ITITEFT WEIR4, fqed &9 0
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qre & ATaE A7, 9200 ATT SHT Ay
afeq & fa drgeT | oF aar gaw fwar
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W 3T TfAgrg TErE A, AT g' ey
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FT I CFATE, TATAATHLRT F1 T8 AT
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FT T R &7 39 79 &1 fEmrE AT
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FEFA & WAL 9T srayfamea &9,
I SHFT ITANT FH & TorF 90 gz
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B TT AR § AT G FY TG TG
2 1 gfar feeam 3 9k ag Tafaa
faserr &0 2 fF 59 AT ATAT IW A
% IO7 A1 IaT A& OF  qIT gAT ¥ efendy
AT T IAAT I & 17 FATLT G 9y

SHRI D. D. PURI: Sir, in the very shoit
time at my disposal T will touch upon
briefly some of the points that I wish to
urge here.

Sir, the first point that I wish to make is
that the explosion at Pokharan on the 18th
of May, 1974, has some unique features.
Indja, Sir, is the first couniry in the world
to have the first experimental implosion
underground. France has not been able to
do it even today. China has not been able
to do it even today. All the powers had a
few explosions overground and then gradu-
ally developed the more sophisticated tech-
nique of conducting the explosion under-
ground. Sir, | am amazed somewhat at r.
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Swamy suggesting that from underground
we should go overground. AIll the world
. over whether it is the United States of
America or the US.S.R,, all the «ountries
_in the world, that are in the Atomic Club
at the moment, are trying to move from
overground into underground and once
having moved underground they have not
gone overground and here it is being sug-
gested today that from having conducted
remarkably the more sophisticated techno-
logy we should now go over-ground.

Sir, the second unique feature about this
explosion is that the CILA. did not have
a whisper about it. Sir, it might e re-
called that when China conducted the first
experiment in the atmosphere, the C.1.A.
had come out openly in the press three
years prior to that saying that China was
within three to four years of its first ex-
perimental explosion. Not only that, Sir,
27 days before the actual experimental
explosion took place, the C.LA. came out
in a public statement that they had re-
ceived information that the Chinese were
going to have their first experiment within
a month and the experiment took place on
the 27th day. But, the more significant
statement that slipped out from Mr.
Swamy was ‘Even 1 did not know’. ‘Even
I did not know it’. That is a legitimate
grievance that he had that he was not
taken into confidence when the Govern-
ment prepared for the experiment. Another
very significant statement was made by
him when he contradicted the statement
of Shri Harsh Deo Malaviya that after
the slip of the C.I.LA. on this account 80
per cent of their staff was transferred from
here. It may be 80 per cent, 75 per cent
or 90 per cent or there may be no trans-
fer at all. If he seems to be in a vosition
to know we accept whatever his version
of the movements of the CI.A. in this
country are.

Now, therefore, T would tender my
very respectful congratulations to the
Prime Minister and the Minister in charge
—because after all the first decision was
taken by them—and to all the scientists
concerned for what we have achieved.
Now I will not take much time of the
House. Mr. Swamy is getting jitters and
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is trying to connect this achievement with

U.P. elections. All that I would say is that

this is a picce of incorrigible perversity

and T will not take any further notice of

him.

Sir, T will make a very brief .nention.
A lot is talked about the Partial Test Ran
Treaty. Mr. Bhupesh Gupta actuvally wit-
nessed the signing of the treaty, What is
this treaty? This treaty is really a piece
of environmental hygiene; this has nothing
to do with disarmament. What this treaty
says is that all those countries which have
atomic bombs will continue to make them
and even continue to test them except that
they will not test them in the atmosphere.
So, the point T am making is, we are
signatories to this freaty and we have not
violated it. But do not attach too much
importance to this treaty. This treaty is
not a treaty of disarmament at all.

The Non-Proliferation Treaty we did
not touch even with a barge pole and T
believe that of self-respecting nation which
is outside the atomic club should have
signed it. This treaty represents technolo-
gical apartheid. They say: A few of uvs
have got atomic weapons; we will conti-
nue to make them; we will continue to
test them; but no one else will be allowed
into the club. Therefore, it was not a ques-
tion of disarmament; it was a question of
self-respect. No  self-respecting nation
should have signed this treaty. WNow,
Sir . . . (Time-Bell rings) Five minutes,
Sir.

What is the concept of peaceful use of
atomic energy? T would not like the Gov-
ernment to spell it o any further. T
would say this, that in the 1914—I18 war
the Germans used poison gas. Tn the
1939—45 war the Germans did not use
poison gas, not because Hitler had any
Jquulms of conscience. Poison gas was
"used against German Jews in the concen-
{ tration camps. But he did not use it in the
Twar because he knew that others had got
it too. The position of atomic energy or

atomic devices or whatever you call it, if
!even partially it deters another party from
. using it against us, is that not the most
peaceful of all the peaceful uses of atomic
energy? Is there any more peaceful use
'of atomic energy than this?
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Sir, my learned colleague talked about
our peaceful traditions. All that is all
right. But why stop al nuclear arms? Why
not give up all the taditional arms? To
draw a line and to say we will arm our-
selves with tanks, we will arm ourselves
with  the most sophisticated missiles—
ground-to-air and every kind of missiles—
but when it comes fo atomic energy we
will not go near it I think, is wrong think-
ing. This 1s not a proper way of looking
at the realties of the situation.

[ will make a very brief mention about
the programme—Mr. Swamy wanted to
know the programme. Lots of other na-
tions in the world want to know a few more
details about our future atomic programme.
As far as the published programme is
concerned, there is a 100-megawatt ther-
mal research reactor which is expected to
be commissioned in 1974-75 and a power
reactor fuel reprocessing plant in Tara-
pur also to be commissioned in 1974-75
plus the 200-megawatt Madras atomic
power station which 1 believe is expected
to be commissioned in 1977 and another
in 1979. Between these, they should give
us enough raw material for everything
that we are likely to require in the work-
ing of our atomic programmes, and I
would not like any further details to be
published.

Onc word 1 would like to mention to the
Minister. (Time-Bell rings)) I urge upon
him to intensify our research on thorium
because, after all, at the moment the
whole world which is depending on nivto-
nium has to obtain uranium. We do not
have uramum and there are difficulties in
oblaining it. But in thorwum I think India
enjoys a world monopoly and the moment
we make a break-through in the tech-
nology of thorium, I believe India will be
able 10 replace oil and India will be able
to replace coal for the production of
energy. Sir, in the end I would say that
there have been a Jot of reactions and
the most violent reactions come from Pakis-
tan. All I will say is this. When we sign
a receipt for a sum of money received we

say Y foad, 9% <@ aThw a9 STEE
qTETH UTF | AT K 3507 2107 AT T8
741, J(D)22RSS--0a
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SHRI D. P. SINGH (Bihar): Mr. Vice-
Chairman, Sir, this historic event of 18th
May, 1974 came as a great rejoicing to
our people and as a great rejoicing to the
entire non-aligned world. The third world,
the friendly countries see in it a great
sense of achievement that one of them
has been able to make a break-through
and has been able to take the great tech-
nological leap forward. Our great scientists
who conceived of this idea, and executed
it and who contributed to this great event
are entitled to the congratulations of this
country and our people. It is a great moral
booster to our technologists and techni-
cians and it is expected to take us a long
way, particularly because of the great
satisfying fact that it is wholly an indi-
genous project with indigenous know-how
and indigenous capabilities. This has been
achieved at such a minimal cost and
without any pollution. Even so, some of
the nations have not been able to welcome
this event and they have expressed regret
over it. Now, the reaction of Japan was
understandable because of the psycholo-
gical factor, because of the sufferings that
had been inflicted on that nation. Even so,
when one finds that Japan itself has kept
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its option open in regard to the non- | mncluded in any practical proposal. That

proliferation treaty and by not announcing
the partial test ban treaty, then that ob-
jection is clearly not understandable. Some
of the other nations have also reacted
sharply and it is this which led our Prime
Minister to say that whereas the rich
nations can develop their nuclear weaponry
and their nuclear know-how by explosion
for the purpose of destruction, a poor
nation cannot develop it for constructive
purposes. Our attitude in this matter has
been well known since 1948 Pandit Nehru
in the Constituent Assembly made it veiy
clear. He said: H we are to remain
abreast in the world as a nation, then we
have to develop the know-how. I do hope
that our outlook in regard to technology
is gomng to be a peaceful one for the de-
velopment of human life and happiness
and not one of war and hatred. He said:
It is unfortunate that somehow we cannot
help associating technology with war. It
is this spirit that has fortunately continued
till this moment. We have stuck to the
policy of manufacturing or going m fer
purely peaceful purposes. Qur effort at
the international conferences has always
been 1 this direction. And it is iterest-
ing to see how the big powers have been
able to comc together to frustrate every
effort at disarmament. One 1emcmbers
about the various proposals given by the
varions powers in the 50s wherein they
insisted on the inclusion of conditions that
the other powers will not accept. The
United States, for instance, put the con-
dition that all countries must place their
nuclear raw material with the International
Atomic  Control Commission before she
could give up her nuclear weapons. The
Soviet Urion, on the other hand, wanted

to isolate the question of nuclear arma-
ment from  conventional armament.
Their strength, their man-power
and their resources, without the nuclear

weapons, were so great that it was im-
possible that the other powers would have
accepted that condition. This is  how
things went on. But India made a very
realistic suggestion at the United Nations
in the 50s saying that both disarmament
and inspection must go hand in hand and
that the principle of balance of risk must be

By

proposal, as we expected, was ignored.
And we have seen ihe unfortunate condi-
tion where excuses are being found fto
enter into the Nuclear Club. We remember
the statement of Mr. Churchill that if we
do not enter the Nuclear Club, that will
be allowing the big powers to divide the
world between themselves. Fortunately, we
do not have to find excuses for the de-
velopment of the nuclear energy in any
manner that we want to. We have said that
our purposes are peaceful. And today also
we are reiterating that we will continue
with the peaceful purposes, that we will
continue to develop it for peaceful pur-
poses, so that we might help our country
to grow and to develop along the econo-
mic lines, to bring prosperity and happi-
ness to our millions. Members who have

spoken betore me have specified the
various conditions the various man-
ners in which 1t is possible to

exploit 1t for peaczful purposes; for the
deveiopiient of the many things, it is
already being used in our country, and
much more remains to be done. I agree
and I endorse Mr. Puri’s suggestions that
there are still fieids in which we can do
greater researches so that the develop-
ment of thorium may be possible. But,
Sir, all said and done, Members have said
that we must bind the future generations.
The Jana Sangh has threatened here that
when they come to power, they will re-
pudiate all commitments and they will go
back on the position or stand that we
have taken. One knows the Constitution
of the country; one knows the democratic
setup of the country, and if somehow ‘they
are able to persuade the large bulk of our
masses towards their future . . .

AN HON. MEMBER: There
danger of war. -

SHRI D. P. SINGH: . . If they are
able to persuade our people to the posi-
tion that frustration and self-effacement
are better than atiempting and struggling
to find a solution, well, if that day comes,
perhaps they will change the policy. Unul
this Government, this party continues to
ru'e this country oinr commitment to peace

is no

stands and the country will be honoured
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and will continue to honour the vommuit-
ment by Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru that no
future generation of the country will ever
go towards the path of war and use it for
purpose other than peaceful.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-
DISH PRASAD MATHUR): Shri K. C.
Pant.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sir, on a
point of order. Mr. Pant is not a Member
of this House. On whose behalf is he then
speaking?

SHRI KAMESHWAR SINGH (Bibar):
On behalf of the Government, on bechalf
of the ruling party.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Mr. Pant is
quite capable of defending himself. He is
one of vour capable men. 1 would iike to
know on whose behalf—he is not a Mem-
ber of this House—he is speaking,

SHRI1 K. C. PANT: On behalf ¢f the
Jovernment.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA This after-
noon—(Interruption) Listen. I am going by
the rules you have laid down. This morn-
ing the Prime Minster virtually told us
that what Shri Lalit Narayan Mishra told
the President were not the views of the
Government He was speaking to him as
an ndividual and oot on bechalf of the
Council of Ministers.

SHRI D. D. PURI: She said nothing of
the kind.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You need
not say that. T know what she said. To-

morrow you will see when the proceed-
ings come,

SHRI KAMESHWAR SINGH: She
never said anything of the kind.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Jet me
make my point. You can answer after

that. Why are you impatient. Please ask
him to sit down.

Y wwnfor o A () :o9g-
quTsTer fY, T AR g & 2w
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: We here
have been given the mmpression ihat if a
Minister goes and tells something to the
President, it need not be taken as if it is
the views of the Council of Ministers. Mr.
Qureshi said something here from these
benches. That is also not taken as a state-
ment on behalf of the Government. There-
fore, what theory the Prime Minister pro-
pounded I do not know. I hope the poli-
tical scientists in our country will go
through it. We so far did not object to
any Minister making any statement in the
belsef that the Minister speaks for the Gov-
ernment. We did not question the Minis-
ter’s statement or ask for any proof. Now
what is the guarantee that what Mr. 1. C.
Pant is speaking is the wviews of the
Council of Ministers? What is the gua-
rantee? Now the Prime Mimster has Imid
down that if she does not like something
she will say that it 1s not the policy of
the Government; the Minmster has wnot
spoken for the Government. Therefore; is
there a letter of authority by the Prime
Minmster that Mr. K. C. Pant 1s authorised
hereby 10 speak on behalf of the Council of
Minislers; otherwise how do we know . ..
(Interruption). Mr. Mishra 15 even more
powerful than you are. He is o Jabinet
Muuster. 1 should like to know whether
the Prime Minister has left any note here.

SHR] KAMESHWAR SINGH:
point of order, Sir.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Let me finish
my point of order. Smart people I ke
to hear. But let me finish my point of
order. (Interruptions). Do not interrupt. T
would very much like to hear you be-
cause I want to enter into a debate with
you. I am not quarrelling with you. What
she has said to-day is a unique parlia-
mentary utterance. An example has been
set and 1T am just following it. In future
I would ask the President never to believe
a Cabinet Minster. Double talk is the
rule. We o Parliament will not believe
that Ministers are speaking for the Govern-
ment. unless we are satisfied that they are
speaking for the Government. Mr. Vice-
Chairman, the Chair’'s duty henceforward
should be, following the Prime Minister’s
lead in this matter, to ask any Minister
speaking here on behalf of the Prime

On a
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Minister to pfacrluce a certified N&)ﬁy of |

the Prime Minister’s authorisation that he
is speaking on behalf of the Council of
Ministers and that he will not meet the
fate of Mr. L. N. Mishra or Mr. Qureshi.
We want to be assured of this. That is
all. So, kindly get the authorisation letter
so that he is buttressed, we are buttressed
and there is no misunderstanding. After
so many years we have reached this stage.
We thought that wheti a Cabinet Minister
speaks to the President or the Parliament,
he speaks on behalf of the Council of
Ministers and he would not be disowned
in this manner. Of course, Mrs. Indira
Gandhi has disowned the President also.
But that is another matter. Therefoue,... ..

SHRI S. P. GOSWAMI (Assam): Sir,
why he is wasting the valuable time like
this? It is all filibustering and demagogy.

(Interruptions)

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I know you
have not understood anything. So, the
reply should be deferred. I like Mr. Pant.
I would like to hear his reply. T have no
personal disrespect for him. In fact, he
speaks very well and it is pleasant to hear
him also. He is a soft-spoken person. But
I am on a prnciple, the principle laid
down by your Prime Minister just iwo
hours before. Follow her precedent. Let

‘her walk in her own footsteps at least.

Kindly go and get an authorisation letter
—*“T hereby certify ..” That is the position.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIL JAG-
DISH PRASAD MATHUR): Yes, Mr. Pant.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: What is
your ruling?

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN: The Minister
is replying . . .

SHRI KAMESHWAR SINGH: Sir, . ..

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN: Let me decide
the first point of order.

SHRI KAMESHWAR SINGH : I have
a simple request.
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN: Mr. Pant is

a Minister. He is replying on behalf of
the Government. He is authorised to rep-
ly. (Interruption). You can draw your own
conclusions.
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(Interruptions)
SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Tomorrow

we can check up her exact words. It is
something new that | heard. Whenever a
Cabinet Minister speaks in Parliament or
to the President, you always take it that he
is not speaking against the Government.
Otherwis¢, he should be dismissed or
thrown out.

SHRI S. P. GOSWAMI: It 1s all disto-
rtron, vulgarisation and demagogy of Mr.

Bhupes!l: Gupta, 1 should say. Prime
Minister never said like this.
SHRI KAMESHWAR SINGH Mr.

Vice-Chairman, Sir . . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Can you say
something intelligent? I would like to hear
something intelligent.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
DEPARTMENT OF PARLIAMENTARY
AFFAIRS AND IN THE MINISTRY
OF WORKS AND HOUSING (SHRI OM
MEHTA): Sir, we are already late.

({uterruptions)

SHRI KAMESHWAR SINGH: On a
point of order, Sir. | rose on a pomnt of
order a few minutes ago and you allowed
Dada to speak. I am so much impressed
by the amusement and the entertainment
that he has given to this House that I
surrender all my time to him so that he
can amuse this House further. He Ilikes
to hear his own speech instead of hearing
the Mimister. That is the whole thing.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-
DISH PRASAD MATHUR): There is no
point of order.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You speak
Iike a good Youth Congress leader. I
know you very well; you are very smart,
a good chap; I like you.

SHRI KAMESHWAR SINGH: Dada,
I have given you alj my time. You can
entertain.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Sit down. If
you follow me, you will become a better
parliamentarian. But if you follow them
you will finish parliamentary democracy.
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1 put it on record. I wus waiting here to
put it because the Prime Mimster sud-
denly said something. She was not clear
about the implications of what she said.
Absolutely a new situation has been creat-
ed.

(Interruptions)

SHRI K. C. PANT Mr. Vice-Chair-
man, Sir, before I deal with the debate,
I would like to say that today I happen-
ed to be in the House when Bhupesh Ji
raised this point and the Prime Minister
was also here. As far as 1 remember—I
do not remember the exact words—or the
effect of what the Prime Minister said
was that there is no conflict between what
she said and what the Rarlway Minster
said or the Deputy Railway Minister said.
This is exactly what she said. Now, to
put words in her mouth and to dramatise
the situation on that basis is something.
which [ did not expect from Bhupesh Ji.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: The Priume
Minister said something more than that.

(Interruptions)

SHRI S. P. GOSWAMI: We used to
control Rajnarain. Now, we will have to
control him. We cannot listen to his vul-
garity.  Sir, there is a limit to all this
demagogy, we cannot go on tolerating such

" nonsense.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: 1T do not
wish to quarrel with him. If he thinks that
ta this way he can do justice to himself
or impress the Treasury Benches, he 1is
profoundly mistaken. I have seen people
rising and falling here. Therefore, I will
ask him not to be needlessly agitated. 1
have raised a point. You can get up and
say what you want. You can argue. |
can sit down. I will yield to your age.
Why are you gesticulating and shouting?
You are not brought to the Rajya Sabha
as a bodyguard of the Government. You
are an hon. Member of the Howvse from
Assam. That is right.

SHRI S. P. GOSWAMI:  Should be
your bodyguard in order to control you
from doing all kinds of perversities. Sir,
would you kindly control him from wast-
ing the time like this?

LRAJYA SABHA]
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You will

never do it. You know it very well. If I
start saying things aganst you . . .

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-
DISH PRASAD MATHUR): Llet the
Minister reply now.

SHRI K. C. PANT: I have listened to the
debate with great interest. As many Mem-
bers in the Housc know, I have had a
great deal of personal nterest m this sub-
ject of nuclear energy and I have followed
with interest the manner in which many of
the hon. Members discussed the whole
cvaluation of our policy in this fi.ld.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You have
allowed him to speak. AIll right, 1 submit.
Tomorrow the script of the speech should
be sent to the I'rime Minister. She should
sign it and endorse it.

SHRI K. C. PANT: Sir, we have also
hecard from various Members the intricac-
ies of the duterent aspects of this ques-
tion. They have dealt with 1t from the
scientific point of view, the technological
pomt of view, the pohitical point of vicw,
from the point of view of the international
repercussions o. the underground peaceful
explosion and also, if 1 may say so, from
the philosophical point of view in some
cases. Sir, it was a stimulating debate and
I would not be in a position to deal with
oll the points that have been raised be-
cause it is already 7 O’clock and I am
sure that you would not like me to hold
up the House very long. But, Sir, 1 think
it is nccessary, in this debate, to look at
the whole evaluation of science and tech-
nology and its impact on man today in
order to give the background against
which this technology has brought so
many changes in the world and why this
event has excited so much comment with-
in this country and outside. Sience it is a

7 P. M.

powerful tool or instrument in the hand of
man and so many Members have pointed
out that it is an instrument which could
be used for the promotion of human wel-
fare. We have seen that it is also an instru-
ment which has been used for massive
destruction. So it is not the tool, but who
uses it and for what purpose that is the
most important point. That is why there
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1s a great deal of point of relevance in
the opasic debale tnat 0ok place here bet-
ween the minority of Members who want-
ed this country to use nuclear energy for
weapon purposes and I think the majority
of Members who clearly wanted this
country to adhere to the consistent policies
that we have been following over the
years to use nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes. Sir, in this context if one looks
at the pate of change in the world in the
last few decades as a result of contribu-
tions of science, one can say today that
if science 1s used properly, it can make
it possible for want and fear to be vani-
shed from the face of earth. It is possible.
But the hazards of wrong use of science
are very much evident. Today mankind
has to move towards constructive uses of
science for the purposes of improving hu-
man conditions and in this context I

would say that the great issue of today.

or the great issues of today revolve round
the problems which could only be tackled
by the increasing constructive use of
science and technology and in this sphere
I would mention problems like the problem
of expanding world population, need to
find more and more food and water, new
sources of power, the question of deple-
tion of non-renewable natural resources
like oil, fuel, metals and so on and so
foith. All these me great questions of to-
morrow. We have already an imbalance
m the world in the utilisation of natural
resources in different countries and diffe-
rent continents. The great problem  of
today is how countries of Asia, Africa
and Latin America which are usually re-
ferred to as developing countries can be
enabled to utilise science and technology
for the betterment of the life of their
people and to bring about a greater eco-
nomic equality in the world, if 1 may use
that term. Unless this is done, 1 cannot
see how the world can continue to enjoy
a peaceful atmosphere. This is creating
tremendous tensions. It 1s against this wide
background that 1 would like the House
to consider this explosion which is a part
of our strategy to use all the tools of
science and technology that is available
to us for the betterment of the life of
our people. Tt is in this context, I think,
many of the hon. Members like  Shri
V. B. Raju in his very wide sweep, Shri
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Bhupesh Gupta, Shri D. P. Singh and

many others wanted this subject to be
viewed. Shri D. D. Puri and I think Shri
D. P. Singh referred to the need for India
to do research on Thorium. I can assure
them that the scientists of the Atomic
Energy Commission are fully aware of the
need to develop Thorium as one of the
important sources of energy 1n this coun-
try and work 1s being done in that field.
Sir, there is no doubt that this explosion
was a great national achievement and there
1s no doubt that throughout the length
and breadth of this country, the people
were thrilled, were overjoyed and had a
sense of pride in what our scientists bad
been able to achieve and I think the
House would like me to convey, on be-
half of all the Mecmbers of the House
here, the congratulations of this House
to the scientists for this magnificent
achievement. '

Sir, Mr. Niren Ghosh is not here. He
sald that the timing of tlus explosion was
related to the railway strike. 1 think he
was unwiftingly giving the Alomic Energy
Commission compliments and credit for
far greater powers than they can boast of.
I say this because in a matter of a
few days or a few weeks it is very diffi-
cult to peifect this technigue and to go
underground and find the right spot and
to explode the bomb just for the benefit
of influencing the raslway strnke. Sir, I
am surprised at this kind of a political
approach to this undoubtedly a national
achievement and, therefore, 1 would not like
to refer to the speech of Shri Subrama-
nian Swamy at any length because he
made certain remarks at a certain level
which have been replied to, if at all a
reply was needed, in a very dignified
manner by my senior colleague, Shri Raju.
Theirefore, 1 would not like to say any-
thing about his remarks except that he
would do well, even if he did not agree
with us, to read the speech of his leader,
Shri Atal Behari Vajpayee, in the other
House, who can also voice disagreements
at a certain level and who has also parti-
cipated in the debate on this issue at a
certain level. That is ail I wish to say.
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Sir, the fact that absolute secrecy was
maintained has been referred to and this
certainly is a fact for which we can take
credit.

SHR1 D. D. PURI: Even Mr.
manian Swamy did not know 1it.

Subra-

SHRI K. C. PANT: Yes, even Mr.
Swamy did not know it although he im-
plied that there was an earlier explosion
which, of course, is not correct. Now, Sir,
on this occasion, it woeuld be completely
remiss on my part if I do not refer to
the foundations not only of science and
technology in general, but also nuclear
science 1n particular, in this country which
were laid by the late Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru and the directions which he gave
to the development of nuclear science in
particular and his vision and his broad
sweep of understanding of the forces of
change, the historical evolution that was
taking place in the context of Asia and
also in the larger context—all these factors
laid the foundations for this policy and
that policy has been followed all along,
because time has proved that 1t was a
policy based on a proper undeistand ng
and vision and foresight. And, Sir, after
him came Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri who
followed the same policy. I do not want
to quote from the various speeches.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: After Pan-
dit Jawaharlal Nehru, Mr.  Gulzarilal
Nanda came and only afterwards, Mr. Lal
Bahadur Shastri.

SHRI K. C. PANT: Sir, the Prime
Minister, Shrimati Indira Gandhi, as the
House knows, has been faking a
deal of personal interest in the fields of
nuclear energy and electronics and space
and her guidance and inspiration are res-
ponsible for the decisive impetus which
all these fields, all these fields of science,
have received during the last few years.
Sir, when it came ultimately to a deci-
sion to go ahead with the explosion, the
responsibility for taking the decision had to
be shouldered by her. And as it happened
in the past also, whenever these crucial
decisions have faced here, she has shown
that courage, that wisdom, that visien and
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that capacity for leadership which has en-

abled her to take the right decision and

carry the country with her. It is that kind

of leadership which she showed on this

occasion also,

There was some reference by Shri
Swamy to the Seventh Fleet. I was amaz-
ed by that reference. He said something
about our being in jitters. If he remem-
bers the occasion, it was another occasion
on which the Prime Minster embodied
the puipose and the strength of the nation
and it was a great moment wher' we re-
fused to be deflected from what we
thought was the right policy and the
course of action because of any kind of
pressure from any country. I thought that
he would refer to 1t with some pride.
Instead of that, he referred to it in a
manner which showed a complete lack of
nattonal pride, if 1 may say so, because
it is nothing else. Therefore, Sir, I would
tepeat what Shri Raju told me that we
are not a small nation, and that we
should not think like a small nation and
that we should not think in a defeatist
manner. That is the only way in which
nations can grow and that is the only
way i1 which nations have grown.

Sir, 1 would also like to refer briefly
to Dr. Bhabha, and Dr. Sarabhai and
the other scientists who laid the founda-
tions for nuclear science in this country.
But I think the House will join me on
this particular occasion in congratulating,
the team of scientists who were directly
responsible for this achievement and the
names of Dr. Sethna and Dr. Ramanna
have today become the household words
in the country, We should also congratu-
late the dedicated team of young scientists
who could have gone abroad and got
highly-paid jobs, but who have stayed
here and worked on this with a sense of
patriotism and dédication. 1 think,  Sir,
they are also entitled to our thanks.

It is a matter of great satisfaction that
this was entirely an Indian effort, per-
fected by our own scientists and techno-
logists. All the experimental equipment
and the fuel were totally Indian and the
test was conducted by the Atomic Energy
Commission. I am making this categori-
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Cas olulemicat Lecuwse sometimes  some
doubts ate raied as to whether wme got
help from outside or whether it really
was something which was done by us and
so on and so forth. So, I would like to
make this categorical statement that this
was entirely an Indian effort.

Sir, the other important point thut 1
would like to refer to 1s the one which
Shri Puri mentioned and that is, that this
was the first underground test carried cut
by any country in the first attempt, that
is, the first explosion being an underzrcund
explosion. In this context, I would say that
it 15 another remarkable achievement that
this wus totally contained. Usually, some
radioactivily goes out or leaks out. We
have seen 1 even in the case of advanced
countries or countries with nuclear wea-
pons. When they have carried out under-
ground tests, there has been some venting
of radioactivity. But in this case, there was
no venting. It was entirely contammed and
a few hours or almost immediately after
the explosion, a helicopter flew 30 incters
above the sile. 1 do not know of any other
mstance.

But this would be suflicient to say that
there is absolutely no venting and this was
a 1emarkablc degree of containment of
rudio-activity which was achieved by our
scientisls. The fact that we are the first
country  which has carried out its first
nuclear explosion under the ground adds
to our technological self-confidence, adds
to the self-confidence of the country as a
whole. The sense of pi:de and achieveinent
which we feel is strengthened by the fact
that we have carried out this experiinent
for peaceful purposes, entirely for Jdevelop-
mental purposes with the object of deve-
lopment. And it is a further step in the
direction of the utilization of our 1esour-
ces, by our efforts for the good of our
people. Sir, some of the countries which
have not hesitated to explode nuclear de-
vices or weapons in the atmosphere, dis-
regarding the warnings and the hue and
cry of enlightened people all over the
world about the hazards of pollution not
only to the people living today but to
future generations also, have thought it fit
to raise their voice against our peaceful
explosion under the ground from which no
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radio-activity has vented. Sir, it does not
fre in thewr mouth to say these things,
and one is rather amazed at this kind of

reaction,

Sir, 1 would like to just give one quota-
tion to emphasise the peaceful policy
which we have been following, and to
make 1t clear that we continue to iollow
this peaceful policy. Sir, the Prime Minis-
ter said m Parliament 1n 1968, I quote:

“India has repeatedly announced that
she 1s not making an atomic bomb and
that she is developing her atomic energy.
programme exclusively for peaceful pur-
poses. Our programme of alomic energy
development for peaceful purposes is re-
lated to the real needs of our country
and would be ectlectively geared 10 the
same.”

Sir, this spells out the policy, and the ex-
periment of 18th May was a part of the
research and development work  carried
out by the Department of Atomic Energy
to give elfect to this broad policy.

Sir, after the explosion, drilling has to
be carried out so as to get core sample
and find out the extent of tracturing the
rock, the extenl of radio-activity and
various other scientific data in order to
assess fully the impact of the explosion
and to derive sufficient knowledge from it
so as to decide the next step. Now, this
process is going on and I do not want to
go into the detmils. This process is going
on. Some holes have already been drilled
and it 1s expected that this wil be com-
pleted in about six months or so. And
thereatter, perhaps, we will be able to in-
dicate far more clearly the exact applica-
tions to which we would like to use this
technology, although broad indicaions
have been given and have been even cited
m this House. 1 would also later on give
some precise indications of the work that
has been done in other countries in this
field. And it has already been said that
the results of our experrment would be
published and would be freely made avail-
able so that the international community,
and in particular the developing countries,
can make full use of it. Sir, some coun-
tries have said that this experiment has
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somehow encouraged proliferation, and
we have given our reply. But I would like
to understand what the exact meaning of
proliferation is.

Sir, there 15 objection to the prolifera-
tion of nuclear weapons. There should be
no objection to the proliferation of techni-
cal know-how with regard to the peaceful
uses of nuclear technology. This 1s a dis-
tinction that is very cleai. Therefore, there
1s no question of our going in for auclear
weapons and so the guestion of prolifera-
tion of nuclear weapons does not arse.
Nuclear apartheid is the phrase which is
used by one hon. Member which N.P.T.
symbolises or represents., Obviously that
1s something which we can never accept
and clearly we would continue to develop
our nuclear technology for peaceful pur-
poses including underground peaceful ex-
plosions. And, I would say with all respect
that if our example were followed by nuc-
lear wcapons’ countries also, this wouid
be all to the good and we would prevent
nuclear proliferation of nuclear weapons
and would encourage the use of rnuclear
technology for peaceful purposes. Se, 1
would, with all respect, offer this as an
example of the direction in which the nuc-
lear countries, particularly the nuclear
weappns® countries, ought to move.

Sir, it has been said that we have always
been for nuclear disarmament and uon-
proliferation. The only difference between
some countries and us is that while they
are already nuclear powers they would
like to remain nuclear powers but they
would like to prevent others from acquir-
ing knowledge of nuclear explosions—
peaceful or otherwise. And, we think that
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and
nuclear disarmament in the real sense
must be both vertical and horizontal and
it is important that the vertical aspect
should be covered. Otherwise, the growth
in nuclear arsenals cannot be contained
and cannot be reversed. So. it is necessary
to restrict the vertical proliferation of nuc-
lear weapons.

Sir, Shri Niren Ghosh is not here. I'rom
his speech it seemed to me that he was
more concerned with justifying China’s en-
try into the nucléar wemons field than in
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trying to understand fully the implications

of India’s peaceful explosion. But, since he

is not here I will not refer to his speech

at greater length.

Sir, Shri Krishan Kant referred to the
question of the theft of missile material,
which he has been raising earlier also. I
made enquiries and I understand that this
question 1s being studied by the Atomic
Energy Commission. Sir, he also said that
we should go to the 1975 Conference.

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: Not go. We
are not signatories.

SHRI K. C. PANT: We cannot ptead
anylhing there. We are not signatories and
[ um sure that to plead for disarmament
he vwould not like us to sign the NPT,

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: I said we
must create a chimate, There situation is
drierent.

SHRI K. C. PANT: 1975 conference he
referred to. That is why I mentioned it.

Now, Sir, so far as the wider signifi-
cance of this particular experiment goes
in relation to the needs of our coyuntry
ard its development, that is something
which  has been referred to by various
hcn, Members. I think Shri Malaviya also
referred to it. 1 do not know whether he
is heie. But, he referred to the growing
needs of food, fuel, energy, and so on, of
a country as large as ours with its grow-
ing population and I think that we have to
make use of everything that science and
technology can offer us and in order to
cope with these growing problems we have
to grapple with the problems which are
very big even in terms of the numbers of
our population and the needs which multi-
ply so much., The growing numbers of
these taken together create a situation
which will require our harnessing all the
forces of science and technology to amelio-
rate the condition of our people . . . and
to give them these necessary materials for
the improvement of their standard of liv-
ing. So, it is really our determination and
we are the {irst country to do this to show
that nuclear explosions can be used for



Wilson Center Digital Archive

253 Nuglear explosion by
peaceful purposes and can be used exclu-
sively for peaceful purposes. It need not
be in weapons but can be used in a man-
per which promotes the welfare of the
people of our country. So, in this respect
I think we have done something which
subserves or serves the cause of peace,
which is an instrument of development
and which is in its own way a pioneer
effort. Some friends say this is more rele-
vant to developing countries even than it
is to develop countries because developed
countries have a certain infra-structure on
which they can build.

Then, Sir, a reference is made to the
reaction of other countries. I would not
like to go into details because [ think
most Members know by now what the
reactions have been. By and large, in the
developing countries reaction has been
good one. There has been some sharing of
our sense of pride in our achievement,
there has been satisfaction at the fact that
we have adhered to our policy“ of using
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes but
in the advanced countries of the West
there has not been equal understanding of
our position. While I need not go into the
argument of proliferation which 1 have
already dealt with, I would like to refer
fo an interesting point which would in-
terest members who have a deep know-
ledge of the subject. Sir, it is said that
there is nothing like a nuclear peaceful
explosion, that all explosions are essen-
tially for weapon purposes. I would like
to draw attenfion of the House to Article
I, sub-para (2) of the Partial Test Ban
Treaty and 1 quote from that. It says:

“Bach of the Parties to this Treaty
undertakes further more to refrain from
causing, encouraging or in any way
participating in carrying out of any nuc-
lear weapon test explosion or any other
nuclear explosions anywhere, which
would take place . . .”

What does this mean—nuclear weapon
test explosion or any other nuclear explo-
sion? A distinction has been made and
this refers to explosions which are only
nnderground explosions. What for
these explosions except for peaceful pur-
poses? Therefore, if you see, the Partial
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Test Ban Treaty itself, the possibility of

peaceful underground explosions has been

conceded in this very document and this'

is, I think, an important point to note.

Sir, hon. Member Shri Bhupesh Gupta
referred to the need to remove any mis-
understanding that may have been created
by interested persons or interested parties
in the world or sheer misunderstanding
may have been there. Well, I think he
knows that our Prime Minister has writ-
ten to various Heads of Governments in-
cluding the Prime Minister of Pakistan.
The Government here has also had exten-
sive briefings with the Ambassadors of
other countries in Delhi, our Embassies
abroad have also cxplained the position
to the Governments to which they are ac-
credited and the Minister of External
Affairs has made various very clear and
categorical statements and in thd&®interna-
tional forums where this question is rais-
ed, like the Disarmament Committee at
Geneva, the position of the Government
has been clarified and put on record for
official purposes. So, Sir, I do not say
that more cannot be done, perhaps it can
be done and if he has any knowledge of
any particular countries where there is any
lingering misunderstanding, thongh 1 hope
by now all misunderstanding would have
vanished, I would be grateful to him for
that information because then we will
make efforts to remove the misunderstand-
ng. We want this great effort of ours to
be understood in proper perspective and,
therefore, 1 will certainly do all that I
can to remove any misunderstanding that
exists,

Sir, it has been stated by some Mem-
bers that our position in this regard is a
principled one. I would repeat that it is
a very principled position, and 1 think
there is a better understanding of our
position in the world today. And when I
talk of principled position, I would refer
specifically to three points: One I have
already made, and that is, the materials
and technical knowhow used for conduct-
ing the experiment were entirely indige-
nous. I have made that clear because
that has certain implications. The second
is that in conducting this experiment India

vh‘;
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has not violated any international agree-
ment. Now, this has been dealt with by
various Members in various ways. So I
need not spell it out in terms of the Par-
tial Test Ban Treaty, in terms of the NPT,
why we did not sign it and so on. And
we have not violated any obligation or
assumed obligation under any  bilateral
agreement with Canada or with the IAEA.
This is another point I would like to make

very clear. And I am glad to say that
Canada has agreed to this position. We
bave had very friendly relations with
Canada ever since independence. Our

Foreign Secretary went to Canada recently,
had discussions with the Government there,
and he came back with a feeling that there
was a belter appreciation of our position
in Canada after his visit. But certain diffe-
rences of opinion are still there. The Cana-
dian Government will send some represen-
tatives to India for further talks and we
hope that there will be a proper apprecia-
tion of our position in Canada as a result
of these talks. They have been our good
friends and we are for friendship with all
countries and we would not certainly like
to lose a good friend and since we are
very clear in our mind that we have not
violated any agreement and they are
also agreed on that position, I think we
should try to have a meeting of minds on
the subject.

Then, security aspect was referred to by
some Members. T can assure them that
these things are being looked into. Some
Members also referred to the panel meet-
ings of the International Atomic Energy
Agency. I think Mrs. Menon referred to
these and the discussions that have been
going on in these meetings about the uses
of nuclear energy—among these, the peace-
ful uses of nuclear energy. I would not
like to take much time of the House, Sir.
They have in one of their documents pin-
pointed the fact that for India under-
ground peaceful explosion would be of
particular  interest for beneficiating our
metal ore deposits. They have specifically
referred to that. In fact, T can just quote
this bit from one of their documents that
the latter application, that is, in situ blea-
ching of low grade ores broken up by the
explosion is of particular interest to one
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member-State, India, who could by this

means use her very large low grade non- -
ferrous metal ore deposits thus' making ber
mote independent of imports of these
metils and furthering her national econo-
my. Therefore, the IAEA itself accepted
this position in one of ijts documents.

Then a reference was made by Shn
Krishan .Kant to the third non-aligned
summit at Lusaka and its declaration. 1
will not also repeat that. I would like to
refer in particular to certain specific ex-
periments carried out in the Soviet Union
and the United States as concrete exam-
ples of the uses of undeiground nuclear
explosion. These two countries have done
a lot of work on peaceful uses of nuclear
explosion. The experience of the USA is
more limited in types of application of
geological materials which they have in-
vestigated. The Soviet Un‘on’s programme,
however, is very broad-based and is used
to assist in the development of their pa-
tional resources with a number of techni-
cal arcas being developed simultaneously.
Technical results of the USSR as reported
are very encouraging and in general more
favourable than the Unjted States’ expe-
rience, .

One of the highlights of the USSR ex-
perience which 1 should like to bring to .
the attention of the House is the control
of a runaway gas well at Urtabulak, When
a well was being drilled in Southern
Uzbekistan, control of the well was lost
at a depth of 2450 metres, resulting in un-
controlled release of over 12 million cubic
metres of gas per day. For that an un-
derground explosion of a nuclear Jevice
was set off and this pas flow was com-
pletely stopped. Another well had the
same difficulty and they used another nuc-
lear device in an underground explésion
and that problem was also solved in the
same manner. These are the two particn-
lar specific instances which we have got
and which I would like to share with the
House.

The experience of the United  States
however has been in the field of gas stimu-
lation. Project ‘Gas Buggy’ was one of the
projects where the yield of gas by the use
of a nuclear explosion increzsed the supply
of gas considerably.
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The USSR has also created underground
storage for oil and gas and tested it with
oil and gas with a pressure of 60 atmos-
phere.. They are in the process of looking
at methods of developing water resources
by creating shocks, i.e., explosions, which
produce large-sized crators and they pro-
duced an artificial lake with storage of
approximately 13,000 acre feet. They are
now proposing to form a 24,000 acre feet
reservoir by using two 150 kiloton de-
vices. Another experiment which the USSR
is working on is the proposed Pachora-
Kama canal. I do not want to go info
the details of this project and take the
time of the House. In the field of mining
they are working on a project which wouli
remove something like 900 million cubic
metres of overburden to reach the ore
which they wish to exploit.

Sir, I am citing these examples to show
that there are definite uses of nuclear ex-
plosions for peaceful purposes and both
the USA and the USSR are carrying on
these experiments. They are interested in
it as they think that this has potential for
further development. In the same way we
are also interested in this new technology.
The only point that I am trying to make
is that this has gone beyond the stage of
theoretical considerations or conjecture and
that is why I have cited concrete example
of applications of underground nuclear
explosions for peaceful purposes which can
be seen to be having practical value and
1 think that these examples should satisfy
all those who have raised question marks
about the possibility of the use of this
technology for peaceful and developmental
purposes.

Sir, Mr. Subramanian Swamy made a
statement about the Prime Minister having
said something at some stage—in 1970 T
think he said—about these underground
nuclear explosions. I did not quite get
his point but I thought he was trying to
insinuate that we were not going in for
underground explosions ecarlier. As early
as August 1968 in reply to a question in
the other House the Prime Minister said
that our atomic scientists were engaged in
the theoretical and experimental work
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needed for the development of the cniire
range of peaceful uses of atomic energy.
I would underline the expression ‘experi-
mental work’. And again on August 19,
1970, in reply to another question she
said that the Atomic Energy Commission
was interested in studying the situation in
which peaceful nuclear explosions cariied
oul underground can be of economic bene-
fit to India. I would not have referred to
this: I would not have quoted this bul
because I did not know from whecre he
got that impression, so I  wanted to re-
move any wrong impression that he may
have gathered.

258

Sir, I would like to say that we have
never  made a secret of our interest in
underground peaceful explosions and for
may years now in Parliament there have
been questions and answers. T remember a
half-an-hour debate to which I gave a
reply and we have always said that we are
interested in this new technology for peace-
ful purposes, for developmental purposcs
and that we are looking for some suitable
site or some suitable location. There was
absolutely no sccrecy about this and if
anybody today pretends to be surprised be-
cause we have carried out an underground
nuclear explosion for peaceful purposes.
I can only say that that surprise could
only be if they had not followed what
ve have been saying openly and publicly
both in Parliament and as reported in the
Press.

In this context Pakistan’s reaction also
appears to be somewhat exaggerated. They
have over-reacted in this case and 1 would
not like to say anything more than that
the assurance they are seeking against
some kind of threat appears to me to be
an assurance against a non-existing threaf.
There is no threat. This is a peaceful ex-
plosion. This is not a bomb and, there-
fore, there is no threat of any kind. There
is nothing that should interfere with the
promotion of better relations with Pakistan
or the carrying on of the process of nor-
malisation or carrying on the dialogue
which was started under the Simla Agree-
ment. T do not sce how this can interfere
with that process unless, as Bhupeshiji said,
it ig an alibi. T would join him in the
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hope that the area of co-operaiton between
the couatries in the sub-continent is con-
~tantly enlarging and we help each other.

In conclusion, I would like to say only
two things. One is that we just cannot
afford in the twentieth century, after be-
coming free, to oace again allow science
and technology fo pass us by. When we
were dependent and the first industrial
revolution took place, the revolution pass-
ed us by and various technological gaps,
scientific gaps and industrial gaps develop-
ed. There was a time-lag. After indepen-
dence we have been doing our best by
buying technology from abroad and allow-
ing foreigners to come and invest in this
country. We have been making all efforts
to overcome this gap in our science and
technology which was a legacy left to us
by the period of dependence. Now, when
we are free there is no reason why, in
those fields of science and technology or
industry, which are new, we should not
try to keep abreast of latest developments
and we should allow a time gap to deve-
lop. Nuclear energy comes in this category.
So does electronics and so does space aud
we would be letting down the future gene-
ration if today we allowed any time gap
to develop in the development of this tech-
nology. It is in that spirit we have carried
out this experiment. We do not want to
lag behind any country, provided we
have the resources. We have very zood
scientists in this country. We have the
motivation and we want to develop our

country. 1 only hope . . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Why did
yon have the private sector and public

sector in 1950-51?

SHRI K. C. PANT: Even in this mat-
ter he is thinking along limes which are
becoming outdated. Here I am talking of
new technology, the technological revolu-
tion that is taking place, and of our need
to keep abreast of the latest technological
changes. ] submit that this particular ex-
periment is a part of this.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: T appreciate
it and it is a valid point. We should not

allow science and technology to pass by
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us. The difficulty is we cannot fully x-

plore the possibilites in the way you are

doing it by bypassing radical social and

economic changes.

SHRI K. C. PANT: Sir, formation of
sociely and formation of man are petbaps
two areas which are mot direclly within
the control of science and technology yet
and so we are talking about two slightly
different fields. 1 was Saying that we arc
determined to carry on with the develop-
ment of science and technology. [ wouwd
say that, at this stage, we have ecoriomic
difficulties to which Bhupeshji referred, but
i1 spite of them we have succeeded n this
experiment.

And in a way, this is a symbol of our
determination 1o go ahead with nationa!
construction, in spite of all the economic
and other difficulties that we are facing.
It is in this spirit that our scientists and
technologists are working; it is in this
spirit that countless people in this country
are working, and it is they who are build-
ing it up. Siep by step, brick by brick.
the country is being built up. And when
this is so, it is for this Honse, for Par-
liament and for the Government and for
the leaders to ponder over and see that
an atmosphere is created in this country
which  strengthens this determination to
build up this country in spite of all onr
difficulties. And T would only pledge the
Government to this one over-riding fact
that =m0 matter what the prgssure, no mat-
ter from which quarter it comes, where it
is a question of developing our science and
technology, where it is a question of giving
our scientists and technologists a free hand
in developing science and technology.
where it is a question of creating a better
Jife for ovr people, we will not yield to
any pressure, and we will continue these
efforts to the best of our ability.

Thank you, Sir.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAG-
DISH PRASAD MATHUR): The House
stands adjourned till 1[.00 am. tomorrow.

The House then adjourned at
fortysix minutes past seven of the
clock till eleven of the clock on
Thursday, the 22nd August. 1974,



