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STATEMENT AND DISCUSSION ON
RECENT NUCLEAR TESTS IN
POKHRAN—Contd,

MR. CHAIRMAN: Wc continuc with
the discussion. Dr. Raja Ramunna.

DR. RAJA RAMANNA (Nominated):
Mr. Chairman, Sir, as a Nominated
Member of the Rajya Sabha, 1 feel |
should intervene if T think that there has
to be a sccond opinion on matters con-
cerning  seience  and  technology.  Of
course, my first duty as o scientist
Mecember is to congratulate the scientists
of the Bhuba Atomic Rescarch Centre
and Defence for their cxcellent work, 1
take pleasure in the fact that many of
them arc those whom I can refer to us
my former students. I was also pleased to
read in the British Newspaper—‘TIMES'
—that our experiments were described as
being the most sophisticated weapons of
modern designs and there was a whole
varicty of them. Not that I think quoting
the British makes them any the better.
They werce already very critical. But they
have gone out of the way to make this
particular statement, and this summariscs
the scientific situation that we have these
weapons and they arc of the highest
quality and very sophisticated. However,
in the present cuse, the object of the
debate is not only the concern of scicnee
and techriology but also  geo-politics,
cthics, of the use of nuclear armaments
and the associated economic implications.
1 think, of thcse, only ethics and
cconomic implications have been discus-
sed widely. 1 am happy that the rccent
decision of the Government to conduct
this test is being discussed not as » party
issue. From what I can recall from previ-
ous ycars, nearly seven successive Prime
Ministers have declared the need for
keeping our nuclear options open, and 1
recall one Prime Minister, who I am not
quite sure whether he was legally a
Prime Ministér or not, made s statement
at the Red Fort that we should become 4
weapon country. Of course, there is no
point in my going back to the old history.
All that I say is that all these matters are
not matters of party approach, and it
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scems to me that the decision has become
necessary because of the threats from
Pukistan, and all the  previous
Governments had agreed on the need for
a nuclear option. But, I may recall that
many, many years ago, when we tried to
belicve that the world had respect for
people who tried to keep away from
nuclear weapons and the like, when Dr,
Sarabhai was the Chairman of the
Atomic Energy Commission, Mr. L.K.
Jha, then a very senior Secretary, was
sent to the United States to ask for a
possible nuclcar umbrella, Of course, it
did not come through beccause it was
neither realistic nor possible.  The
important decision that has to be taken
with respect tO the recent expcriment was
the dstc and time when the cxperiment
had to be carried out. This is a matter in
which there has been much controversy
becuuse onc would like to know why
these particular dates were chosen, I am
going to give some points which may be
different from those points which have
alrcady been expressed * carlier. The
choice of the time, of the datcs, depends
on many factors. In this case, perhaps, it
was “Ghauri” missile tested by Pakistan
or the readiness of our own scientists who
cannot be kept in a statc of suspended
animation for cver, a point which we
should take note of. It was alrcady 24
years after 'Pokhran-I' and something
had to be done sooner or later. Well, at
some carly stage, an effort was made and
it was withdrawn. I do rccall and it is no
longer a sccret any more that the holes
that were in Pokhran werc mad¢ long
time ago, but could never be uscd till
now.

The cxact time depends on the
weather. 1 sdy ‘the weather’ because in
1974 we took great precautions to see
that the wind was towards the cast and
not the west becausc we know that
Pakistan might give some troublc. You
will be surprised to know that in Geneva,
in the Vienna meeting of the
International Atomic Energy Agency, the
Chairman of the Pakistan Atomic Energy
Commission started putting a graph on
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the projection: “This is the activity we
got from Pokhran, so dangerous and all
that.” And yet we were right on top of
the creater trying to find out where the
activity was because it had been
contained underground. 1 am mentioning
this to only tell you how on this
particular  issue  political  misinter-
pretations can take place. It is a great
rclicf  that the Prime Minister has
declarcd a moratorium. He has stated
that these tests were essential to show
our defence capability. I believe, we
should sign the CTBT as CTBT was
actually proposed by us quite a long time
ago. The CTBT that we proposed was
converted into a partial Test Ban Treaty.
It was good that we carried out our first
test under the ground to make sure that
the atmosphere was not polluted with
radioactivity, and the CTBT was
essentially to show that no activity would
come out besides the other aspects of
security, etc. Since we have demonstrated
our capability, the countries in the
neighbourhood, including Australia, will
not treat us as a country with no
capability for modern technology in
defence. I specially mention Australia
because there was a seminar in Singapore
recently, It was on defence capability in
the coming century, and the Australian
delegate referred to us as not being able
to be listed even amongst the last of the
sccond class in the use of modern
technology for defence. And another
German said that it was not cven
worthwhile mentioning Indis as an
important country by way of defence in
the coming years of the next century. 1
mention this because of the reputation we
have abroad in some circle—perhaps a
misinterpretation of Mahatma Gandhi’s
philosophy. When it comes to brass-
tacks, 1 keep quoting that old proverb,
we should have perhaps the strength of a
giant but not use it like one. Now if we
could knit it into our philosophy, we
would have madec somc progress.

Having made the demonstration of our
capability of carrying out several devices,
such us a thermonuclear explosion, which
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is called a hydrogen bomb, many people
come and ask me, “Sir, when it is called
a hydrogen bomb, then why did you call
it a thermonuclear cxplosion?” The name
suggests its corrcct meaning that if you
can heat up the isotopes of hydrogen to
sufficient temperature, it gives you a
tremendous amount of cnergy, but to
heat it up, we will require anothcr small
fission bomb to provide the neccessary
cnergy. 1 want to make it clear that you
have thermonuclear; there is no-limit to
the amount of energy you can get in the
form of explosion, Many years ago,
Khrushchev in the Soviet Union told the
pcople to make an explosion as big as
possible. And a 60 megaton bomb was
exploded in Siberia. And here, people
ask why a 45 kiloton was exploded.

Of course, this is small for a hydrogen
bomb and people ask “why as did you
make this small one?” Yes, of course, we
made it a small one, otherwise we would
have to put it in hole of greater depth to
avoid the earth spurting out and
spreading the activity everywhere, and it
would have simulated an earthquake of a

reasonable size and all the villages nearby
would have been affected. When people
make various comments that this is not a
hydogen bomb but it is a thermonuclear
booster, they are talking nonsensc. Sub-
kiloton  devices are  very, very
complicated and technically difficult. If
you have some sub-kiloton devices, you
are really in-the realm of weapons, In
this case with some nuclear devices and
the hydrogen bomb, the cntire spectrum
of possible explosives is known to us and
is completely under our control. One is,
of course, a little worried when high-level
statements are made that the intension is
to arm the military personnel with
nuclear weapons and that was the reason
for this experiment. As a - general
philosophy, in my view, we should have a
strong conventional force and the
possession of nuclear weapons is to give
the necessary morale to-the forces by the
fact that in the last resort all this will be
behind them as support. I have often
heard these from the Army Generals
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during the years ] was associated with the
Defence Ministry. But no amount of
conventional - warfare will give the
necessary morale to the fighting forces,
unless you have the nuclear device
behind you somewhere. It doesn’t matter
where it is. Very few people realise that a
lot of military activity depends on the
morale of the fighting forces. 1 agree with
the previous speakers that we should not
get into the spiral of a cold war
‘preparation. I did not make a mention
during one of the sessions when it was
suggested that it would cost us a
tremendous amount of money to produce
nuclear weapons. This was not so
Broadly the reason for that was during
the cold war Washington was aiming to
destroy Moscow, not merely the top of it
but deep inside it, to erase it from the
earth and vice versa. 1 think, perhaps, 65
such bombs, hydrogen bombs, have to hit
the same place to achieve such
tremendous  destruction. We are not
going for any such things. I think both
the Americans and the Russians will
admit that this was a typical case of the
cold war going out of control, out of
hand. It is a good thing that the cold war
has disappeared but the weapons are
there and keep moving and this is the
situation that we have to face. Besides
destruction by known enemies,
destruction by other methods, is also very
important. One hon. Member of this
House mentioned in the morning about
Diego Garcia and the tremendous
amount of weapons that had been built
on that small island as a source of US
power. One does not realise that nuclear
weapons are now carried in submarines. |
am told that the Indian Ocean is full of
submarines. One usually does know the
position of a submarine at any time that
is the submarine discharged the weapon
and above all to which country the
submarines belongs. I mention all these
things to make you aware that when you
get into the nuclear regime you have to
draw lines for the future.

1 was taking part in a seminar in
Coonoor, Wellington. We were discussing
as to what should be our defence strategy

in the coming century and how much of
nuclear energy are we going to use for
even propulsion in submarines. These are
matters which have to be discussed in
greater detail. One fact which you prob-
ably don’t know is that CTBT or any of
these treaties don’t apply to submarines.
They don’t apply to defence equipments.
Why have submarines been completely
eliminated from the control of inter-
national organisations? 1 do not know.
But the fact is that a submarine can carry
any amount of weapons and we are not
breaking any law. It means that all the
five countries have these weapons and
are merrily multiplying whenever they
want to. So signing the CTBT is one
thing, but watching the weapon-like
operations which don’t come under inter-
national treaties does not mean that the
world has become free of nuclear prob-
lems. In fact, nuclear problems have
become bigger and greater. Now I_be-
lieve, having done this set of experiments
we have reached a stage where people
will listen to us and a new regime will
have to be created in the field of disar-
mament. It is a very difficult proposition.
Therefore, you must take into account
what Prof. Teller, the father of the first
hydrogen bomb, has said recently. He
said, “Proliferation is already there. But
we have to contain it and this requires a
new regime in the field of world disarma-
ment”.

1 am sure, today we will discuss the
five experiments that we have done which
have taken us to the level of international
status and which have given us sufficient
powers to discuss things. We now have to
go into a regime where in the next
century world disarmament has ta take
place. It is going to be very difficult
because everything in the military forces
of different countries has to come out. 1
feel that this question of submarines con-
taining nuclear missiles is probably one of
the very big problems of the future be-
cause you would not know as to whom a
missile belongs and as to whom a sub-
marine belongs and why it has come to
attack you. That is one thing.
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The question of missilery itsclf and is
about using not only bombs but even
nuclear energy to send missiles from one
point of the earth to the other.

Mr. Chairman, Sir, I would like to
tharik you for giving me this opportunity
of looking at the problem in a slightly
different way. We have exploded these
five devices. I think the discussion on
that completes the picture in so for as it
reaches a certain stage. Whether
threatening a neighbour or a neighbour
threatening us, is comparatively a smaller
issue when you come to think of new
discoveries and new technologies that
have already been prepared in various
places which can be done without any
testing. Powerful computers simulate ev-
erything and every aspect of the be-
haviour of bombs because the physics
involved is very straightforward which is
not mysterious like quantum mechanics.
It is essentially a mechanical item. These
five experiments have given us those
basic parameters and these can project to
any length that we want.

Before concluding, I would like to
again stress the point that the five major
countries of the world would like to have
a new regime of their own so that they
will go on becoming stronger and making
more powerful things and we will be left
alone! But, fortunately, we have reached
a stage when we can go into computers
and keep ourselves at an equal level. You
may ask: How? Why do you want this
cqual level? What is security? What is the
limit to  security? These are decep
philosaphical questions which I would
like to pose to you to discuss because just
saying, “security against Pakistan, securi-
ty against China, security against Diego
Garcia” will lose its meaning very much.

What can be the only solution? It is
that we come to a general agreement on
total disarmament and these points like
scientific capability and other things
should be taken up rather than smaller
issues. But the fact is that the big five
countries are not going to give up that
easily and we must be prepared for a
dialogue at a much higher level looking
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well into the coming years of the next
century.

SHRI K.R. MALKANI (Declhi): Mr.
Chairman, Sir, 1 rise to felicitate, con-
gratulate and salute the Government and
the people of India, particularly the sci-
entific community. They have done us
proud. 1 understand that these tests were
so sophisticated that they have taken us
technolgicaly ahead of the U.K., France
and China. 1 am particularly happy that
the foreign countries which are trying to
spy on our country and many other
countries 24 hours a day could not catch
this. The general impression in India is
that New Delhi is a whispering gallery
and that the Government is something of
a sieve. But is obvious that where there
are matters of national interest and
national honour, we can be as good as
anybody else on earth. Sir, what hap-
pened on May 11 is something nothing
short of historic.

Up till now, the five powers which
emerged after World War II and mono-
polised the permanent seats in the U.N.
Security Council have been brow-beating
and blackmailing any other country which
stood in their way. But on May 11, we
breached this monopoly, of these five
dadas. It is not just an Indian bomb, it
also means empowerment of Afro-Asia
and Latin America. It is a great day in
the history of the world. It is significant
that apart from our friends in Pakistan,
no other country in our neighbourhood
has thought ill of this. There have been
celebrations in the Arab land; sweets and
chocolates have been distributed. Saudi
Arabia itself is very rational in this mat-
ter. The only comment that they made on
these nuclear tests was, “India is a friend-
ly country” and they have also added ,
“Pakistan is a friendly and sisterly coun-
try”, whatever that may mean. They have
not taken ill of it at all. So, this is a great
thing of which not only India but also all
Afro-Asia will feel proud. There has
been some dissent abroad. I can under-
stand the objection of Japan. They have
suffered a nuclear explosion. They know
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what it means. They arc opposed to it in
principle. I respect their protest. But [
am sorry to say that the U.S. attitude in
this matter is entircly hypocritical, These
are peoplz sitling on thousands of atomic
bombs telling the whole world to refrain
from going and nuclcar. Why do they
think that other countries are a lesser
breed?

But it is also significant that even in
America, more thoughtful pcople have
appreciated India’s test. Former U.S.
President, Carter; Kissinger, fromer Scc-
retary of State, Brzezniski, former Na-
tional Sccurity Advisor, even the Speaker
of the U.S. House' of Representatives
'thcy have all said that India has a right to
go nuclear. And they have come out
against any sanctions against India. A
very distinguished Amcrican journalist
Rosenthall, New York. Times man, who
was here for years, said that the whole
western approach to India is as mush of
arrogance, ignorance and condescension.
General Colin Powell who retired as
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
U.S.A, says, “U.S.A. should cmbrace
India.” He adds, “India has great intel-
lectual power and has very gifted people.
If it could bring all its gifts and resources
together, it certainly has the potential to
be a major global power.” This is exactly
the cours¢ on which we are set, People
have been talking of sanctions. They arc
talking of sanctions as some people try to
frighten the children with ginnbhoot. But
the reality is U.K., France and Russia
have made it clear that they do not want
sanctions. The sanctions law of America
was enactzd four years ago but the rules
are yet to be framed. Many distinguished
Americans have opposed imposition of
sanctions against India. Not only that, in
having these tests, we have not violated
any international law. We have not
breached any international treaty. I will
go as far as to say that if, as and when,
U.S.A. does decide on sanctions, thcy
will be violating the World Trade Orga-
nisation. ] am not sure whether it is going
to be good for them. But assuming the
sanctions come, what will be the result?
How will it hurt us? The trade betwecn
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U.S. and India is almost bulanced at
7 billion dollars plus on both sides. If
they deny us the Most Favoured Nation
position we can do the same to them. If
our business suffers, theirs also will suf-
fer. How docs it help them? Many people
have all kinds of ideas about forcign
investments. Foreign investment in India
is less then two per cent of our total
investment. If we can finance 98.5 per
cent of our investment, we can finance
the remaining 1.5 pereent also, People
talk of aid. I think much mischicf is made
by wrong use of words. This “‘aid" is not
some kind of a gift to anybody. They
lend you money, they charge you intcrest
and they call it aid. Not only that, these
are just credits. And you are required to
spend those credits, to use those credits
in those same countrics. When you buy
something there, you are supposcd to
bring those things in the bottoms of that
country and you arc supposed to use the
banking and insurance companics of that
country, Aid is an illusion. Aid helps
these pcople more than it helps us. As
Mr. Brailsford put it many yecars ago,
“the old imperialism levied tribute, the
new imperialism lends money on inter-
est”, In this connection I would only say
one thing moré. I was very happy to sce
soon after the eleventh, the Government
said that if any country declares economic
war on India, we can consider retaliation.
We can also stop payment of interest and
repayment of loans to them for the dura-
tion of this economic warfare. I would
like to remind this House, U.S.A. built
its entire railway system with loans from
England, France and Germany. They did
not pay back a single penny. I am not
saying that we should do it. But this is
their tradition. This is what these pcople
have been doing. Many fricds raised the
issue of cost. One gentleman who was in
those power said, “We also could have
gone in for a nuclear bomb but it costs so
much money.” But it cost so much
money. When it is a matter of national
defence, money becomes a very secon-
dary consideration. But docs it really cost
all that much monecy ? Firstly, nuclear
defence ‘is much cheaper than conven
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tional deference. It is elementary. The
present tests have cost us, according to
Dr. Kalam, less then one crore of rupees.
Of course, there are the regular nuclear
establishments. DRDO is there. The De-
partment of Aftomic Energy is there.
Everybody is there. That goes on in any
case, all the time. But these particular
tests have cost us less than one crore. 1
will give you a small example from the
recent history. Dr. Bhabha said at a Press
Conference in 1963, that “Since 1959 we
have been in a position to produce
Hiroshima type bombs”. He also said in
that Press Conference, “That if I had
been asked to do it, 1 could have pro-
duced these bombs within two years at a
cost of five lakh rupees each”. My ques-
tion to friends on the other side is: If the
then Government had had the wisdom to
ask_Dr. Bhabha to go ahead in 1959, in
1961 we-would have had a few bombs.
Would China have then dared to attack
us, in 19627 Would Pakistan have dared
to attack us in 19657 I am sorry to say
that many times the defence of India has
been handled casually.

Some friends in India also have been
critical. This is a free country. We all
have the freedom of speech. Anybody
can say anything. I wasn’t surprised that
our Communist friends have been critical.
By and large on all major issues they
have never been on the same wave-length
as the rest of the people. At a time when

Gandhi and Subhash were the heroes of .

the whole country, our comrades were
dubbing them as ‘running dogs of impe-
rialism’. These were the friends who sup-
ported the partition of India. They sup-
ported Emergency. They opposed the
Quit India Movement. So, T am not at all
surprised that in the present situation also
they are against national opinion and
national interest. One nice exception is...
(Interruption)

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU (West Ben-
gal): What about Godse?

SHRI K.R. MALKANI: Please. Why
do you ask about Godse? Godse killed
Gandhi and he was hanged for that. But
ail these people have killed Gandhism
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and you have supported them. (Interrup-
tions) 1 can only say that the Kerala unit
of the Communist Part has conducted ...
(Interruptions)  Please.  (Interruptions)
Plcasc. Have the capacity of listening to
the bitter truth. (Interruptions) Unly two
years back... ({nterruptions)

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: We know
very well. Don’t invoke all those things.

SHRI DIPANKAR MUKHERIEE
(West Bangal): Mr. Chairman, Sir, he
is... (Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: You address me.
(Interruptionsj Mr. Malkani, you address
me. (Interruptions) Please, come 1o the
subject now.

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA (West
Bangal): Can 1 make a rcquest, Sir? Let
us not pollute further the pollution that
has taken place already. (/nterruptions)

SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU (Kar-
nataka): Excuse me, Sir. Everytime they
start talking about Godse. Who is a fool
that is supporting Godse? What is this
tamasha everyday?

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: Your party
has been supporting him. (Interruptions)

SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU: You
are making irresponsible charges. (fnrer-
ruptions) You can't make irresponsible
charges. Your have been supporting Chi-
na. You supported Russia. You sup-
ported many such countrics. (Interrup-
tions) You can’t make charges like this.
You have already been reduced in size.
Please understand people’s ... (Interrup-
tions) You can’t make charges. (Interrup-
tions))

MR. CHAIRMAN: Let us stop it now.
Please wind up, Mr. Malkani. (Interrup-
tions)) Please wind up.

SHRI K.R. MALKANI: Not so soon,
Sir. This should not be counted. ... (In-
terruptions}... ‘
But, I must give credit to the Communist
Party unit in Kerala. They have had the
sense to welcome tests. 1 remember that
a few years back Mr. Namboodiripad also
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had said that if we think we should-have
a bomb, we should go in for it what is
wrong?

SHRI J. CHITHARANIJAN (Kerala):
This is not true.

SHRI S. RAMACHANDRAN PIL-
LAI (Kerala): He has not said it.

SHRI K.R. MALKANI: You can go to
the Library and find out. ... (Interrup-
tions)... I am surprised at the response of
the Congress Party to the whole thing.
Some of them have welcomed it; some of
them have not welcomed it. Someone
welcomes it one day and does not wel-
come it the following day; Some do not
know what to say. Why are their tongues
tied? When Mrs. Gandhi came up with
that Pokhran thing in 1974, the whole
country supported her. We did not ask
her what she had done, “She had done it,
why she had done it now, why not
before, why not after?” I am surprised
and pained that in this Congress nobody
says, Mr., Vajpayee, well-done, thank
you. We can discuss the thing further.

SHRI JOHN F. FERNANDES (Goa):
We did not explode a nuclear bomb then,
Sir. So, there was no’ question...

SHRI K.R. MALKANI: We have to
have the elementary decency. Did Mrs.
Gandhi consult us before 19747 You
wanted us td consult you. You decided
about keeping the nuclear option open.
.. (Interruptions)... This is what I say.
Did Mrs. Gandhi consult us when she
said that she was going to keep this
option open? Are these things discussed
in public? The Government knows what
is in national interest, what is in public
interest, what the people want. Go to the
people, 91 per cent of the people have
said, “Very well done”. Where are you?
Where are you even in Bengal? Where
are you going?

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: We do not
have a nuclear bomb there.... (Interrup-
tions)...

SHRI K.R. MALKANI: Some kind of
grace, some kind of decency is essential.
Any system can work only if you work as
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a gentleman. But if you say, Mrs. Gandhi
did such things which were wonderful,
Mr. Rajiv Gandhi did these things which
were wonderful. Very good. Okay. No
quarrel. But, not a word about what this
Government is doing! Is this proper? Is it
decent? Why is- grace so short in the
Congtess Party? You know, we know, all
of us know that... (Interruptions)...
Please, mind your business.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You go on speak-
ing. Why are you bothered? ... (Interrup-
tions)...

SHRI K.R. MALKANI: Sir, the whole

. country knows that in 1983 and again in

1995, in both years, the Congress was in
power. They wanted to have another
experiment, another explosion and you
know, we know, the world knows that
there were pressures and they yiclded
before those pressures. Why don’t you
admit it? Now because this Government
has had the courage to keep its word to
do what it said it would do, you are
tongue-tied. T am sorry to say this. Some
voices that I hear in India, they seem to
be from abroad. Some people are danc-
ing to foreign tune. What America says
today, somebady here says the following
day." What' is happcning in this country?

SHRIMATI KAMLA SINHA (Bihar):
This should be deleted from the records.

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA: 1
take strong exception to it. He is saying
indirectly that somebody is acting at the
behest of America. If this is true, he
should come out... This is absolutely
false. This is false insinuation and de-
rogatory. I hope the hon. Prime Minister
takes note of what his party man is
saying. ...(Interruptions)...

e fom g wen (Reeh): wR
fedt & T 7 fo.. (|Eg)...
SHRI. JOHN F. FERNANDES: Let

the hon. Member substantiate it; other-
wise, it should be expunged.

Re forta FAR AedEn: FoA 9R A w9
T wwr) ... (SEAGA)... B A T
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MR. CHAIRMAN: you have not men-
tioned any name. ...(lnterruptions)...he
has not put any blame on anybody.

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA: Who
are thcy? If the hon. Member has the
courage, he should speak out.

Let him speak up...(Interruptions)...Let
him speak up ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI K. R. MALKANI: If this cap
does not suit one let him put it off.
...(Interruptions)... If this cap suits some-
body, let him put it on. ...(Interrup-
tions)...But this is a fact. -...(Interrup-
tions)... In 1974 there was no protest.
...(Interruptions)... But what is going on
now? ...(Interruptions)...What is going on
now?...(Interruptions)... In conclusion, 1
would like to make a few humble sugges-
tions for the consideration of the Gavern-
ment. 1 was very sorry to hear the other
day that after Dr. Bhabha died—some
people thing it was an air accident; some
people think it was not an accident and it
was something more serious—it was sug-
gested that he might be given the Bharat
Ratna. The comment of the Government
of the day was that he was “not big
enough” for Bharat Ratna. I was very
sorry and I was shocked. ] wolld like to
suggest to this Government—the previous
Government had the grace to confer
Bharat Ratna on Dr. Kalam—that distin-
guished scientists—one of them Dr. Raja
Ramanna is here right now and ‘is an
honour to this House—should be suitably
honoured.

I do not think that sanctions will come
to anything much. And whether they
propose it or not do it, it is immaterial. I
think we have to have a new positive
approach to NRIs. We must encourage
them. We must encourage them to invest
here. We must see to it that they are not
bothered at the Customs or any other
place. Recently the Malasian economy
was in a scrious trouble. The Prime
Minister of Malasiya appealed to overseas
Malasians to invest their savings in
Malasia. The surprising thing is that
Malasia got about 17 billion Ringits and
one Ringit is equal to ‘ten rupees’. You
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can imagine that if our NRIs conduct
themselves in the same way, how much
money and business will land up in this
country. In this connection I would like
to suggest that the Government should
seriously consider giving dual citizenship
to NRIs. We should have some of them
sitting here in this House. Why not?
Pakistan has done it, Bangladesh has
done it and China has done it. It is a very
sensible and obvious thing to do. We
should do it too.

Since years we have been keeping our
foreign exchange abroad. We might have
some 20 billion dollars in foreign ex-
change. But 19 million dollars is kept in
US. 1 suggest that the Government
should consider getting our foreign ex-
change back to India. You never know
what happens there. They froze Iranian
assets.

Lastly, T would like to say a word to
our friends in China and Pakistan.
Whether it is India or China or Pakistan
or many other countriecs, we have suf-
fered from 200 years of imperialism and
exploitation. We do not have to be tread-
ing on each others toes. We should all be
happy if we all come up. When China
became nuclear, we did not go into a
tantrum; we did not ask for sanctions.
But now China has gone into a tantrum.
It wants sanctions against India. Why is
Pakistan afraid of it? Pakistan is 1/10th or
15th of India. We have never attacked
them. We will never attack them. We are
brothers. Basically all people of Hindus-
tan peninsula ...(Interruptions)... 1 think
that is a very happy phrase used in by the
Indo-Russian Friendship treaty that all
people of India, Pakistan and Bangladesh
are one people. We might be three
states. But we are one people. 1 would
like to suggest that Pakistan should relax
and think about it. They should regard
this progress in India as their own prog-
tess. It is a credit to them also. Dr.
Kalam has said in half in humour that
missiles can be used even for showering
flowers. We can do the same if Pakistan
is willing. We can showcr flowers on
them on their National Day. They. can
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rcturn the compliments by showering
flowers on India on our National Day,
Sir, a question has been raised as to
where do we go from here. We are going
out of the treadmill. If we want to take
this country forward, if we want to be-
come great in all senses of the word
politically, socially, economically, morally
and militarily, we have to have this
strength. A country of 100 crores cannot
be treated as dirt. I conclude with a few
lines from Kipling. He was known to be
the poet of imperialism but he was a man
of great sense and great idealism. He
said, “Oh, East is East and West is West,
and never the twins shall meet, ...But
there is neither East nor West; Border
nor breed nor birth; When two strong
men stand face to face, though they come
from the ends of the earth.” This is what
we want India to be. Let India be great.
The U.S.A. is great. Let China be great.
Let Pakistan become as great as it can be
and let us treat each other respectfully on
terms of equality. Thank you.

SHRI S. RAMACHANDRAN PIL-
LAI: Mr. Chairman, Sir, I rise to express
my strong disagreement with the Pokhran
Nuclear Tests and my opposition to
them. I consider these nuclear tests un-
necessary and unwarranted. I also consid-
er that the present Government has clear-
ly and deliberately departed from the
established foreign policy positions and
nuclear position. I fear that these depar-
tures will adversely affect our efforts for
development, our efforts for finding solu-
tions to the problem of unemployment,
poverty, backwardness, unevenness in
growth and also our efforts in building
close friendly relations with our neigh-
bours and the countries in the developing
world. We all know that the foreign
policy positions are not the product of a
single day. It has been evolved through
our pre-independence experiences and
the fifty years of post-independence. It is
also not a product of a single factor.
While formulating the foreign policy posi-
tions, we have taken into consideration
almost all aspects—our centuries long-
history, our centuries—long independ-
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ence struggle, the geographical factors,
the vastness of the country, the religious
and ethinical composition of our popula-
tion, our economic needs, the security
needs, the world in which we live the
objective situation—and the changes that
are happening in the world. While for-
mulating our foreign policy positions, we
have considered all these aspects. Sir,
there is also another important factor.
For every foreign policy position, there
may be two ot more options. We have to
judiciously weigh the balances. We have
to exercise our discretion judiciously to
find out the best course of action with
minimum, least, adverse effect. Of
course, all these factors we consider while
formulating our foreign policy position.
That is why we came to the firm conclu-
sion that peace and disarmament and also
improving friendly relations with our
neighbours, improving friendly relations
with the developing countries in the
world, are the most important compo-
nents of our foreign policy, because
peace is absolutely necessary for our
economic development. It alone can en-
sure a new atmosphere, a favourable
atmosphere, for making economic ' adv-
ancement. We also need to improve our
friendly relations with our neighbours and
with the developing world.

Now we know that the developed capital-
ist countries, particularly, the imperialist
countries, are trying to impose their
economic regime, their military regime
over India and other developing countries
in this world. They are making use of the
international institutions. They are mak-
ing use of the United Nations. They are
making use of the International Monitory
Fund. They are making use of the World
Trade Organisation. They are also mak-
ing use of various treatics. They are
making use of NPT, They arc making use
of CTET. We alone cannot challenge
these attacks. So, we meed the coopera-
tion, we need the solidarity of our neigh-
bours, of the developing countries in this
world. That is why, we give more and
more importance to improving our rela-
tions with our neighbours and with the
Non-aligned countries, the developing
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countries in this world. We also see that
it is all the more necessary to find a
solution to the disputes, which we have
with our ncighbours. We are doing that
exercise because we had a bitter experi-
ence of the colonial past—the British
colonialism. They made use of the con-
flicts and contradictions in the princely
States in India. They instigated thc con-
tradictions and conflicts and- made use ‘of
them for establishing their colonial rule.

Now the very same powers in the
world are trying to make use of the
contradictions and conflicts among the
developing countries. So, we do not want
any foreign country im settling our dis-
putes with Pakistan, in settling our dis-
putes with China. That is why, we en-
tered into the Shimla Agreement. So, the
most important thing we consider is,
strengthening of our relations with our
neighbours. It is also absoutely necessary
to contain the terrorist activities in the
country. So, we consider our relations
with our neighbours and developing
countries dearer than our relations with
other countries. That is our basic ap-
proach.

Our Nuclear Policy was also formu-
lated on thé basis of an objective world
situation. Now, how do we safeguard our
security? There are two options. One is,
make nuclear bombs, establish your
superiority, and then protect your securi~
ty. The other option is, let all the
havenots of the nuclear power in this
world rally together and try to exert
pressure, try to persuade, and through
them try to establish peace, disarmament,
Of course, both. these options are very
difficult. But, we consider the first option
as more difficult than ther latter option,
than the second option. We have been
trying these things. In 1974, India con-
ducted a nuclear test at Pokhran. We did
not make any nuclear bomb. This was
‘meant for peaceful purposes only. But,
we established our capability. Our re-
straint in making nuclear bombs has be-
come a deterent. So, the restraint we
showed, paid us rich dividends during the
Jast more than 20 years. Now, some of
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my honourable friends are trying to com-
pare the present nuclear explosions with
the explosions we had in 1974, The state-
ment of the Prime Minister is just before
us. We also know what the then Prime
Minister in 1974 told the Lok Sabha.
Smt. Indira Gandhi said, and I am quot-
ing from the Lok Sabha debate of 22nd
July, 1974 : “I have repeatedly reaffirmed
our policy on using nuclear energy for
peaceful purposes and have specifically
stated that we have no intention of de-
veloping nuclear weapons.” What is the
present stand of the Government? They
have done these explosions in order to
make nuclear, bombs. Not only that; she
continued:

“1 have explained in my letter to Prime
Minister Bhutto about the peaceful
nautre and economic purposes of this
experiment and have also stated that
India is willing to share her nuclear
technology with Pakistan in the same way
as she is willing to share it with other
countries provided proper conditions of
understanding and trust are created. I
once again repeat - this assurance and
hope that the Government of Pakistan

“will accept India’s position in this re-

gard.” This is about the attitutde of the
then Government. But what is the at-
titude of the present Government for
making bombs and making use of those
bombs as a deterrent on others? It is
clear departure from the 1974 position.
That is why we consider the present
departure a danger to our national in-
terest.

Sir, as 1 have said earlier, the present
Government has departed from the fore-
ign policy and nuclear policy decisions.
But, they have not cared to inform the
political parties in India, not cared to
inform the public in India. There are also
reports that they have not even cared to
discuss this matter inside their Cabinet. 1
do mot know the reality. How can such a

' decision, which is a clear demarcation

from_ the 50 years of policies and which
has very serious implications on the life
of the people, on the fate of the country,
be taken? But they tried to write to
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Clinton and others. This is a most unde-
mocratic act that the present Government
has done. The Prime Minister now exp-
lains the compelling reasons in his state-
ment. I am not reading paragraphs 7 and
8. So, he says that the nuclear and missile
proliferation is one of the causes for
taking these decisions. Another cause is
the externally aided and abetted terror-
ism and militancy and clandestine war.
'Sir, can we compete with the ‘haves’ in
making atomic bombs and establish our
superiority? They have been doing it for
the last so many years. Can we compete
with them? Can we catch up with them?
Can arms race be a solution to the
problems we face? Nuclear weapons
cannot find a final solution to any of the
international issues.

America had all these weapons, but
they could not defeat Vietnam. They
could not cow down Iraq, Cuba and
other countries. Our attempt to build
nuclear weapons and establish nuclear
superiority would only create
apprehensions in the minds of our
neighbours. This would only create
apprehensions in the minds of the Third
World countries. This would isolate us.
This would isolate us from our close
friends.

Not only this, Sir. How are we going to
meet the economic sanctions? 1 have no
doubt that the ‘nuclear haves’ have no
right to impose sanctions on us. We all
would join together to fight against these
sanctions. That is one aspect. But how
are we going to face this? It is not only
the United States. Yesterday, there were
reports about the decisions by the
Eurpoean Union.

Of course, two solutions have been
proposed in the Prime Minister’s
statement. What is the first proposal? He
says, in paragraph 12: ‘The policies of
economic liberalisation introduced in
recent years have increased our regional
and global linkages and my Government
intends to deepen and strengthen these
ties’. By opening up the economy further,

the Prime Minister is thinking of toning

down the severity of the sanctions. Sir,
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this would be'a very, very serious thing.
If you do that, it would be very, very
dangerous to our economic development.

Already, the Government has taken
certain decisions on these lines. They
have given counterguarantee in the casc
of three power projects. The Ministry of
Mines have now cleared a whopping 34
large proposals. One of the proposals is
from Messrs. Phelp and Dodge. The
Government has given licence to this
multinational company for prospecting of
copper, covering a massive area of 2472
sq. kms. Not only this. The Government
has also given sanction to mutlinational
companies for oil exploration and
production-sharing contracts. The
Government has also given the green
signal to multinational companies for
holding eighty-nine per cent of the equity
in joint ventures for developing India’s
ports. In future we will not be in a
position to stop American nuclear
submarines from visiting Indian coast. So,
this opening up is an opening to the
imperialist dangers.

Sir, the second option is this. The
Prime Minister says in paragraph 14 of
his statement:

“We have also indicated willingness
to move towards a de-jure
formalisation of this declaration.”

What does it mean? Is the Government
going to sign the NPT and the CTBT?
There are many statments from the side
of the Government. They ask for
acceptance of the nuclear status. If others
accept it, the Government is willing to
sign the NPT and the CTBT. What have
been our objections to the CTBT and the
NPT? We consider them unjst. We
consider them discriminatory. We
consider that they protect the monopoly
of the haves. Now we declare ourselves
t0 be a nuclear power, and all of a
sudden we turn around and say “If you
accept us, we are ready to accept the
unjust, discriminatory CTBT and NPT.”
We are giving up all our moral strength
in dealing with other countries of the
world. It is a very very preposterous
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stand any civilised country has taken.
You are proposing that thing.

So, Sir, the present Government is
treading a very very dangerous path. This
will have very very serious repercussions.
I ask of the Government not to make
nuclear weapons. 1 ask of the
Government not to sign the CTBT and
the NPT. I ask of the Government: let us
have a meeting of all the political parties
and try to evolve a consensus on how to
wriggle out of the present situation.

Sir, the Prime Minister’s statement asks
for “avoiding triumphalism”. He asks for
this in paragraph 16 of the statement.
Who is glorifying these nuclear
explosions? His own political party and
his own allies are glorifying these.
Humanity considers nuclear bombs as
weapons of mass destruction. No civilised
people in this world have ever glorified
building of weapons of mass destruction.
Some of their close allies are trying to
construct a temple there. They are
speaking of India’s ethos. What is India’s
cthos? Loka samastha sukhino bhavantu.
You are constructing a temple because
you have the capacity to kill lakhs and
lakhs of people. You arc polluting, you
are misinterpreting India’s ethos, and you
are leading the country to chaos and
difficulties.

So, Sir, history will not absolve them
of the wrongs they have committed to the
people of this country.

With these words, I conclude.

SHRI S.R. BOMMAI (Karnataka):
Mr. Chairman, Sir, at the outset, 1 would
like to join the Prime Minister in
congratulating our great scientists and
technocrats, who are responsible for
achieving our expertise in building up
nuclear strength. I salute them. But, 1 am
extremely sorry that up till now we have
not been able to know from the
Government--except in the statement of
the Prime Minister--what security reasons
had made us to take the decision to
explode the bomb.
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Sir, 1 do not want to go into the details
of the National Agenda for Governance
signed by 17 parties. There they had
promised 60 per cent of the expenditure
for agriculture, removal of
unemployment, elementary education and
so many other things. After having said
it, they talked of rule of consensus, which
has already been referred to by my good
friend, Mr. Prnab Mukherjee. 1 am sorry
my good friend, Mr. George Fernandes,
Who belongs to the socialist thinking and
who is a staunch and ardent supporter of
social democracy in the world, has made
a statement saying that China is our
enemy number one so far as security is
concerned. It was later on supported by
PM also. I will come to that later.

Sir, another surprising thing is that the
next day, for the first time, I think, the
United States Defence Minister invites
my gopd friends, George Fernandes. 1
am really unable to understand why my
good friend has fallen a vicitim to such a
wrong thinking. I really never expected
this from him. Still T am not able to
understand it. It is, perhaps, because of
the company that might have influenced
him that way. He is not easily
influenceable. But, still, why should the
American Defence Minister invite him.

W g FUR UegEn: TR T R
& e ¥

SHR] S.R. BOMMALI: That is not so,
It was before the explosion took place
that he got the invitation. Here, Sir, 1
want only to attribute these things to my
good friend, George Fernandes.

The Prime Minister writes a letter to
Mr." Clinton. Sir, on 13th, the Prime
Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee had cited
an atmosphere of distrust in India’s
relations with China and Pakistan’s status
as over-nuclear weapons State as the
reason behind the Pokhran nuclear tests.
In his letter, he has not named the
countries, but inferences could be
properly drawn. I do not want to take the
time of the House. But, he said: “The
country which attacked our country in
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1962, the country which helped Pakistan
to have nuclear weapons”, all these
references clearly go to show that the
danger stemmed from China and
Pakistan. Here comes the main question.
In 1996 and in 1997 when Mr. Gujaral
was the Minister for External Affairs, he
made a statement in Parliament. There
was a discussion about signing the CTBT.
Both the Houses unanimously agreed not
to sign it. The present Prime Minister,
honourable Shri Atalji was also a partner
to it. Having taken that stand and having
said in his statement that for 20 years the
country had to show restraint--which has
been properly cxplained by Shri Pranab
Mukherjee, 1 will not repeat it--what was
the hurried reason for this Pokhran test?
They are yet to give us the reasons for
this test. Was there any movement of
Armed Forces on our borders with China
and with Pakistan? Were there any
significant  positive ' signs of war
endangering our borders? Let them take
us into confidence. Let them take the

people into confidence. Otherwise, only’

irresistible influence could be the cause to
divert the attention of the country from
the quarrels with their allies and disunity
in the coalition Government. They could
not do any single work for 50 days. If
they have done any work, 1 would like to
hear from them. They have not issued a
single order in the interest of the people.
They have not done anything in the
interest of the people. Just to suppress it
and divert the attention of the entire
nation, this bomb explosion was done. |
must say that one should ponder over it.
1 am glad that it is being done now. Let
them give us the rcasons for the bomb
explosions. Let them convince us. Then,
what is the next thing that they want
from us? They want consensus. 1 do
agree with it. An hon. Member from the
BIJP spoke about it. They did not take us
into condidence. They did not inform any
party. 1 do not know what happened. 1
was not here. I was in my State. Having
taken a decision, not to sign the CTBT,
having taken a consistent policy on nuc-
lear weapons, our options were open.
That was . our stand. How is it that
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suddenly, unilaterally the Prime Minister
took a decision. I do not know whcther
my good friend, Shri George Fernandes,
the Defence Minister was informed about
the tests. I think he was informed after
the explosion, not beforc the explosion.
If it was before, then 1 am happy about
it. Otherwise, he has to think... (Inter-
ruption)... It was not discussed in the
Cabinet meeting also.

SHRI GURUDAS DAS GUPTA: Hc
is a member of the inncr-Cabinet.

SHRI S.R. BOMMALI: I do not know.
I do not know whether he was informed
before the tests or after the tests, 1 feel
that the Prime Minister could have in-
vited leaderes of the Opposition and
explained the reasons for the tests instead

. of going to the press. He could have

taken us into confidence and explain the
reasons before the explosions. Then,
there would have been some understand-
ing. Then, we would have thought that
there is 2 Prime Minister who took us
into confidence and who gave the rcasons
for the explosions, before going to the
press. That also did not happen. After
that the Prime Minister says one thing.
His statement here is differcnt. 1 am
extremely sorry for it. We appreciate may
parts of his statement. He has paid
tributes to all those people all the succes-
sive Government who have contributed

_towards this development. It did not

happen in 30 days. It has taken 30 years
to build it. We salute all those pecople
who have contributed towards this de-
velopment. Whatever it may be, if he has
taken us into confidence, it would have
been a different story, But how the Prime
Minister issues one statement and the
Home Minister issues another statement.

The President of the B.J.P issued
another statement; the Sangh
Parivar—the Bajrang Dal and the Vishwa
Hindu Parishad—made some other state-
ment. Everybody is speaking in a diffe-
rent way. Some of them want to build the
temple. Some of them want to do some-
thing else. This has give the impression
that the ruling party wants to have a
political advantage out of the tapasya of
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scientists. I am also told and I do not
know whether this is true or not that they
want to go in for mid-term elections after
the Budget Session to get rid of the
alliance. This is a very important thing
for us and I would like the Prime Minis-
ter to clarify this thing. We, the Members
of Rajya Sabha, are not worried about
the mid-term polls. But the Members of
Lok Sabha are worried about this thing.
We do not know what the people of this
country will do. The people of this
country are matured enough. The most
unfortunate part of the entire thing is
that they are making it a party achicve-
ment and taking a partisan view of the
whole thing. This should be stopped. I
would like to know from the Government
as, to what the fall out on the economy
would be. We are in a crisis. The value
of rupce is falling every day. We are
getting more than
Rs. 4,000 crores help from Japan, from
the World Bank, from the IMF and from
different countries. As a Human Re-
source Development Minister, I know
that we are getting a lot of foreign aid for
the benefit of children. 1 don’t know
whether after the nuclear explosion, that
help will come to India or not. If the
same is stopped. What is the alternative
arrangement? A number of small-scale
industries are being closed down; a
number of medium industries are being
closed down. We have an assurance from
the multinationals that we would be
helped by them in the power sector. We
have signed agreements for power pro-
jects in Karnataka, Maharashtra, Orissa
for almost all the States, agreements have
been signed for power projects, They are
half-way. We are in a real power crisis.
Though the entire power is with Atal Ii, I
do not know whether it is fully with him
or whether there are some people who
control him. The Prime Minister siad that
there is no remote control. But there are
a number of remote controls there.
Sometimes, 1 sympathise with him. 1
would like to know as to what the
economic fall-out is.

Then 1 come to the social fall-out, I
would like to know what social effect it
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will have. Lastly, I would like to know
about the environmental fall-out. Somc
people say that the heat in Delhi is
because of the explosion. (Interruptions)

PFRO. VIJAY KUMAR MALHO-
TRA: Mr. Bommai, it is not expe. d of
you to make such a statement.

SHRI S.R. BOMMAI: I am not saying
it. Some people said it, It was in a lighter
vein. I would like to know about the long
term effects of the nuclear explosion. In
Japan, even today the Government have
to take care of the new born children.
They have to spend moncy and take care
of mothers even after so many ycars.
That is the effect of nuclear bomb which
was dropped there fifty ycars ago. There-
fore, 1 would like to know that the long
term cffect is. If there is no effect, lct the
Government say it. =
Sir, we belong to the raj of Gandhi and
Buddha. We won frecdom through non-
violence. These weapons were necessary.
To that extent, I am not a great Gandhi
follower. 1 would only say that strong

"weapons do not make a country strong.

Russia had exploded 750 times. They
were all nuclear bombs. Despite that, the
entire Federation is broken now. Almost
all the Communist countries, including
Poland, liberated themsclves from a
strong Communist army by Gandhian
methods. By non-violent mecthods they
have freed themselves from the entire
Europe. Africa is following Gandhism,
but we Indians are thinking of descrting
Gandhism and taking to arms. In my
view, a strong country should have a
strong economy and a strong society first.
Strong people make a country strong,
and not the weapons. If our economy is
weak, we will be nowhere. Japan has a
strong economy. Every year it changes its
Prime Minister. Recently, 1 have been to
Italy. Italy has 58 Prime Ministers in
50 years. Still its economy is strong, its
people are strong, its industries are all
right, its agriculture is all right. There-
fore, a strong economy, a strong socicty
and strong people arc mere important
than the weapons.



419 Statement and Discussion
on Recent

Sir, 1 am going to conclude. I would
like to know from the Prime Ministcr
what the real intention was, what the
fallout was and how he wants us to
cooperate, if at all he wants. Otherwisc,
we will have to tell the people what we
feel. We will have to tell the people
what, we feel, is right and ultimately I
would like to know from my good friend,
George Fernandes, when he would come
out of the evil influence. Thank you very
much.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Dr. Alladi P. Raj-
kumar. He is not herc. Dr. Manmohan
Singh.

DR. MANMOHAN SINGH (Assam):
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Until 11th of
May, there was a broad national consen-
sus about the country’s forcign policy,
defence policy and nuclear policy, and it
has been the good fortune of our country
that despite . different perceptions, dif-
ferences. amongst various political parties
in these matters, there has been a mean-
ingful, broad national consensus. I note
with regret that this conscnsus has been
sought to be disrupted by the cvents of
May 11 and May 13.

Sir, until now, there were three pillars
of India’s nuclear policy. First, nuclear
weapons being weapons of mass destruc-
tion and their use being a crime against
humanity, -India should be in the fore-
front of international efforts to work for
a non-discriminatory, multilatcral  ar-
rangement to have these weuapons out-
lawed. Second, at the same time, India
would not be a party signifying its assent
to the unequal rule significd by the nuc-
lear apartheid whereby the five nuclear
weapon States. kept to themselves the
monopoly of nuclear weapons. 1t was for
that reason that we did not sign the NPT
or the CTBT. The third element, which
goes back to the days of Jawaharlal
Nehru, is that in this imperfect world that
we live in, ws must keep the nuclear
option open and that we must develop
capabilities to harness modern science
and technology, operate at the frontier of
knowledge... so that even though our
goal is fo work towards universal nuclear
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disarmament, in terms of our capability,
mastery of the nuclear science, nuclear
technology, we should not lag behind.
This was the essence of the consensus.
After these tests and after the declaration
that India is Know a nuclear weapons
State, 1 submit to you, Sir, that this
conscnsus has been sought to be dis-
rupted.

When we said the nuclcar option was
open, 1 could recognise the circumstances
in which the nuclear weapon option could
be exercised. Keeping it open also kept
open the possibility that this options
could be exercised. The essence of the
matter is to explain to our people as to
what were the compelling circumstances
which made it necessary for this option to
be exercised now. Sir, in vain we have
asked the spokesmen of the government
for an answer, a credible answer, to this
question. The Prime Minister’s statement
docs not deal with this issue at all except
for gencral statements with regard to
deteriorating security environment. While
speaking in the other House yesterday
the hon. Defence Minister referred to the
reports of the Ministry of Defence. He
also referred to the Reports of the Stand-
ing Committees of the Parliament. I do
agree with him that these Reports
emanating from the Standing Committeces
and the reports of the Ministry of De-
fence arc important inputs which would
go to determine our perception of the
security threat. But that does not consti-
tute total summation of what can be
called as the national security concept. If
I read the National
Agenda correctly, that agenda of the
ruling party and its allies clearly recog-
nised that national security had many
dimensions—military dimension, social’
dimension, economic dimension, political
dimension. It is only after evaluating
thesc inputs from other wings of our
system, the Ministry of External Affairs,
the Economic Ministries, the Ministries
dealing with social services that one could
develop a coherent security threat per-
ception. If I may quote from the docu-
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ment that was adopted by the ruling
party, paragraph 26 clcarly statcs—

“We will establish a new National
Sccurity Council to analyse the
military, cconomic and political
threats to the nation as also to
continuing advice to the Govern-
ment. This Council will undertake
India’s first-ever strategic defence
review to ensure the sccurity, ter-
ritorial integrity and unity of India.
We will take all necessary steps and
excrcise all available options. To-
wards that end we will re-evaluate
the nuclear policy and excrcise the
option to induct nuclear weapons.”

It was clearly cnvisuged ihat they
would undertake the first-ever strategic
defence review. If they are so surc that
they have conclusive evidence from the
rcports of thc Ministry of Dcfence, on
19th March they did not have to say that
they would conduct India’s first-ever
strategic defence review. They themselves
were not clear at that time that nuclear
weapons option had to be cxercised then
and there and that is why we have becn
asking them to tell us what the compel-
ling circumstances were, and we have not
received any answer to this date. T submit
that the hon. Defcace Minister’s quoting
from the reports of the Ministry of De-
fence or from the Reports of the Stand-
ing Committees is no substitute for pro-
viding us with a cohercnt answer.

As 1 said, the reports of these
Committees contain valuable inputs. But
if 1 add all the recommendations of the
Standing Committee with regard to what
should be the Government expenditurc,
that would far exceed the total amount of
resources available to the Government of
India as a whole. Therefore, we cannot
conclude on the basis of these repots that
you have established a credible threat
perception. Once again I would request
the Govennment to come clear on this
subject. If they don’t come clear then
there will be doubts and there will be
valid reasons for doubts that this is an
attempt  for  political  consolidation
through the bomb that this is an attempt
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to consolidate the political power through
the bomb on the part of a Govenrment
which was tottering, which was far from
cohesive and which did not know how to
work cohesively. This is the first point
which 1 wish to make.

My colleagues have alrecady mentioned
that in terms of technical virtuosity of
science and technology establishment we
salute our scieatists. They have once
again rcaffirmed the scientific and tech-
nological capabilities of our scientists,
technologists and engincers. This is a
matter of pride for all of us.

Burt the real issue is how do we cven
now make an attempt to repair the dam-
age that has been done? How do we go
from here to once again construct a
meaningful national consensus on defence
policies, on nuclear policies and on fore-
ign policies which we need. We desper-
ately need to meet the challenges of the
21st century. Sir, I would like to say a
few things in regard to this issue.,

First of all, I do not buy the argument
of Shri Malkani and the likes of him who
believe that the economic sanctions will
not hurt us. I am one with him. We are
all onc with the Government that these
sanctions are wholly unjustified. The
Government and the country must face
the challenge. The Challenge posed by
these sections unitedly and on this point
there can be no compromise with the
nation’s honour. But let us not close our
eyes and assume that these sanctions will
not hurt us. Indian economy docs not
function in an international vacuum. It is
true that foreign investment is only a
small part of the total investment in our
country. But there is such a thing as
expectations and one has to take note, of
the adverce effets of the climate of uncer-
tainty that has been created. You can see
its effcct on the share market. You can
sce its effect on the exchange market. In
days to come if you don’t take adequate
steps, the situation could deteriorate. In
this context, I would like to quote from
the Economic Survey which has been
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pluced before the Parliament only this

morning. It says,

*As of mid May (when this docu-
ment goes for printing) it is too
early to assess the implications of
these reactions (referring to inter-
national reactions the nuclear tests
for the short and medium term
development  prospects  of  the
Indian economy. Onc thing, how-
cver, is clear to the cxtent to which
these reactions render the external
ceonomic environment less fricndly,
to that extent it becomes more
urgent to implement the policy de-
cisions nccessary to ensurc macro
cconomic stability and rapid and
sustainable economic growth™.

How arc we going to do that? We arc
not going to do that if we treat these tests
us a partisan achievement. We are not
going to achicve the unity that this nation
needs by the type of words which arc
being used by some members of the
ruling coalition. In this conncction 1 have
come across a document which talks ab-
out what has been stated by Shri Singhal,
who happens to be the President of the
Vishwa Hindu Parishad.

He says, “This is a Hindu bomb.” He
says, ‘“We should use this opportunity to
amend the Constitution of India, to de-
clare India as a Hindu State.” Hec says,
“We should use this opportunity to go to
war with Pakistan™. And he says, “As far
as the previous Governments werc con-
cerned, they were all controllcd by hij-
das.” Is this the language to be used by
the presidents, of one of the foremost
frontal organisations of the BIP? I submit
to you that utterances like this...(Inter-
ruptions}

SHRI C©. RAJAGOPAL (Madhya Prad-
esh): It is not correct to say that the VHP
is the , frontal
organisation of the BIP....(Interruptions)

SHRI MD. SALIM (West Bengal): we
not know whether the BIP is the tail of
the VHP or that the VHP is the tail of
the BIP....(Interruptions)
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st TEfin oW (IW WW): T FEwe W
ST . (FEEH) ...

DR. MANMOHAN SINGH: It is not for
me to describe the relationship. The rela-
tionship that exists between the BJP and
the VHP or the Bajrang Dal or the RSS
is the subject-matter of wide knowlcdge.
I would not like to quarrel on this sub-
ject. My friend has a different perception.
Hc is entitled to his perception. But 1
would like to say that no responsiblc
person who takes the interest of India to
heart.

- should be saying, should cven dare to

think, all that Mr. Singal has been saying.
Sir, -this is the first thing that I would like
to say. Also, if you want to maintain
social cohesion, if you want to maintain
social peace in our country, nothing
should be done which will disturb the
peaceful atmosphere in our country.” We
read today in newspapers thar attempts
are being made to construct the temple at
Ayodhya, that pillars are being got rcady
in some villages of Rajasthan, that in
some places of Ayodhya the dome is
being built. If you carry on these ac-
tivitics, I submit to you that you will be
endangering the nation’s cohesion, social
equilibrium, which is necessary if this
nation has to meet unitedly the challenge
of economic and other sanctions that lic
ahcad.

Sir, in the same spirit, 1 would like to
say to the hon. Defence Minister, who
has declared that he is in favour of
weaponisation, that we must makc a
distinction between the capacity that we
have built to build weapons of mass
destruction and the nuclearisation of our
armed forces. I say it for more than one
reasons. The Prime Minister has said that
we are not going to enter into an arms
race. But history is a witness to a large
number of regimes, with good intentions,
but being sucked in by circumstanes be-
youd thcir control and nations ending up
piling up military budgets which, ultimate-
ly, proved their undoing. The Soviet Union
is the most recent example of that. Now, if
we are not going to go on that path,
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then it is quite necessary that before the
Government undertakes the weaponisa-
tion of our armed forces, it must spell out
its nuclear doctrine, its doctrine of na-
tional security. What is the critical, effec-
tive and yet affordabel national deterrent
that this Government will seek? Do they
have a command and control structure in
place which is necessary to use these
weapons of mass destruction? All these
issues, I think, will have to be dealt with.
What is the cost of having a minimum
credible nuclear deterrent? Mr. Malkani
said that the nation’s security comes first.
I do agree with him. But I do submit to
him and through you, Sir, to the Govern-
ment that the national security has sever-
al other dimensions. There are military
dimensions; there are economic dimen-
sions; and there are social dimensions.
And a single-minded pursuit of military
objectives at the cost of all other national
objectives, is not necessarily conducive to
the development of a balanced, sober,
docirine of national security. Therefore,
if we do not develop a coherent national
security doctrine, 1 have fears that this
country will be sucked into an arms race
and all these promises of health for all,
education for all, employment for all
which figure prominently in the national
agenda of our ruling group, would remain
an empty rhetoric. If we do not want to
go that'route, then before undertaking
the crucial decision of weaponisation of
our armed forces, the House should be
taken into confidence, the nation should
be taken into confidence as to the tvpe of
nuclear doctrine on which we are operat-
ing. 1 noticed that the Prime Minister
referred to the fact but he is thinking of a
doctrine which would involve that India
would not be the first to use this nuclear
weapon. But, Sir, the archives of the
Soviet Union and other countries which
have now become available; show that
even when countries stated that they
would not be the first to use nuclear
weapons, their opponents never took that
seriously. Therefore, willingly, or unwil-
ligly people were sucked into large un-
controllable increase in expenditure on
these armaments and 1 do not want this
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thing to happen to our country, in a
country where 36 per cent of our people
are still living below the poverty line,
where the infant montality rate even 50
years after independence is 70 per
thousand, where the literacy rate even
after 50 years, of our independence is no
more than 53 per cent. So I urge the
Government to spell out their doctrine of
national security, a doctrine which takes
care of military threat but at the same
time which takes care of the threats to
the nations, social cohesion, and the
economic equilibrium arising out of ill
health, illiteracy, ignorance and disease.
If we do not attend to these threats, you
will have weapons of mass destruction
like the Soviet Union had but the Soviet
Union still withered away. Therefore,
think before you act, think before you
weaponise our armed forces. At least try
to enlighten us about the nuclear doctrine
on which you are going to operate.

Sir, at the same time 1 would also like
to say that India must use its diplomatic
skills to minimise the damage that has
been created world-wide. Let us not be
cuphoric that such and such country is
not going to impose sanctions. The state-
ment of the European Union, I think, is
a pretty harsh statement. They have also
said that they would review not only their
lending through the muiti-lateral fora but
also that they will review India’s aceess to
generalised system of tariff preferences
and if these preferences are withdrawn,
Indian exports would suffer 30 per cent
of our exports go to the Countrics be-
longing to the European Union. There
may be trouble there. We will meet that

threat unitedly. But let us not go out of

our way to creale more enemies, that we
can avoid. Therefore, it is necessary that
our position should be explained in as
sober a manner as possible. If India has
to be a nuclear power, it must be a sober
power. Therefore, whatever we say and
whatever we do, we must convéy the
impression that we have not given up our
commitment to universal nuclear disarma-
ment, that there is no change in our
peaceful intentions, that there is no
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change in India’s resolve to see¢k peaceful
mechanism of resolving our disputes with
Pakistan in the spirit of Shimla agreement
which binds us to find a durable structure
of peace. Therefore, when I see the
picture, I see the picture in this respect.
Certain things do disturb us, certain
Members have already referred to the
statements with regard to relations with
China. 1 think the letter of the Prime
Minister to President Clinton was a very
poorly drafted letter. I think it gives our
diplomacy very low marks. Singling out a
country, and that too knowing full well
that if this letter goes to America, there
are people who have every reason to leak
out that letter because there are many
people in the United States and else-
where, who want Asians to fight Asians,
is nothing but playing into the hands of
those people. Therefore, do not be very
pleased when you find that so and so
finds our stand respectable, so and so
supports us. There are many people, for
example, who want to egg on India to
become involved in a confrontation with
china so that the pressurc on other coun-
tries can be released. India should do
nothing to halt the pursuit of negotia-
tions, to resolve our problems both with
China and Pakistan. Last year when Pres-
ident Ziang Zemin came here, he made a
very helpful statement, for the first time
probably, on the Indo-Pakistan relations.
He repeated that statement when he went
to Islamabad. He said that the Kishmir
issue should be put on the back-burner.
He advised the same thing to Pakistan
when he was there a few days later. That
was a helpful development. After many
many years the chinese stance on Jammu
and Kashmir had softened and I don’t
wish that anything should be done or said
on our part which leads to a change in
that stance of China on the Jammu and
Kashmir front. We cannot have a situa-
tion where China, Pakistan, United
States and all other countries unite
against our country. We are a great
country. We can meet this challenge. But
1 think it would be foolish to create an
environment where even those who can
be friendly to us are also asked to join
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the ranks of our foes.

"In the same way I would urge that when

talking about Indo-Pakistan relations we
must exercise greater degree. of sobricty.
There is no doubt, as the Home Minister
has said this morning, that Pakistan has
inspired, aided and abetted militancy in
Jammu and Kashmir. It is a fact of life.
We are one with the Government to
meet the challenge of this militancy. But
you don’t help matters by saying that
Pakistan should roll back its policies be-
cause there has been a change in the geo-
strategic situation after the 11th of May. I
submit to you, Sir, that by this statement
Mr. Advani has played straight into the
hands of Pakistan. What has been
Pakistan saying in the international fora?
Pakistan has been saying that South Asia
has the great danger of being comsumed
by a nuclear Conflict and this is because
of the unresolved nature of the Kashmir
dispute. Therefore, Pakistan has been
arguing in international fora that, if the
international Community wishes to avoid
a nuclear flare up in South Asia, you
must intervene to resolve the Jammu and
Kashmir dispute. If the Indian Pokesmen
start saying that because of the nuclear
tests there has been a change in the geo-
strategic situation, I submit to you, Sir,
that we are strengthening the hands of
those in Pakistan who want to sece inter-
national involvement in the
affairs of the sub-continent. When you
read the statements of the hon. Minister
for Parliamentary Affairs who wants
Pakistan to name the date, the time and
the place of a fourth war, 1 could not
think of a more irresponsible behaviour.
Therefore, Sir, if you want to unite the
nation to meéet the challenge of the sanc-
tions, you must control your thoughts,
you must control what you say and,
therefore, use the opportunity once again
to build durabie, meaningful consensus
on our defence policy, on our fuclear
policy and on our foreign policy. We
need this. When I intervened for the first
time in the debate on the President’s
Address, I said that parties are important
but more important is the nation. There-
fore, while we may have differences



429 Statement and Discussion

on Recent
among our-selves, no party should do
anything which harms the interests of this
nation. I submit to youm, Sir, that the
behaviour of at least some elements of
the ruling Party in recent days has not
been conducive to creating a climate to
strengthen the united resolve of our peo-
ple to meet the formidable challenges
that this nation faces. Mr. Malkani is
saying that those who differ with him,
they dance to the tune of United States;
that is a cheap sort of rhetoric. This is
not worthy of a great democracy. These
things used to be there in the Fascist
Germany; these are not the type of things
which are worthy of politicians in the
great democracy that we have. Therefore,
Sir, with these words I once again submit
to the Government that they must enligh-
ten us about their perception of the
security threat. It is not enough, as I
said, for the Defence Minister to quote
from the Ministry of Defence reports,
from the reports of the Standing Commit-
tees. This is not what anybody would
consider as a comprehensive strategic sec-
urity doctrine. If the Government has no
such doctrine, if the Government has not
produced any such review, 1 think the
impression will go round that the
Government has used these tests as a
political lever to strengthen its hold on
the people. 1 think that would be a sad
thing. 1, therefore, conclude by appealing
to the Government not to play politics
with our Defence Policy; not to play
politics with our Nuclear Policy. As Smt.
Sonia-Gandhi has said, the nuclear issue
is a national issue. It is not a partisan
issue and any attempt to derive partisan
benefits out of these tests would not be
an -act of service but an act of great
disservice to our nation. thank you very
much, Sir.

(The Deputy Chairman in the chair)

DR. GOPALRAO VITHALRAO
PATIL (Maharashtra): Hon. Deputy
Chairperson, I thank you for giving me
an opportunity to speak on this issue. the
five underground nuclcar tests are a
grand sciemtific success and nothing
succeeds like success. This has brought
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glory to our country and mother India
and we feel proud of it. A wave of
jubilation has swept the country and it
has enhanced the prestige of our country
in the comity of nations and built a new
confidence in the people. Therefore, I
take this opportunity to congratulate the
team of scientists under Rajagopal
Chidambaram and assisted by our Bharat
Ratna A.P.J. Abdul Kalam, who have
led to this grant success. Along with that,
the people who are associated with these
tesis deserve to be complimented and
congratulated. The nation is proud of
these people.

Madam, with these tests, India has
become a credible nuclear power and we
are now a nuclear weapon State., It is
not of concern whether this is accepted
by the world community or not. This
process .is a national achievement and it
should not be seen that the BJP is going
to take political mileage out of these tests
because we and our leader, the hon.
Prime Minister, feel that this is a national
achievement. It is done in the interest of
the nation, and after taking and weighing
all these considerations of defence and
security environment in our neighbour-
hood,
the decision was taken. Here I may say
why this decision was taken. The
decision-makers recognise that the cost of
inaction out-weighs the cost of action.
Therefore, they have taken this decision.
We are living in a world which is a no
non-sense world in the sense that from
the days of our Independence to after
Independence, from Mahatma Gandhi to
Jawaharlal Nehru, Indira Gandhi and
Rajiv Gandhi we have been pleading not
only in India but in all international
forums that India stands for universal
disarmament. This has been our first and
last plea in these forums. Our leaders of
the then ruling party, that is, the
Congress Party, have been pleading this
for the last 50 years. But the world gave
a deaf ear to our pleas. We are living in a
world where strength respects strength
and might is right which is the law of the
jungle. This is the reason why we have to
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think in some different ways. We have to
strengthen ourselves and with whatever
technology and weapons which are
available. Here I would like to say that
our pionecr scientists, Dr. Bhabha, Dr.
Scthna, Dr. Raja Ramanna and others
have done great service to the nation.
When Cirus reactor was started, Pt.
Jawaharlal Nehru said, *“We are
approaching a stage when it will be
possible for us to make atomic weapons.”
He said this in 1960 that atomic weapons
were needed by India. That was the
concept of Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru. This is
the reason that our own people who were
rulers in those days had also been
pleading for disarmament. But the whole
world was indulging in proliferation and
proliferation to such an extent that the
five nuclear power states have conducted,
as figures have been given in this House
this morning, more than 2000 nuclear
tests. America conducted 1032 tests and
it possesses, it seems, about 35000
nuclear warheads. ‘Russia has conducted
715 tests and they possess more than 3000
nuclear warheads. The same is the case
with China which has conducted 45 tests
and it possesses, it seems, about 200 to
500 nuclear weapons. Britain also
possesses about 100 nuclear warheads.
The same is the case with Israel. Israel
has not conducted any tests but it
possesses a few scores of atomic
warheads. Our neighbour Pakistan is also
possessing, it seems more than a dozen
warheads. All this means that we are
living in a  dangerous nuclear
neighbourhood in which our seas are
having a flotilla of the Seventh Fleet
which is armed with nuclear weapons.
There arc bases of America and Russia in
the India Ocean. Diego Garcia is just
about 100 Kms. from our shores. It has
also a nuclear base. Then Sparta is thé

Russian base in the Indian Ocean which

has nuclear weapons. The same is the
condition when we come to our necarer
neighbours. Pakistan and China are our
neighbours. China jis a full-fledged
nuclear deterrent power. As I said just
now, it has not only the nuclear weapons
but it has got missiles. It seems China
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had got 17 ICBMs. It has about 300
I.LR.B.M. (Intermediate Range Ballistic
Missile) and with this force, it is a
challenge to many other countries. 1
means, this is a nuclear neighbourhood.
Pakistan is ‘already having nuclear
warheads. It has missiles. The evidence is
already there. Last month only it has
conducted the test of .Ghouri Missile
which is an I.R.B.M. of 1500 k.m. range.
It has many other missiles. It means, not
only do they have warhcads, they also
have missiles. The U.S. Congress has a
taskforce and a work has been assigned
to one, Mr. Yousuf Godanskey. He after

" investigating, found that Pakistan is likely

to use nuclear weapons to promotc
terrorism in Kashmir. That is his opnion
which he has given to the American
Congress. After considering the danger
from the dangerous nuclcar
neighbourhood, it has become inevitable
for India to start testing. This is one of
the reasons why India has taken this
decision. Why was this decision taken at
this time? What was the immediate
danger? There cannot be any immecdiate
danger when we analyse the security
threats. They are not always immediate.
They are there for ever. When China
invaded India, there was no danger and
Nehru never knew. When we were
talking of Panchashcel and Hindi-Chini
bhai-bhai, it stabbed at our back. Where
was the danger? Who pursued this
danger? Similarly, with Pakistan, we had
three wars. It was an aggressor-country
and with thosc three wars, we ncver
knew as to when Pakistan will start a
war. Whenever it is convenient for them,
they start a war. With regard to nuclear
weapons, it must be known and some
more education and

enlightenment is needed. The nuclear
weapons are weapons of mass
destruction. Therefore, they are not to be
used in war. Nuclear weapons, as 1 said,
are the weapons of mass destruction.
There is a ‘MAD’ race going on. Madam,
‘MAD’  means, Mutual  Assured
Destruction. In a nuclear war, nobody
can be a winner and nobody can be a
loser. Therefore, one U.S. strategist,
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whose name is, Bernard Brodie, said,
after introduction of the absolute
weapon—nuclear weapon—the role of
military had changed from fighting and
winning of wars to prevention of war. So,
nuclear weapon is necessary only to deter
the noclear blackmail because we are
likely to be submitted by nuclear
blackmail. That is the reason why we
should have nuclear weapons. Here,
there is no question of a parity as we talk
in conventional armaments. If Pakistan is
having two squadrons of F-16, India
should have the same number of Mirage-
2000. It is not like that, So, China, as 1
said, is having 17 and 400; whereas,
America is having 35,000. Therefore, as
people are saying, there will be a race
and that too a very ‘MAD’ race of
nuclear armaments in South-East Asia.
That is not true because of the very fact
that we must also have a nuclear policy
that India should have a minimum
nuclear force, as has been suggested by
our hon. Member Dr. Manmohan Singh.
We must choose our softer options.
There should be a limited nuclear
deterrent and a few nuclear bombs and
with them the vehicle, that is the missile.
And, similarly, the nuclear bombs which
we tested are slightly different and
therefore, the whole world intensity of
the action and hostility is because of the
very fact that India tested a hydrogen
bomb. People know that hydrogen bomb
is quite the last weapon in destruction
and it is a very difficult technology which
can be exploded. When I was in college,
I learnt that China has tested a nuclear
hydrogen bomb. I felt that India should
test a hydrogen bomb and, therefore, 1
was very happy when I learnt that a
hydrogen bomb was tested and therefore,
there had been a very severe reaction
from the nuclear weapon powers. Now,
we know that there are five nuclear
weapon powers. They are practising
nuclear apartheid that no country should
join them. They are having discriminatory
policies. They are discouraging others but
they are having their own way and
monopoly in this world and, therefore, in
ar own interest if we manufacture and
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test a nuclear weapon, we have done no
wrong. It is a right decision. We have
never violated any commitment, we have
not violated any laws and, therefore, it is.
within our limits that we have done this
thing. The second thing is: what will be
the result of these tests? As I sai¢ there
will be economic sanctions, but we are
accustomed to these sanctions since 1956
when sanctions were applied. Then in
1974 when the first nuclear test was
conducted by Indira Gandhi in Pokhran
that was a good decision. At that time
also Indira Gandhi, I believe, never
consulted anybody. The CIA was taken
by surprise and they also could not
monitor this decision, as has happened in
this case also. Such decisions are never
shared and such momentous historic
decisions are taken without consulting
anybody. And therefore, this decision
was taken. As far as sanctions are -
concerned, Madam, the sanctions are not
going to affect much but definitely there
will be difficuities, we will face some
difficulties depending upon the time of
the sanction. In short-term we may be
able to manage, but if they are pulled out
for two to three years we will be affected
more. For example, after the application
of sanctions what happens is that the
Government-to-Government aid is
prevented. The third thing is the
institutions, the international . financial
institutions, which are under the control
of USA, it gives them directions. T am to
state here, Madam, today that the World
Bank has signed an agreement on 22nd of
May, that is, after the conduction of the
nuclear test, and sanctioned 1524 crores
of rupees to Gujarat Government to
complete its Road Transport projects.
This is one good significant incidence
which has taken place. As sanctions may
affect us, sanctions also affect the
countries who apply sanctions. For
example, India is emerging as a very big
market. 250 million people who are from
the middle class are coming up in India
and, therefore, this market nobody would
like to lose. There is no other place to
invest money. The whole of South-East
Asian countries have crashed. Their
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economy crashed because they were more
dependent on foreign aid and foreign
loans. And, therefore, their condition is
not like that in India. India is built by its
own people in agriculture, . Foreign
investment is zero, in industry it is about
ten per cent, in Service Sector it is about
2 to 3 per cent, our international trade is
less than one per cent and, therefore,
even if sanctions are applied, 1 feel that
we will not be very much adversely
affected. Therefore, we have to
consolidate the gains which we have
made. Before concluding, I would say
that we hope to pursue this matier in
consultation with the Leader of
Opposition and many othet eminent
people. We should not stop here, It is a
long gestation period. Missiles take ten
years for development. We have to
develop an ICBM, test “Surya™ missile
and develop hydrogen bomb capability.
In the end, 1 quote a sher:

o Ug fomk Red &m, 1 Rt g Rl

famrl @ TR ¥ s e Rl
3 uH T R A oaw @ wd
af wga @ 6 w9 Tt wenh BRI

sqmaafa: e o, aw gl e

T o A ¥ wad D s W R

Now, has the Defence Minister
intervencd or will he intervene later on
...(Interruptions)... Then, 1 would call
Mr. Ram Gopal Yadav.

WY g2 W ) e gy ¥ awlw @)
s fufr f ogen v sk ¥ gm @
foeg 6 w31 eI | U & WY W g%
gon 3l < smle uw i off 1 A faed o
agr # w R et dvw @ i @
gl
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B e B R e W fegEnE &
TR R f—
“Now, India has a big bomb.” 3l w =g
an 3 @ T ek @ T wEwiE 91 %
ae frgeEe & wue o 3 = A o A
T o o TEN W B W RS HU |
agt A o o X wf R a| A w2
fedfern ok TTEEt W W% A ¥ S o
Fooey ool & e fra g% 3 g
AT R @ wm, wEgeH W9 u e
frges & v A F aw wd W W)
o fega Y @& W0 F wEEeH ¥ S
wftrr, =y 3vn ok frarde & s @
Fa ;. (EgH).

They were conventional missiles. Missiles
without nucledr warheads were used
cither on lraq or by Iraq.

¥ 7 =T e § Fe Sar @ gt wes
Fa@ i 5 T 2447 whew anfh 9% @ 9%
¥ ofk 7w ol gfEn S & B o AR wdel
I ddmmim g rmgam @
T oo ww ¥R Rm o 3 anh oo
wifie e T e 3T 9w an
¥ T o T ¥ ofeed o sl
¥ = o 2w ¥ Ay v wfiw dvw T
Y Fow s THEEd =F oamy @
ety WY @ A fm fed e ey
e GR #gE € T o A wARWw
w2 ¥ & ¥ % um W Y ¥ we-ay
o T8 TR Iferr an ¥ B, effewg
X S fmme ], 3% s ofeEm %
@M W froge @ don kgEm | s @

Ry e 9% ¢ FF EEh AR §W OWRENE A
Tfla W & AW F, T9E g A A
ferererers, sl fean ¥ 1 SO 9 Rt e B
R FERTeE T @A o1t g8 WER g
aw 1 W il waeeR @ § e W
v o | @ ?1 ofer fm o ¥ m
s fran T, (99 aE N gae Tar R T,
300 O o @ & B S RAVedie & Fegard
Yora WA Y EdaE A WK
G # T fen 2, A @ @ &1 s e
fem 1w %) @ wwdw o v ¥
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e N el ol @ nfhe #Q $ i
8 w, wEr § wika el & o«
Ian wfte & F SRl # ? ae
wn T A w33 ¥ W S gm ad
F ke e ¥ e fem T ¥ a0 B
A R T, A HoAede F wra waw F whw
2 ra fow § o Ff, werd wen # wike
42 ¥ ¥ W Wow T2 & FF W THA
T T e % T aei e
§ A e T wows ¥ 98 o ¥ ok
P 2 Ta 7 @ o B o e Red o
i # fRw Hf & fuln # vad e Y
g @ s 9w im Ree wAOR @ ¥ A v
T e wR A R 2 A MR S fae @,
o W A @, W A oowed F, T\ Y
= W & T fm ¥ for or A #am
3T A TEE TR § @ o TR @ Felr
& ¢ sk [ u I@H wa gean w2
o T R 93 @ W 3R <A fea oM
& W T T T A AR ¥ T A

fea o T R e TR g A TR AW R

Tl 9 W ¥ B o A ST wgn ol
& W wwE ¥ P wwa & 5 oom whe
% w7 & SR e F B ¥ W @D S
¥ o w0 w2, oy e @@, olie 98 W
Fif, 8= 7 W o, WY Fo W aw
g B, WU W T U w1 | 9RE S 9=
fgmm & frm &0 A @ fo fm 98 WA A
9, 34 &R R 3 fagem W e =R
Al @ g & Atalji was very much
inBeijing. R P ag i frm g A A
st fm A\ Y e ® emERe Remoemi
9 3 7 o R frgem = e fEm A
@ 97 W F0W @ ¢ IR @ g S, D
Fam R E W T ¥ e o Al el
air A i Wl afd @ | IR geH A 9
oeH 9 WY & W% aew F el A d A
aual A 9w A @ M) I EvaEwd At W
aE T o g R aae W ® 9
T wfaE e B R, @ s &)
T AR o % 30 & weA faare o
o, R EEE i R SE e 3
Fo 5 g Rame, ok TR @ @
w7 o @ A W T\ W T o
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J—gum g ¥ M sg@ ¥ W S
e B ® ¥, ol wiEheies feamw
Y 3R w fw ol% A e w1 @ R QA =
A W ¥ orEvEkd o R W weiEs
e g ¥ 368 wRedeH wW @ o
i B W T 2 T g A Y
R s EEEee O ¥ 9% eRaed
7 S ¥ IEY TR T8-Ta O o R ¥
o I & o =R weRe AR gRE
3, A w G W W W ¥ e
o T wfe wn ok s Ww oW
woEeH ®1 This  was strategically
wrong. 3t e o9} WK € R, s@ @d
FEd & 6 59 99 A o T ) R esieRe
2 A R W@ www ¥ = A A w0 g
AW AW AF A TR
22 = U A o wa? = 1 Y W
Farn? S AR TR B R W
A T W A Oz IR, 9 N & 18 faf
5 wedede 9 W sw ==l g sl T
M gF P A 0H g T W FGeH
T TN W | 9 - R), s
o fafiRyA 99 w [ g e 3 ganen
R @ 99 3 IwF AR gaerr Erdie
ioifes foagew snflg # W9 @+ el
T B T a1 Y = e
R ol s wdwm X @ ¥ R e | ei
WA ¥ 5 | o a @ ¥ I A g
A, difis wEe 9% =1 & ot 3w w2
#g 48 o AR @ o el A N W
T | O O YA 9 9 S99 ¥ A 9e
e § B T B ok 7 weY T ¥ we
& WOFRE St sEe 3 W 9w @@ W aw
w11 F AR 4R F PR
a@ 7w A, f B e S o
T i fegem ¥ @ w7 ww W W
ST =Te & fe o 50 B o Rrelediex
i foer, W wiw, RN Sl $ o usdl
¥ FERATHE O W T W R % fag
& i) wfies wEE F U A & awet
w4 fn Tan? w oA IR g R we W
WAE PO -39 W W @ srerh
r Yadw A8 oI e T TN ®eE W
frem s e el @ o 9® e
kR R A iR A
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" R & faw W @ew @ w2 w0 A
0 g0 W e R 87 ' & 9 i §
fr PO TR % fae, qeld @ @i &
fu, wRE @ @Y F fou weeA @ s
frr S 24 9E W o i G
Ffyar anon e wRfe ¥ e sd@e &
@ AR wuiEd 8 9 W g
faafd@ W @ o B, F E ST W W
frem o 32 F TR o W@ o B Wl AW "
afea ard ¥ fr Faw Mefera oo &
fo, a=eifers @19 % fau =g <9 v emm
T ¥ f 4 ¥ae o @ ST A A
1 T R T g1 ) EF 3% T AR
ed 13 § 19 ¥ F 62 A & ofF U ww
IR 39 919 H I & wEgH Wi & ws
aga fe want ¥, s wew & e e
2 sl ww afdmitd

FRAZEE ¥ oY TR ¥, I ¥l W w
¥ o e §) 399 360 ww fE N A IR
#r o fF o ww 9w @ A9l =g
sy, 1 ol afeee e ® SR ek

s wfren o @R & 4 of 9T O W e

39 % frga ¥ .. (STaUm) 9 @ #fn,
138 19 3l | W il 2, R § R
@ § | (FEAEAA) T B = B R
3 g e 22 A Rl e ® € AW
F1? 0% g 2 98 o H@ F6 B ww
AR A A a9 g § W ol
N 2, B @ 82 I wWw A W EwE @
g & Rl 3 difrget T foe, I Ry #
N fafer @ SO W & Afed A R o R
W @ W IR g F AW aw W E
Nobody took it seriously. dfF s =g gan
79 ol 3 wwen B gE @ oed @ | Ao @
ok Ao 98 5 o B S ooy | T
a .. a9 98 4@ fF fra a@ A—< 3
welgate A am FA ¥ S R wiEE % s
il W W R -z SR A e
ag 1 frew, BU A Few ¢ fr el @ed W
A2 # TR W W W FH I @
et A aeRd A RS WA W A A
afswr ¥ orft g 2, < 5w 2w & Sm-wER w0
o, ogf & 99 | I R IHEER, uifE
9 Y W, T Y Wk 0 Faeeed
fehdl 1 TSR H F oW W@ T
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368 ?1 2W N et VA waw W & wwa
17 wS d o o oo fufa ¥ ol R
A PR W RS QL W W N W
% %A Tow g e W o ¥ A fefa
& T o ¥ @ gn #, g| e g0 A
& =& = T ¥ A @ T T
W e R m Tz ¥ dg R R € dew
it 78 T 27 ¥ fF T8 ved @ wh vEd
# wfaw a8 W@ % fRgam & wém 7 =,
IR e B A FH gw-3w WfF I @A
R A ™R IE NP @ M AW,
wfefswret oo fem & 5 A TR TR € 3
i g &1 A A g ¥ WS T
e i N0 T TE W | T g I
agg ahaer o 81 A A WER F w9 R
A w @ e

o a3 gu ) A A afe dmd
&9 @ A W waw § o § fE oy At F
T F 9R W 9 Y wam e R 90 wEn
af freifiet e A Rgmm A S 2 @
FoH I | B 3o o u% € fr wede
A T T & SR | W R e R
Ak HR HEREY BR oW 62 ¥ Wl g
A i fegee @ Sl A A
At 9 %% W} R 90 TR It feeifie
wf fgad & w3 ¥ o f R W Hagw
Y7 7 9B T 0 W wFA R e
alE o qE-F TR Gl Faw, @
e @ FUW” AE w8 W €, 9 of W
At TR S w e R R
34 a8 G fegmm & 3 @ T R} Tw @
TRl R & o am et A Q@
W RIS T Ak WY B 9g S o
AR PR oI w
aR dlededle F UREE T Y W T8 VR
3 o wude WX 9% e, R S A e
afen | It e § a9 Mg f fra-fe
9 Y T j) 9 WERRE v ¥E W@
¥ o fafen Far 37 S fegEH @ R
frage @l % Wk & T amgd
FEH—Th B U5 JomeE gREfdd 3 v
3% dofg W AFg Iufy 4, den, ¥ amgw
o e @ Dedede & ww e e F
orEete N tfew 4w QA ¥, ToeEE ghEfdd
B gima ¥ WWide f o @, o g
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¥, IR e domM % faers ARl #, W
faa Fw, a® e fea i @@
Pl w e B Defer 3wl 38 2
& ¥ ...(z5Eur)

@ ™ TEn fig anf Gm w3
ok WA § . (HFYUH)

3t i argm: dhA W, T e e
§ g e 8 onf onll W wE e
..(Taar) g% Wi 5% W § 6 o SR

Qfefesre .. (srEaw) 1 @ §1 = 9§ g

Fell TR § A TR T ¥ wh I 0k
w ag a2, @ Y A W g
Regem % 39 d9Fm weT TEd § ST
o TR ¥ 1 W v oA Tl 87 TR 5§
TE F IFFE F Wy 3 W@ N E
A s o A PRm F#9, & = T T\
foerse 221 sofem & 9e %% @ § 9@ § B
o W@ ..(ZEaum) T @@ ¥ a8 @
T o1 39 W W 9 | 98 32 B | ARfEw
N wE W 31 3 Aefewd ¥ 5@ T W

3 iR el wefra ¥ 981 AR d Fe W .

§ f& Rl 3o & wow W) W F SR R
smufa sk ed F M R U A | W F
Fridti s EmIskaIwa
¥ it st Fr fa fig aRee o A &7 &
S § o feg TR & g Az Ao
F fore b v F o o frged d
aw & dew 31 e wed # B faw g T
3 3% am 9 ¥ Hormede F il ok
Hededte F Wedle AF AW F WEW, FARE
i wwede o, forln w7 e faw o & 9,
fon forg ofteg #f foem g W A2 | F A
Rerfa e ® fis 145 fram o Y 7% and R
Qe ok F7 wE, wewg A, smw ¥ ol
Fufizs & 145 FRgM ol aF STaer IR T
HE GRS E R RS R g
& df, e Ffde T, WO, W
& gon) oam sHféfa i v g R}, aEw
foe 32 #fn) W wan & oo ¥ @ B
fret & 93 W ¥, U 2w @ ], Bf fldw
FwmwwatdRafa e e
afF 3y dh-al® et 2w A o TR
@ @ T | o o §E F 9 S
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3 W (3 ot i) saeaf S,
o3 et R o 9 W e oM wema & e
e AP ) s wm R 1 g sisge
Fom, g e, o . FEm ok dum
& R A & am ¥ o sl s g ek
o g9 AW T B SFR g Al A g WER
= ol g @ ol A wen W wed
fore @ | U wm R B G weR Tw § afi
fyarg e oo @1 @ R W@ WA F of a@
fra & fF anll @ gon, Qe § o o
M B wH § 6 9 @ O afen W W
e B o ¥ FhY ¥ vl ¥
o § Bor gk wrE, IR and 24 wiiE W
7z %@ A 9 o9 R f6 1995 ¥ w@ Qe
Tz o8 wam T 4 o wu-my AW ¥
SRt o4, B 1995 F amgeR mE A W
FR WA A FwE @, ofF 1995 3
™ W@ W e ¥M wEew T wgE
9% I8 weqW fFar m fe fad e gfuaR
Tl ¥ Ey @ @ W T 8, 6
@ =0 F fog A T, 9A e 3
& TR0 B 3% W A he said, “In
1595, the Rao Government had not gone
ahead with tests as it focussed on
developing delivery systems like Su-30. E
agEH 8 ¥ @i 8 Mirage-2000 and
Agni missile. He said, “The Government
paid attention to developing the delivery

systems as the Non-Proliferation Treaty
was indefinitely extended.” & T

W I U F e F T 33 W R
TR I TR E LR SRt
aur R age Rovdar sl %) FAm S K A
T w ¢ ok ¥ad O A @ TR
I 4, ARF F W AW N woww e
el 7 o ok U WRa TF A w, T
T @ §) A ¥ amm g T s
fm 3e-msrofa <, 1997 ¥ Rt WY ¥ u®
Mo daaimdnamashw s
TaTe qewel wn W ot oran fi geE ¥
@ T, WF A A F @A &) g wwe,
& 3w W@ S dEEa ¥ o A ok
qean e aea 3 wEeEE A W A @,
e syl oW aH A @
wrdl, oiom § 3 W W w § |AF w9
SN W T AR A o A D
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sgad ¥ o 3, A guem fhe oz @Y
IfF T A, 3% AW AT F F 1997 F
ez WEH ¥ R T a9 o1, AT e
# oA @ T, e R e
HEst A T 95A dedterfle Ao & fen
ot % AN ¥ sr@ad ¥ g s ¥) e A
reifem T @@ § . (EEER).

SHRI DIPANKAR MUKHERJEE:
But he contradicted it.

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: Yes,
he contradicted it. 1 am only making a
point. Let me complete my point. You
will not find anything objectionable in
that.

st ol wtfem: s9A dededle Jeifasm
# w1, a8 rEER ¥ oy o ¥ ¥ W@
o @ ¥ o @ o wen wew § R A A
e g g, 4 YR dom g, R S
argar) #f e & S % IR W WE WM W
¥ TR

w3 uE & Fr gomm fie 9ea St am #@
T AR AT w2 A e g
Ao €, ¥ o e g 3R @ qeEm R
aRE Fed ¥ F IR WY ¥ fwhe 3 W
o A ¥ yern fhy aea S o %
o = wa A w0 A A2 I\ S
i vam Hi A, T G a3 B
#m, @ wem s geT wikw) # w W
e 3 ¥ fe g 9@ Tl #w w g A
iy ¥ @ ¢ 5 TR-9R W@ W o W
sk @ wg Ol Y A Sw X R A
wey W @ 6 ondt =l @ 57 qEfm R S
Yo w0 W el T T RSl e
w, e ol fem A A el w8 W @R Y
Q=W &

o HOE I8 R 6 0 9% WG w? A
¢ ok od @™ & o § 99 g9 Sl W 1995
sio97 &, & 38 & 99 W e, T R W
9 g o, fei @ A FRsEm-eRm
Ol F wed ug fofg soer ¥ o e @
Ik o uiffs 8 e a8 B wA w
2 5 T % e € wg @t X megE R o
A vw wwE B, AegE W ¥ 3@ 7 W A
g fen ol w6 el ¥ IR A e ¢
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% wgd e f fewwa vl g ol @ form B
wé i e wa A @ g, PEnR % A
7 A, W o W & i W R,
T - 8? o FRO Y @, o
frea & dom g B ().

SHRI S.R. BOMMAIL: Madam, I am
on a point of order.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Bommai, what is your point of order?
st e e Aoy dew, @ w1, folw
= T ge

W weifem: &R, ¥ @ S 9w adefw
g} o W oA oW § A W
AW 1 A I TG I @ g F P Feat
a0 A T @ g N A R, dfew ok
ay v ¥ 78 T ¥, 0@ W W W
Reer &t T § o & iR e § B Frae argll
Ffou 78 Fa@ W ab P F o f S
Frfa a9 @l ¥ femn, 36 e & 99 o 08
A 7 W F, I A, I G A, 78 WS
s &, 7% v ordt 9 maew d @, 9€
T % foe ¥ o ;e ¥ Wy wed & g
W@ g

0w § we, f=m, @ @ ek oww
wad 7 wew w3, Bl 7 BR e B
I T IR, Y A AE W O ¢ o e
W aerE S S @ e R e
78 Ay & s wau a faepa & o g e
i, A R TR o i ¥
TN aoh oM WY W Yad fed X s
3R 5w A, ¥ o H am s, W
R G & fag B s fem @ el fw
IR FoER R Y O, 9 ¥ g
T #1 o g-ud, R @iy = dwen gon
g R am @ IR T Q@
W Yo B 1 A 8 wa o), T gooud
g9 & TW CE = T A1 I3ph IR
qf feelial & W @ 21 I @@ @ I
SR gIR W, FE o §, SR SR ®
o A @ ¥ g A A Ak
T o 7% W ¥ @ e el ad ¥
W@ W T F R, gET A W
R A W g B W Y 9 S an
ar B3 I T ¥ o WA A A 3 Y, e
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w TR M ¥, fR W end W, S
IR @Ay feard R, FE WA Qe o T
A =g e on v ok A W T W
I R A, 3E @ faeny, e @
T2 | W 8 6, 9?7 = AgWA 3T T,
T et W FE A avel, faenad, fammed,
¥arah | 7% W A okt A &, 72 Tw A g
# v T@ A e WA O, v
T & ot T A, g A} T A
45 Sk dafict wCR 8, R R A dd R A
Tl s e ¥ A of dard a d ok =
it ToF o FE SR dm e &
gaf, STawR S, 7 S oF far o
o oEn ¥ B o ok e oo W ag o
afeq |

Hen, g Fed e ot 3 aga @ e 9@
e R A T s N g wA A
Rz i | Rl 0 3 forr P, B Wl @
Fo Fe1 9, TER ed | ) g v faw B,
a7 w@ e Wl wEm .L(FEaE)..

ot wom goe: W FE =f

st it wtfem: F wew wfe 1 &
7| T 7 ga &1 7z R wdare ¥, dke
i & 2

it afiy awuR: @ fm oww A

oft <t wetfem: A, & A %E ) o
¥ #er ®, g0 & T ouw 3o aE s @
a1 4f anft drd e Y 98 W w5
A w3 9 B B e e o we f)
& g wew B W wE A R T R

st we e Wmd: Im F @ )

st o wlfzw: o @ whwa )
.. (CFEEH)... 9@ @ TiEa ) o W @
IEER W R B 9 @ € e ¥ ww
g ot we ¥ W@ A Y IR D e qE
o ) ¥ P A T # WA R S
. (TmEEm)... A A T w@ of, @
& eifae g ¥ 98 ¥¥ qE T ai—

“Do you consider China as an enemy?”
‘I said, “No.”

“You don’t think China is an enemy
No. 17" 1 said, “No.”

[28 MAY 1998]

Nuclear Tests in Pokhran 446

However, let me put it this way: “I do
consider that China is a potential threat.”

SHRI S. PETER ALPHONSE: What
is potential threat?

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: You
don’t uanderstand the difference betwceen
a threat and an encmy!
...(interruptions)... 1 am sorry, then I
should not ...(interruptions)... There is no
difference between an enemy and a
threat, and an cnemy is an enemy.
...(interruptions)...

SHRI KHAGEN DAS: How can a
friend threaten? ...(interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Just
one minute, please.

ol aein g dew, fak ¥Rd EFR TR
3, T 9E FRR R TR JE e
..(SEER).... |

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERIEE:
Madam, 1 want to seek one clarification,
if you allow me. (interruptions)... Unless
you sit down, how can I speak?

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: Yes,
I will sit down.

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERIJEE: Is it
fair on the part of a Minister to describe
a State with which we have friendly
relations as a potential threat or ‘even use
these words? If he says “yes”, 1 will
agree.

SHRI GURUDAS
Madam, just one minute.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: If we
are going to have a question and answer
session, it would be difficult.

SHRI GURUDAS DAS GUPTA:
Madam, I would like Mr. George to
differentiatc betwen threat and enemy.
Threat comes only from enemies. Friends
to do not hold out any threat. Therefore,
Madam, 1 would like to know...
...(interruptions)...

DASGUPTA:

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: 1
don’t yield.

SHRI GURUDAS
Madam, let him clarify.

DASGUPTA:
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
finish.

s ol watfem: swea S, TR e
A T W Ed A L (EEdR)..

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
finish. (interruptions)...

off aeftn argwe: dew, § fak v A wE
AT |

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
finish plcase. ¥ 4m ¥ foe § 2, am
&3 smu)

st e argme: W, 78 FeA 9w §
fr o #E M ¥ FA ¥ Fw @ e S
g R TaA SR w g 9 3, Iu% AR
R =R St #A | L (FEEEEA) ..

st i wAifea: w99 o ROl §
¢ ug A

ot Felruer Ty ol age Wl 9N &, T8
g & IEE | .(SEgM)..

st wdim @R @ sORw AN
.. (smEam) .. faega, esw #§ Tas R o=
92 ¥ (aum)... TEEYI ... (SHGEF)....

oit ek At g R F wg oifsom)
..(Taum) ...

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: What does
he think of himself? (Interruptions)...

st Tefim agme: dsh, it 4 ¥ fau
%2 ¥ B = R A Afew TEE * 6
% 82 . (=EaE).. w2 ¥ fm e
o w® oo Tl 8, T SR @
few) .. (CIEad).. &F % foag = 2 @
R w dRY WA % IR .L(SEE-
amA)... N 9 W F § W92 . (SWEEA).
&3 % fo W2 € A i wage A B o= 2 &2
(EEER).. W % ¥ =R
(H=HIH) ...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please

sit down. (Interruptions)... Let him finish,
please. (/nterruptions)...

I CIUIE o B T R B
AR wA AR . (FEUE)..
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Igaurai: SEy aRE, @ #fen, e @
femn) ... (=@9M) ... Now you have asked.
Let him answer. (Interruptions)...

st =M sEme: w1 & ¥ FARW
. (HAgA) ...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let the
Minister answer. (Interruptions)...

Mt THER WA (YTE): T A
AT fR o T EW % W . (SHEUH)...
TN N ST R @ §) &W W ol e
9% TR frarie WA .. (sgEum) ..

st aEin aMEwE: A Ay W 9T 82
..(=EYEA) ...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Pleasc
sit down. (lnterruptions)... Please sit
down. (Interruptions)...

i gew, e 9B fomn €, 3 9 wRy

it I omEER: @ U e gF W@ T
gfae & f5 ¥ w fRoaw e 2

ITEAMFA: 9 9g o, o™ I w9
B dfe

ot IHm aEwe: e war afer fR e
¥ 2, U M W T R . (WEGW).. ;|
W T ¥ AW . (SREW)...

guafa:  Afsg, few L (srEeEE).
AN A AR .. (FFAW)...

st TN STTAT: 39 A fR A1
. (AAM) ... I§Y JW TR AN fEA
o ..(EUA) ... FO T R AN TS oA |
.. (FaqA) ...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please
cool down. (Interruptions)... Agarwalji,
please sit down. (Interruptions)... 1 am
very sorry even the Defence Minister has
some defence behind him. I think he can
take care of himself. (Interruptions)... Let
the Defence Minister defend the country
and himsclf, if he doesn’t need you:
(Interruptions)... Let him speak. (Inter-
ruptions)...

SHRI DIPANKAR MUKHERIJEE:
Madam, what is this? (lnterruptions)...
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
defend himself and his views. Why are
you bothering him? (Interruptions)... All
right. Let him answer. (Interruptions)...

SHRI DIPANKAR MUKHERIJEE:
Magdam, let him read out. (Interrup-
tions)... Y% wgd B ¥ UG W@

What is going on in this coun-
try for the last two days? (Inter-
ruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
Let him answer. (Interruptions)...

oft i agne: @ firme, den, & @ s@
FET wed ¥

IqEWfa: M AR, I IR JEH T
aioy dfg =

oft aem agwR: & R F fewwn § T
I Y, A I fomitasel 8 sam 9fee
Fr fr frmn m = ¥ . (zmEam)...

IqEamfa: s Afsy, TR 3 wEE @
1 Afe 91 ...(=a9a™)... Let him ans-
wer. (Interruptions)...

SHRI BRAHMAKUMAR BHATT:
Madam, he has stated that. China had
made a helipad in Arunachal Pradesh.
(Interruptions)... 1 would like to know
whether he has collected the information
from the Army. (Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now he
will clarify. He is still speaking in the
House. He will clarify all your points and
concerns about the threat perception. He
is standing to tell you that only. (Inter-
ruptions)...

i wd wifew: W, ™ w @ o
e e s fhe @ o @ fe @Rn
D n gifmiz, MR oTw fetg & W
% RddR ¥, P w T e, I
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oft afin argwe: T woem 9% geU fR @
Froelt @ of, oW =% WA R W A
FR N dfgwet & FE L (sEEaE)

Iqaumf: W 9@ @ ¥ T . (e=mEam)

SHRI NILOTPAL BASU: Wec are ig-
norant pcople. Please read it out for us.
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SHRI JOHN F. FERNANDES:
Madam, I am on a point of order.

SHRI. GURUDAS DAS GUPTA:
Madam, 1 am on a point of order?
(Interruptions).

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Onc
person at a time. Mr. Fernandes.

SHRI JOHN F. FERNANDES:
Madam, I am very grateful to the hon.
Defence Minister because he is taking
congnizance of the report of a Parliamen-
tary Standing Committee. We all know
that reports of the Parliamentary Stand-
ing Committecs are of recommendatory
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nature. For the first time the hon. Dec-

fence Minister is taking cognizance of the

report. It is an open document. It has

been placed on the Table of the House.

Is it appropriate for the Defence Minister
of the country to sever relations with a
friendly country merely based on the
report of a Parliamentary Standing Com-
mittee and not take into cognizance the
threat perception given by the military
intclligence? All the time the hon. De-
fence Minister is quoting two books. But
he is not reading even one scntence. 1
feei that he is misleading the House and
he is misleading the country because the
debate is being televised. 1 would request
the hon. Defence Minister to read out
the relevant portion. It is not appropriate
for him to cast aspcrsions on certain
Members or the Chairman of the Com-
mittee who have given the report. 1 don’t
think it will suffice for the Defence
Minister to say that since the Parliamen-
tary Committee says so, therefore, I am
saying so. At no stage was the policy of
the defence of the country approved by
the Parliament alone.

DR. MANMOHA SINGH: I would
like to put one question to the hon.
Defence Minister. If he was so sure about
the outcome of the reports of the Par-
liamentary Standing Committce, why did
the National Agenda promise the first
ever strategic” defence review?

SHRI GURUDAS DAS GUPTA: I
want to rais¢ a point of order....

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
answer the two queries.

SHRI GURUDAS DAS GUPTA: Let
him clear my point also simultaneously.
Madam, the hon. Defence Minister is
scnsationalising the issue. He is referring
to a report and the Chairman is an hon.
Member of the other House. Without
creating any sensationalism, let him read
out the relevant portion in support of his
argument. If he does nol read it out, then
there is an element of suspicion that the
hon. Minister is misleading us. Therefore,
in order to clecar -his own position and
that of the Government which he belongs
to, it is better that he reads it out.
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Three
qucries have been raised.
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" THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
first answer Mr. Manmohan Singh...(In-
terruptions)

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA: The
House cannot be misled. We want to
know from the Minister what the extract
is ...(Interruptions)

SHRI DIPANKAR MUKHERIJEE:
Madam, you allowed the hon. Members
to put their questions. The Minister is
expected to reply specifically to those
questions...( Interruptions)

SHRI JOHN F. FERNANDES: He
should not read from books. ...(Interrup-
tions) He should not feel shy of quoting
the relevant portion...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please
sit down. Mr. Minister, you were replying
to the Leader of the Opposition, Dr.
Manmohan Singh. There were two other
pointed questions, One was asked by
Mr. John Fernandes. He asked whether
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you were taking cognizance of the Par-
liamentary Committee’s  Report  or
whether you were referring to your own
review committee or whether any military
intelligence is involved in it. The other
question was put by Mr. Gurudas Das-
gupta. You are referring to a report of a
Committee. It is a Joint Committee.
Would you like to mention which is the
relevant portion so that the Members
may get a clear view of what is the threat
perception? I think that they want to be
very clear about that.

oft Il wAiER: IeRunly weREl, SR aF
Rl R o 2, 98 w0 fOe geelt ¥ aeli A
2. (saaur)

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA: The
hon. Minister is misleading the Housc.
{Interruptions)

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Plecase
sit down. (Interruptions) Just one minute.
(Interruptions) It is a very serious debate.
It is not a game or something that some-
body should say something from here and
somebody should say somcthing from
there. It is a very serious qucstion. It is a
nuclear policy. It is a defence policy. It is
about the security of the country and if
Members of the country are concerned
about it and they are prepared to sharc
the perception, they are prepared to
share the consequences; 1 don’t think
anybody should get angry cither on this
side or on that side. It should be a clcar
cut debate and the Members should be
satisficd because they are answerable to
their constitutencies and you are answer-
able to the House and to the nation.
Everybody is concerned about it, includ-
ing me. So I would like you to please
cxplain, and that is it. Let us not inter-
rupt from any side. I would request
everybody to listen to the debate in
seriousness. If you have any query, you
can put. The Minister is here to answer.
He has volunteered to come here. He is
not a Member of this House. I am sure
he will answer all the questions you have
put.
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SHRI S. PETER ALPHONSE (Tamil
Nadu): Madam, I am on a point of order.

SHRI WASIM AHMAD: Madam, I
am on a point of order.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Wasim, you have made your contribu-
tion. Let him also say what he wants to
say.

SHRI 8. PETER ALPHONSE: When -
the hon. Minister for Defence was exp-
laining the concept of threat to the na-
tional defence, he gave an impression to
the House that there are voluminous
reports by lcaders, especially who are
present in the Opposition and they have
mentioned it in the Parliamentary Com-
mittee Report as if it is very vital to go
through a nuclear test. That is the impre-
ssion that he has given. He specially
mentioned the name of Indrajit Gupta
and also the other Leaders in the Opposi-
ton. Now we want to know which was the
actual report and what was the exact
portion of the report that nccessitated
this nuclear test. 1 think we are very well
within our rights. Otherwise, the Minister
should withdraw those words.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Minister, is there any difficulty in reading
out that portion from the Report? (Inter-
ruptions)

Ml o wAlde: W€, § s @ @
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MISS SAROJ KHAPARDE: Please
tell us the page number.
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
spcak. (Interruptions) Let him complete.

SHRIMATI KAMLA SINHA: The
Minister should have no difficulty. These
arc public documents. (Interruptions)

SHR]I GURUDAS DASGUPTA: The
Housc has a right to know about what is
there in the Report. If the Minister docs
not read it then 1 charge the Minister of
- misleading the House. 1 am charging the
hon. Minister of misleading the House.
He is mislcading the House. I am chal-
lenging him. The Defence Minister is
misleading the House. (Interruptions)

SHRI TRILOKI NATH CHATUR-
VEDI (Utter Pradesh): This is the Housc
of the Elders. (Interruptions)

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA: He
is accuscd of fabrication. (Interruptions)

sh adim agw: dew, & dooh Wiftew {1
§ gz o oo wE W ¢ oL

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I know
you are scrious. Who said you are not?
(Interruptions) 1 have to call Mr.
Chitharanjan. Mr. Wasim, don’t mono-
polise. Let Mr. Chitharanjan also make
his point. I would only like to say that
these reports were placed on the Table of
both the Houses. There is no need to
keep it in the Chairman’s Chamber, my
Chamber or in the library. In the Lib-
rary, these are already there. Perhaps a
part of it must have been published in the
newspapers.

Now, if the Members are so agitated,
what is the harm in rcading those few
lines? ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI TRILOKI NATH CHATUR-
VEDI: Madam, this is for thc Minister to
decide. He is the defence Minister ...(In-
terrupiions)

sh adm oeE: wmow W W R X ?
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st €91 29 G (IW WRFT): TE W R

SHRI TRILOKI NATH CHATUR-
VEDI: It is not fair to pressurise the
Dcfence Minister to read ...(Juaterrup-
tions)... Madam, it is not fair to the
Defence Minister. (fnterruptions) There
are certain things that are secret...(Inter-
ruptions)

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: There
is nothing secret. (Imterruptions) One sec-
ond, please, (Interruptions) Plcase sit
down. (Interruptions) That is not the
question. (Interruptions) Just a minute. 1
am quite experienced. )

SHRI TRILOKI NATH CHATUR-
VEDI: Madam, 1 have never questioned
you wisdom (Interruptions)

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Just a -
minute. (Interruptions) 1 will tell you one
thing (Interruptions) If it was anything of
a secrct nature, if it was an Intelligence
report or if it was some other agency’s
report I would have ncver asked the
Minister and I would have left it to his
discretion.

But this is the property of the House
and this is a part of the report of a
Parliamentary Committee, which is open
to the public. What is the harm? Let the
Members know. There is no secret about
it. There is no danger to anything. The
country is going to be safe, even if you
read it.

...(Interruptions)...

You sce, we are having a serious dis-
cussion. We don’t want to have division
on such issues. We should be united as
far as the country is concerned and its
defence is concerned. What is the diffi-
culty?

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERIEE:
Madam, can I draw the attention of this
House? According to CNN, CNBC and
BBC, Pakistan has conducted two nuclear
blasts at 3 p.m. The Defence Minister is
here. 1 think the Government should
make a statement. Since we are already
sitting for a longer period of time today,
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we would like to know what the rcal

position is. (Interruptions)

it ol wAffaq: Swvmofa w2, T
arRed AR ek wal ¥ ugd ¥ A @ W o
¥t R IEE o W ¥ A W W
g F W oft fidem R, 9w e wmgm)

T U WS w6 @ W

ol i She R & em @
|

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: So, we
have come back to the same thing now.
Now that the matter has become more
serious after this announcement ...(Inter-
ruptions) Let us not make it an issue. Mr.
Minister, you can mark the pages and if
you like you can lay these on the Tablc
of the House and I will ask the Mcmbers
to look at them. But please go ahead and
let us finish it because we don't have
much time left. There are many other
names. (fnterruptions) We have taken a
decision to sit beyond 5 o’'clock.

sft Il wAffen: Sumwmfs weem, o 3
IW AW W o R I e FR A w R
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He cannot go ahcad like this. (Inter-
ruptions)

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA: What
is his problem? ...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Just
ofc minute. I am trying to solve it
...(Interruptions)...
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st Pem waw  SgE: fem,
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. (HEEA)...
Madam, they are blaming me. ...(Inrer-
ruptions)...
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I know
it. Please. The Chamber is also very hot.
...(Interruptions)... A SR W A3 SEA
. (BIEYF)...

Mr. Fernandes, 1 know it. ...(Interrup-
tions)...

Mt Bt T agEd: . (smEEr)...
A =1 s @@ @ TE § .. (FEUH)...
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. (TTEEA)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
Members are agitated about that report.
At least, give the reason why you don’t
want to give. Then 1 will satisfy them.
...(Interruptions)...

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: They
are unnecessarily creating a lot of dispute
over it. ...(Iuterruptions)...

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA:
Madam, you have given a direction.
Madam, it is your direction.

THE DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN:
Gurudasji, don’t try to do that to me. [
am quite used to that.

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA: 1

also know it.
oft wdim Igue: den, Y Rfed wwe
& dfawh W @ R Y L (FTEER)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is a
serious thing. Let us take it in the same
spirit; 1 asked the Defence Minister also
to take the Member’s concern seriously.
Let not the House be divided on De-
fence. 1 dom’t want anybody to speak.
Please, just listen to him.
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SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA:
Madam, he is reading from the Annual
Report andenot from the Joint Parliamen-
tary Report. Madam, he has reffered to
the Joint Parliamentary Report. ...(Inter-
ruptions)...

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: I will
also come to...

SHRI 8. RAMACHANDRAN PIL-
LAI: We are asking for the joint Par-
liamentary Report. ...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Okay,
Please, one second. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: Yes,
Yes 1 read the name of Shri Indrajit
Gupta also.

THE GURUDAS DASGUPTA: He
read Indrajit Gupta also. ...(Interrup-
tions). ..

THE.DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
clearly read it so that it can be registered.
If everybody speaks, then whatever he
speaks cannot be either reported or re-
corded. Let him read and quote from
wherever he wants to. He will clarify
from which report he is reading. He is
telling whether he is reading from the
Joint Parliamentary Report or other re-
ports. He is not hiding anything. He has
got the report before him. Which is this
|repon?

oft A At IwaeR TR, ug R
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“Some relevant factors also deserve
mention. Beijing is engaged in build-
ing strategic road links from its border
towns to rail-heads and sea ports of
Myanmar. It is helping to develop
these ports. China has also been rapid
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in modcrnising its armed forces and:
equipping them with sophisticated air-
craft, air defence weapons and en-
hancing its blue water capabilitics.
China also continues to carry out nuc-
lear tests.

Pakistan’s unrelenting material and
other forms of support to Kashmiri
terrorists and separatist elements have
higlighted the secuirty needs in India’s
western plank. Pakistan’s low-cost pro-
xy war through sustained propaganda
offensive as well as its attept to inter-
nationalise the Kashmir issuc by focus-
sing on alleged human rights voilations
is a function of its domestic political
instability and ulterior politicalterrito-
rial objectives vis-a-vis India.

“....Pakistan continues to maintain
close ties with China. The latter is a
major source of weapons, particularly
combat aircraft, missiles and tanks. The
sale to Pakistan of M-11 Missiles and
allied technology by China is causing
concern. Lately, Pakistan’s efforts to...”
...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: This re-
port is also a part of the property of the
House. ...(Interruptions)... You can read
it. No problem. 1 wanted to make it
clear. ...(Interruptions)... We know it.
...(Interruptions)... Let the Press know it
that the House is not insisting on his
laying certain secret documents. That is
the reason I am making it clear. It will
not be clear in this noise. That is why I
might clarify it. ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: “....
revelation by Nawaj Sharief, former
Prime Minister of Pakistan, that Pakistan
possesses a nuclear bomb, and it has
been proved now, has added a new
dimension to security in the region.
Equally distressing has been his other
disclosure implicating Pakistani army and
the ISI in funding covert military opera-
tions against India through norcotics
trade....” ...(Interruptions)...

ft Twerm arvEe: fem, oee (SATEAR)
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let
him speak. ...(Interruptions).. You were
all agitated. ...(Interruptions)... The
Minister is complying with your queries.
...(Interruptions)... He is reading out
from a Parliamentary report. ...(Interrup-
tions)...

SHRIMATI KAMLA SINHA:
Madam, I would like to say something.
...(Interruptions)... Madam, the  hon.
Minister is quoting from a report which
was published in 1995, ...(Ilaterrup-
tions)... Mr. Pranab Mukherjee, Mr.
Manmohan Singh and Azadbhai were
Ministers at that time. Nothing happened
during those years. Suddenly a threat
perception has come. ...(Interruptions)...

ft ol il ar fofrd e v @
A ofdmE W W § e ¥
This report is for 1995-96. 1 am quoting
para 4.15 on page 16 of this report.
“China has developed as a major nuclear
and missile power. China also continues
t0 be a major source of weapons includ-
ing missiles and allied technology for
Paskistan, a very hostile neighbour caus-
ing disquiet to India. Despite warming
relations with China, China is and is
likely to remain the primary secuirity
threat to India in the medium and long
terms. ...(Interruptions)... Its eqhancc-
ment of missile capabilities and its im-
mense help to Pakistan in the missile
programme are a serious security concern
to India....”

“The Committe feels that India has no
option but to continue to develop and
upgrade ifs missile capabilities and deter-
rent and not for agression on national
security  consideration” ...{Interrup-
tions)...
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Just
one minute. ...(Interruptions)... Please,
sit down. ...(Interruptions)... Mr. Agar-
wal, Please, sit down ...(Inrerruptions)...
Mr. Agarwal, You are not in the Opposi-
tion any more. You are among the Rul-
ing- Party. So, pleasc restrain yourself.
...(Interruptions)...
wEE W, 3 A ... (=EUN)... ¥o
a7 W GeWRe AR # . (TmEum)... s
few @ ...(3Xa9M)... You do not have to
react for everything ...(Interruptions)...
Please, just one minute ...(Interrup-
tions)... the Minister has read out from a
Report. Let him go ahead with his speech
...(Interruptions)... He read out from a
Report subsmitted to the House. 1 think,
the entire House knows as to who were
the Members in that Committee. ...(/n-
terruptions)...

SHRI H. HANUMANTHAPPA (Kar-
nataka): Madam, the hon. Defence
Minister has read out from the Report of
199495 or from 1995-96. That is the
property of the House. I think, the
B.J.P. was also in the House. Yes, it
was. It did not demand then that the
threat perception is so serious and you go
ahead. What were they doing then? They
also pacified. They said that that is an
information to the country. And that is
what is happening in the neighbouring
copuntries. We wanted to know as to
what has happened this ycar. During
1995-96, they were in the Opposition.
They did not demand, “Come on, you go
ahead.” ...(Interruptions)... “It is neces-
ary. We have to up-date ourselves.” No-
thing. We have said that we have to up-
to-date our capabilitics. We should be
alert ...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now,
let the Defence Minister say ...(Interrup-
tions)...

SHRI H. HANUMANTHAPPA:
Madam, we wanted to know that. We
wanted to know as to what their earlier
stnow as to what their earlier stand was.
...(Interruptions)... We wanted to know
what happened after the B.J.P. took over
the Government. ...(Interruptions)...
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“As in the case of India’s nuclcar
capability, it has also had occasionally to
withstand international pressure brought
to bear on its missile programme. The
indigenous development of missile capa-
bility by India is in response to the
evolving secuirty environment in its reg-
ion. China has supplied M-11 missiles to
Pakistan and is aiding it with the technol-
ogy and manpower as well in the de-
velopment of its indigenous missile prog-
ramme. There are also credible reports
about China countinuing to assist Pakis-
tan in its clandcstine nuclear weapon
programme. ...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Plcase,
Order. ...(Interruptions)...

sit wrd ol =g A =9 o g
@ goraw fiw amE ¥W % W W4

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let
him agree to allow you ...(Interrup-
tions)...

SHRI S.R. BOMMAI: Madam, 1 am
on a point of order. Madam, thesc Re-
ports are public documents. They are
concerned with two or three years earlier.
After that, the relations between China
and Pakistan have improved.

After that there is no threat
...(Interruptions)... defence Department
...Interruptions)... This Government had
taken note of the Report and had already
taken an action. He admits it. Because of
the action there is a development. Then,
during these three years, as quoted by
the Leader of the Opposition, our
relations have improved. The President
of China came and made certain
declarations.  Foreign  Ministers  of
Pakistan and Hindustan have exchanged
visits. Things have improved
...(Interruptions)... 1 want to know
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...(Interruptions)... The Housc wants to
know ...(Interruptions)... What was the
immediate provocation that within 90
days ...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Thank
you. Now, please concludc, Mr. Defence
Minister  ...(Interruptions)... concluding
means he is replying to these points.
Then, he has to conclude
...(lnterruptions)... Pleasc
...(Interruptions)... 1 know that they have

...(Interruptionsj... Please sit down
...(Interruptions)... Pleasc sit down
...{{nterruptions)...

SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU:

Madam, | want to make onc simplc
...{Interruptions)... 1 am not disturbing
him. 1T am a new Mcmber. I want to
know, when a Minister is specaking,
whether you have a right to ask him a
question in  between  every  time
...(Interruptions)... Please, 1 am asking
the Deputy Chairman ...(Interruptions)...
I want to get myself enlightened. 1 was
also a Member of the State Legislative
Assembly for a good number of years. [
would like ta know ...(I/nterruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Hc is
asking me. Please ...({uterruptions)...

SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU: If a
Minister is making a speech a Member
can speak only if he obliges. If there is a
point of order, he has to give in
-(Interruptions)... But, 1 have scen
many Congress friends and many
Communist friends interrupting time and
again. Now, we are sceing that a senior
leader from Janata Dal is not only
interrupting, but also questioning him.
...(Interruptions)... Plcasc
...(Interruptions)... If you enlighten me, 1
am ready to go by that
-..(Interruptions)... 1 am wondering
whether it is the Question Hour or it is
debate in which the Minister is being
asked ...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: One
minute, Mr, Venkaiah Naidu. Mr. Wasim

has asked me a question
...(Interruptions)...
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~ SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU: We
have just heard the news that Pakistan
has conducted two nuclear tests. [
thought that after hearing this ncws the
House will become serious in discussing
this issue. But, unfortunately we are not
going'by any rules or procedure or by
any other thing ...(Interruptions)...

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I will
tcll you. I am sure in your Assembly
there had never been such an occasion
when a country’s sccurity and nuclear
policy had been discussed. So, do not
compare your State Assembly with the
national Parliament ...(Interruptions)...
Just one minute ...(/mterruptions)... One
minute please ...(Iaterruptions)... There
is nothing to be happy about. We are
discussing a serious matter. members are
concerned about it. Everybody is
concerned. If there- is a war, these
Members are not going to be saved, nor
are you going to be saved. All of us will
have to face that. If there are sanctions,
all. of us will have to suffcr, not onc
person. We cannot say that the Prime
Minister did it, so let the Prime Minister
suffer. We all will have to suffer. So, if
the Members of this august body, who
had also becn in the Government, Mr.
Bommai had becn a scnior Member in
the Cabinet, Mr. Pranab Mukhcrjcc had
been a Foreign Minister and a Finance
Minister, ask questions, what is the
danger? Why should anybody mind it?

SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU:
Madam, we have already heared Mr.
Pranab Mukherjce and Dr. Manmohan
Singh. They have made valuable
suggestions. Even Communist Party
Members have also made their points.
Even then, every two-three minutes they
are making a running commentary.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It only
shows that the concern is much deeper
than veneer ...(Inferruptionsj... Now
please ...(Interruptions)... Now, it is
enough ...(Interruptions)... Enough is
enough ...(Interruptions)...

SHRI SATISH PRADHAN: Does it
mcan we are not concerned with it?
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You
arc also concerned ...(Interruptions)...
Yes, yes ...(hiterruptions)... if you also
want to speak ...(Interruptions)... Lct
him finish ...(Interruptions)...
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#f .. (STaEIm)

SHRI YOGINDER K. ALAGH
(Gujarat): Madam, I would just like to
point out to the hon. Defence Minister.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
finish first. Your name is there. I will
allow you to speak. But let him finish
first.
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SHRI YOGINDER K. ALAGH: He is

teferring ta the Plan. (Interruptions)

These are sentences which 1 have written.

SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU:
Everytime you cannot interrupt him. (In-
lerruptions)

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Alagh, 1 will allow you to speak later.
Let him complete first. (Interruptions)

SHRI YOGINDER K. ALAGH:
Madam, he is misquoting, the Planning
Commission views on Bihar and U.P.
(Interruption) Your own Economic Sur-
vey placed today in the other House
says... (Interruptions) The Defence Minis-
ter is saying something else. It is not fair.
(Interruptions) He is completely mis-
quoting.

SHR1 GEORGE FERNANDES: 1 am
not misquoting the Plan. I am referring
to the Approach Paper to the Ninth Fives
Year Plan which was laid on the Table of
the Lok Sabha.

SHRI YOGINDER K. ALAGH: It
also says... That Bihar and U.P. need a
special plan,

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: I am
not disputing what it also says. I am only
referring to the fact that there have been

disparities in the growth. This is all [ am -

saying. I am only saying what the dis-
parities in growth are. It has nothing to
do with the bomb. This is all I am trying
to say. (Interruptions)

SHRI YOGINDER K. ALAGH: The
Prime Minister has said that we do not
want tg enter into an arms race. But you
are talking about an arms race.

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: I am
not talking about an arms race. When
have I talked about an arms race?

SHRI YOGINDER K. ALAGH: Just
two minutcs ago. (Interrupfions)

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Minister, you please address the Chair.
{Interruptions)
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SHRI YOGINDER K. ALAGH: You
said that we should have tactical weapons
for our defence forces. Yes you say that
you are not taking about an arms race.

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: I am
not talking about an arms race.

SHRI YOGINDER K. ALAGH: You
did, only two minutes ago. You quoted a
statement, saying that we have to go in
for tactical weapons for our troops. This
was the sense of your statement. (Inter-
ruptions) He has forgotten that. Madam,
barely two minutes ago, he said it. There-
fore, we should get a proper clarification.
I do not understand what is going on.
(Interruptions) There are different voices.
The Hon’ble Prime Minister says one
thing. The Finance Ministers Economics
Survey says another thing. The Defence
Minister says some other thing. (Interrup-
tions)
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i is “Should India Sign-
Crmrr e 3 i Sren 3 Frede B T,
MWW T FAR M —

“These tests are the logical conclusions
of the process which began at Pob-
lhran 24 years ago when Indira
Gandhi had the first nuclear explo-
sion donme in 1974. The scientific
and technological competence of
Indian scientists and engineers re-
flect the vision of Jawaharlal Nahru
who laid the foundation for these
developments. This was carefully
nursed and development by succes-
sive Congress Prime Ministers.”
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SHEI PRANAB MUKHERIJEE: This
morning also I said the same thing.

SHEI GEORGE PERNANDES: I am
a slightly different point.

a% 9€ 6 o 99 B A W 74 % A Wl
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T @, Bt 38 & s 9 fedl oft e
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“The question is whether India should
sign CTBT and NPT.India’s refusal
to sign the Treaties was based on
its principled stand articulated over
the years. India’s aversion to nuc-
lear weapons -was expressed by
Mahatma Gandhi. He said it was
the most diabolical use of science.
We were, therefore, appalled that
instcad of stepping back from the
road to nuclear ruin, the nuclear-
weapon States sped faster and fas-
ter down it. As they accelerated,
India tried unsuccessfully to apply
the brackes”.
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“I would prefer the violence of the
brave to the non-violence of the
coward.”
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“1 shall risk violence a thousand

times rather than risk the emasculation
of thr whole race.”
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Now,
(Interruptions)....

SHRI S.R. BOMMAI : Mr.
Chairman, Sir, one clarification. Sir, 1 in
my speech referred to the statement of
the honourable Defene Minister and
consequently he received an invitation
from the Defence Minister of America.

He has commented on it. But there is a
lurking doubt in my mind, it may be true
or may not be true. That lurking dobut is
America has played a trick to divide the
Asian countries. Today, Pakistan has
exploded the bomb. That is what they
wanted. That is our perception. They
wanted to have a nuclear race in Asia.

They wanted a place to fight China;
they wanted differences between China
and India and India and Pakistan and we
entercd the trap. This has been proved
by today’s action of Pakistan. This was
what we feared. This Government has
taken the country towards an arms race
and what is the answer for it?

SHRI TRILOKI NATH
CHATURVEDLI: Is it a second speech?

MR. CHAIRMAN : No, I think we
had decided earlier- that we would finish
the debate today. I would submit this fact
before you.for your kind  consideration
that after the nuclear explosion by
Pakistan, the situation has changed. This
deiscussion cannot be only on the
situaiton, as it is. We should have a
deeper thought and a blanced approach.
The Government also will think. The
ruling party and the Opposition, each one
of us has to think. So, 1 think there is no
use going on with the debate as such. If
you think, we can continue tomorrow. As
a mature nation, as a sober nation, as a
determined nation, we have to take a
decision, and then we should do it in a
different climate. We ‘should consider
whether we should continue the
discussion in the same pattern. Now, I
would request the hon. House, if you
think it proper, then we may defer it and
take it up tomorrow. (Interruptions)

SHRI PRANAB MUKHERIEE: Sir, I
agree with your perception. I want to
have one clarificaion. 1 would like to
know form the hon. Defence Minister
whether the Prime Minister is going to
make any statement or whether the
Government is going to respond to
today’s development.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Let me tell you. I
have heard your whole thing.
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SHRI PRANAB MUKHERIJEE: Let
me complete. What 1 wanted is that if
there is any chance that the Government
may make a statement today, we would
like to give them some time to that they
can make a statement till themr, we can
carry on the business of the House. But if
the Government decides that they are not
going to make any statement today, then
we can conclude and can stari the
discussion in a differen context. My point
is absolutely technical.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I will tell you. I
was listening to the debate in the Lok
Sabha. They also decided just now to
defer the debate which was to continue
for one more hour tomorrow also and the
Prime Minister himself said that are
awaiting information. The details are
awainted. The Government will also
consider it. We will also get the news
tonight. We may have to continue the
debate day after tomorrow also—doesn’t
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matter may be Monday, because the
situation has totally changed and our
responses cannot be as earlier. So, as a
House of Elders and as Mambers of
Parliament as very determined people of
India, we should take up a very serious
debate and discussion, So, 1 think
tomorrow, after the Question Hour, we
can take it up. We will know that the
situation is. By that time, the
Government also would have got the
information. 1 Think they will inform the
Leaders of the Opposition about what the
situation is and then we can discuss it
tommorrow as to what we have to do
about it.

Now, I adjourn the House till 11.00
AM Tomorrow.

The House then adjourned
at eight minutes past six of
the clock, till eleven of the
clock on Friday, the 29th
May, 1998.



