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SHRIMATI     INDIRA  GANDHI:   The 
walk-out     was   planned  since   before  this 
discussion, Sir. 

MR.  DEPUTY   CHAIRMAN:   I     wish 
they had done it earlier. 

DISCUSSION  UNDER  RULE 176 
Underground Nuclear explosion conducted 
by Atomic Energy Commission on the 18th 

May, 1974—contd. 

[The     Vice-Chairman     (Shrimati    Purabi 
Mukhopadbyay) in  the Chair.] 

(Interruptions) 

"They will not induce us to jump into Ihe 
nuclear fray. The idea of using these bombs is 
horrible to me and to a lai^e number of us." 
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We think Lhat nuclear weapons are no 
substitute for military preparedness, 
involving conventional weapons. The choice 
before us involves not only the question of 
making a few atom bombs, but of engaging 
in an arms race with sophisticated nuclear 
war-heads and an effective missile delivery 
system. Such a course, I do not think would 
strengthen national security. On the other 
hand, it may well endanger our internal 
security by imposing a very heavy economic 
burden which would be in addition to the 
present expenditure on defence. 

"We believe that to be militarily strong, it 
is necessary to be economically and 
industrially strong. Our programme of 
atomic energy development for peaceful 
purposes is related to the real needs of our 
economy and would be effectively geared to 
this end." 

"It will be suicidal for the government to 
confine itself to peaceful uses when no other 
nuclear power has taken any such vow of 
nuclear brahamcharya." 

"When even Acharya Vinoba Bhave feels 
the explosion could help maintain peace in 
this region, and the Editor of 'Gandhi Marg' 
thinks that even Gandhiji would have 
welcomed the bomb, Government has no 
right to deny nuclear defence of the 
country." 

 

 



197 Nuclear Explosion by [21 AUGUST 1974]        Atomic Energy Commission       198 

"Besides providing nuclear power, the 
uses of atomic energy in other fields are of 
equal relevance to the developing 
countries." 

"Numerous applications in the field of 
agriculture, plant-breeding and genetics 
medicine and the like are well known. But     
there  are many concrete ways ic 

L.'J(D)22RSS-7(a) 

which nuclear energy, and underground 
explosions in particular, could be used for 
constructive peaceful applications such as 
natural gas and oil stimulation, and recovery 
and utilisation of otherwise inaccessible oil 
and natural gas resources:" 

"creation of underground regions for 
waste management; extraction of heat from 
geothermal formations for the generation of 
electricity; earth-moving for dam 
construction; canal building and harbour 
excavation,  etc." 

 

 

(Time bell rings.) 
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Madarn, Vice-
Chairman, I am very glad that we are 
discussing this subject, and it is necessary for 
us to express our views ou this matter not 
only for the audience within our country but 
also for the international audience. As far as 
explosion of nuclear device is concerned, our 
party, as you may be aware, has already 
congratulated the scientists and technicians 
for Ihe masterly and proud achievement of 
theirs. It is not necessary for me to reiterate 
the feelings of gratitude to those men who are 
working in the field of science and technology 
in our country, not always under very 
congenial or propitious conditions. Even so 
they have achieved this success. It goes to 
their credit. The nuclear device test In our 
country took, place against the national 
background which due to economic crisis has 
cast its darkening shadow. 

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

I   like  to  say on  behalf of my  Government 
and myself and I  think I can 



 

say that for the future Governments of India 
(he did not know then that his daughter will 
be leading the country) lhat whatever might 
happen, whatever be the circumstances, we 
shall never use ihis  atomic energy for evil 
purposes. 

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

Many things we have not achieved. I do not 
know when we will achieve them. Many 
things around us are dark and dismal. Yet, we 
have achieved something in the international 
arena due largely to the contributions made by 
the people, of course, and then by Prime 
Minister Jawaharlal Nehru of which we are all 
justly proud. One of such contributions is 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru's repeated statement 
that Jndia shall never make a nuc-Jear bomb, 
that we shall never enter the nuclear bomb 
spree, that we are for complete and total 
disarmament and above all disarmament of 
nuclear weapons. That was not the voice of an 
individual, but it was a powerful and authentic 
voice; it is the voice of our civilisation which 
had its echoes in many countries which did 
not share our views at that time. But, of 
course, his views were well received in the 
Socialist countries and above all in the Soviet 
Union. 
. 

Madum,   Vice-Chairman,   today   we   are 
going ahead with our nuclear experiment for 
peaceful .purposes whereas some forces want 
to use nuclear weapons to indulge in nuclear 
blackmail and to threaten the mankind with 
thermo-nuclear catastrophe. These forces have 
been now driven back. I know that it was 
perhaps in a small cell in Stockholm that an 
appeal against Atom Bomb was signed. Not 
many voices were raised at tbat time in 
support of, this appeal in the high quarters. 
Ever since then, this struggle of peaceful 
mankind to rid this world of threat of nuclear 
destruction and to bring about a complete and 
tola I disarmament, and nuclear disarmament 
in particular, has gone on and today we have 
reached a stage when the two great powers—
Soviet Union and the USA —have been 
obliged to sit together—in fact,  Soviet  Union  
has  always   been  for 

nuclear disarmament and therefore America 
has been obliged to sit together— and discuss 
the question of even restricting or putting 
limitations on strategic arms and so on; and 
they have signed an agreement which is no 
doubt significant in the context of the struggle 
we have been fighting all these years. There 
was the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty of 1963. At 5 
P.M. that time I was in Moscow. In fact, when I 
was there, for once I came very close to an 
American statesman and also a British 
statesman. I was also invited to the Kremlin. 
The treaty had been signed and 1 saw all these 
gentlemen, the Foreign Ministers of the USA 
and the U.K. Well, I saw that India was the 
first among the signatories to the Partial Test 
Ban Treaty of 1963. We all felt very happy 
and I could also see how the people looked at 
us then. We professed what we practised. But 
it is true that we have not signed the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty which was signed by 
the others and which came into force in 1970. 
But that has not changed our policy as far' as 
we can understand. But our policy is not to 
abandon the nuclear experiment. Otherwise, 
why do we have atomic power stations? We 
are committed, as fas as I can understand, to 
nuclear experiment and research in order to 
find uses for peaceful purposes and, in a 
country like ours, certainly we need it. But 
why do the others misunderstand? I cannot 
understand this. Well, here is a country of 575 
million people and we are 27 years old. Now, 
I am posing this question to others: "When did 
India give the impression that she would go in 
for nuclear or atomic armaments?" All the 
time, we have been pleading with the others 
that there should be nuclear disarmament and 
that the nuclear weapons should be banned 
and destroyed. Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru had 
said it and Shrimati Indira Gandhi has said 
that though she may not say good things about 
the railwaymen. But, on such matters, she has 
said very good things and I share her 
sentiments. We are a generous people and we, 
Madam, 
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[Shri Bhupesh Gupta] 
represent today one of the powerful move-
ments in the world, the international com-
munist movement. We are generous and we 
have not failed to note the positive features 
in the policies of the Government and to 
acclaim when good utterances come from the 
leaders of the Government and our policy 
was very well appreciated by Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru although we gave him a 
little more trouble than we give the present 
Prime Minister. All the same, I am very sorry 
that our position has been rather 
misunderstood, misrepresented, and distorted 
in some parts of the world. Why should Ihe 
Canadian Prime Minister be so much upset? 
I thought he was a newly married man and 
was very comfortably placed that way. Why 
should he get so much upset and unbalanced 
and unsettled just because in the Rajasthan 
area there was this explosion? 

SHRI K. C. PANT: Mr. Bhupesh Gupta, 
may I ask you one thing? Do you mean to 
say that married people are more settled and 
more balanced? 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Well, sitting 
here, Madam, I have come to the conclusion 
that married people, some of them at any 
rate, are more unsettled than- what they 
would have been had they remained as 
bachelors or spinsters. Anyway, let me not 
go into it. 

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

their strindent voices in support of the nuclear 
disarmament, against the use of nuclear 
weapons and even against stockpiling of such 
weapons. Why our bona fides should be 
questioned, I cannot understand. Of course, 
some imperialist quarters will not understand 
what is going on in India today. We may be 
poor, we may be suffering in many ways and 
we may be backward in many ways and we 
may be importing some reaclors and other 
things. But the fact remains that "we are essen-
lially a peace-loving nation and our love for 
peace is rooted in our ancient civilization and 
that is why we have set before ourselves as our 
goal international peace and security. 

I cannot understand why this thing should be 
there. But, well, I can forget that. I have been 
deeply distressed by the attitude of Prime 
Minister Bhutto. Madam, Vice-Chairman, ais 
you know very well, we in this House have 
been pleading for Indo-Pak amity and I must 
say that the Government has been of the same 
mind. I know sometimes even under pro-
vocation, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru used to 
uphold the banner of Indo-Pak amity when 
demand came from this side of the House and 
from the other side also that action should be 
taken against Pakistan. Nowadays, they do not 
dare say anything against her. But it was never 
done. We had the Simla Agreement. Our guide 
is Simla Agreement. What is needed is the 
implementation of the Simla Agreement. Why 
does Mr. Bhutto think that we are going to use 
nuclear weapon when we do not have it, when 
we do not propose to make it and when in the 
international arena we are campaigning with 
other peace-loving nations not only for 
destruction of nuclear weapons, but also for 
creating nuclear-free zones? I have before me 
the Agreement which was signed by our Prime 
Minister and President Brezhnev and Prime 
Minister Bhutto should know about it. I quote: 

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

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

Madam, I am sorry because detente has 
suffered a little set-back in this sub-conti-
nent, not because of us but in spite of us. We 
stand by the Simla Agreement. We seek its 
implementation. We thought that the 
Tripartite Agreement of Delhi, especially 
after the release of the prisoners of war, had 
created a situation when we would sit 
together across the table to settle our 
problems. There is no problem outstanding 
between our two countries which cannot be 
settled by dialogue and discussion. What is 
the threat? We can understand his friendship, 
his amity and bis goodwill, brother 
explaining things to a brother and sister 
explaining to a sister. This has been our 
training and tradition. Madam, may I take 
this opportunity to appeal from this forum to 
the people of Pakistan and to the 
Government of Pakistan not to 
misunderstand our position, not to allow this 
test to be used as an alibi in order to block 
the implementation of the Simla Agreement 
and not to allow this thing to cross the path 
of friendship which has broadened as a result 
of developments in our sub-continent? We 
have chalked out 

a path of advancement towards peace, to-
wards cooperation, towards amity and 
towards good neighbourliness and we can go 
along together and bring about peace in the 
sub-continent. This is our approach. But 
unfortunately some friends here talk about 
nuclear bomb. I would beg of them not to talk 
about it. Those who have nuclear stockpile 
and can destroy the world 10 times over, are 
now thinking in terms of limiting it in the first 
instance and then destroying it. My friend, 
Mr. Krishan Kant, is •not here. 

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

(Time   bell  rings.) 

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

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

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

 
SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You are also. 

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

 
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI 

PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY): Mr. Raj-
narain, you cannot enter into a controversy 
like that. 

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

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

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

SHRI RAJNARAIN: Madam, I have got 
every right to ask him. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Now, in regard 
to the question why this explosion, in the 
Prime Minister's statement it has been said 
that the explosion has been made to carry 
forward the research for peaceful purposes. 
Now, the date, you may not like, or you may 
like but that is a different matter. I am not a 
nuclear scientist. I am a student of humanities 
and of law and now I have forgotten. Now, 
that is the position. Do not ask me. All I 
would say is that it is very necessary for 
India to give an assurance but sometimes I 
find a little faltering voice in the Prime 
Minister.  I am not a monitor of her voice. I 
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[Shri  Niren  Ghosh.] 
Then Canada has said that enriched plu-

tonium has been taken away from the reactor. 
Shri Kissinger has also suggested like that. I 
do not know if ihe Treaty prevented it. If we 
have done it what is wrong about it? That is 
my position. If the Treaty with Canada does 
not prevent it and we have done it and 
ultimately made a nuclear explosion, what is 
wrong in it, what is wrong that the country has 
done? I do not think any wrong has been ' done 
on that score. But the question remains about 
its timing. He has. said about it. I think the 
News Week is more correct on this point. The 
timing was just set w'nen the railway strike 
was on. It was not the time when U.P. election 
was on but it was the time when morale of the 
Government was sagging. Perhaps, had the 
strike continued for another week, the 
economic position would have come down to 
such a position that the Government would 
have been forced to have a negotiated set-
tlement. 

Already they have lost in any case Rs. 
2,000 crores. They could have given Rs. 150 
crores on certain things; but they did not. 
Anyway, the timing was made and that is 
my deep suspicion so that it had the effect of 
boosting the morale of the Government and 
in the entire Railway struggle was rather, so 
to speak, relegated to the background. That 
is my suspicion and I think foreigners, parti-
cularly this News Week is correct on that 
point. 

1 am told India is going to build IRBM. I 
do not know. 1 would like a clear statement 
on the subject. I would not dispute the right 
of the Government of India, the right of my 
country to make IRBM. It is necessary to 
break the nuclear monopoly. When after 
Hiroshima America practised nuclear 
blackmail, Molotov then said: We too shall 
have atomic energy and many other things. 
Then the Soviet Union made its atom bomb. 
Rut it was not a bomb for war. It was a 
bomb made in order to break that nuclear 
blackmail practised by the Americans and 
safeguard the socialist gains and the anti-
imperialist struggle. In fact, Stalin was alive 
then and that was a great guarantee. 
Precisely alter 

that, a campaign was launched to ban the atom 
bomb. The Stockholm peace appeal said that 
the country which will first use atom bomb 
will be declared a criminal and enemy of the 
mankind. Crores of signatures were collected 
and the Soviet Union at that time moved in the 
U.N.O. that the entire nuclear stockpiles be 
destroyed. They could not carry the U.N.O. 
with them. At that time America reigned 
supreme and they committed aggression in 
Korea and India even dittoed the American 
aggression. That was the position of India in 
1951. However, that was a great break-
through. Now more countries Have gone in 
but nuclear weaponry has not been destroyed. 
I am not so optimistic as comrade Bhupesh 
Gupta is that after limitation of nuclear 
weapons they would get a thorough 
destruction of the entire stockpile of the 
nuclear weaponry. America has not agreed to 
it and would not agree to it. . . . 

SHRI   BHUPESH  GUPTA:   I did    not 
say so. 

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

SHRI D. D. PURI (Haryana): Everyone 
says that. 
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SHRI NIREN GHOSH: Has America said 
so? 

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

SHRI NIREN GHOSH: Produce that 
statement. Has France said so? Has U.K. said 
so? But Soviet Union said so. I do not know 
the exact position. It is unclear to me because 
Stalin was Stalin and Stalin cannot be replaced 
by anybody. But that position has not been 
repudiated by the Soviet Union when Stalin 
said that they would not be the first to use it 
and any country using it will be declared an 
enemy of the mankind. It is not being 
repudiated now by Soviet Union. It is in the 
interest of the non-aligned countries to take 
the initiative now in the U.N.O. to get a 
resolution passed that the entire nuclear 
stockpiles be destroyed under international 
supervision. Why is the Government not 
moving it, I do not know. American majority 
has been lost in the U.N.O. and now if they do 
not disarm and if the nuclear weaponry is not 
destroyed in each and every country, then of 
course, a time will come when India can make 
an atom bomb. If more countries make nuclear 
weapons it will be difficult for any country to 
unleash a nuclear war because then the 
devastation will be complete. Bacteriological 
warfare was on the agenda; many countries 
mastered that weapon, bacteriological warfare, 
germ warfare, and also poison gas warfare but 
nobody dared unleash that. It is true that some 
bestial experiments were made by America in 
Viet Nam but on a world scale they did not 
dare. As long as the nuclear stockpiles are not 
destroyed, the more countries go nuclear the 
better so that no ruclear war can break out. 
That will be a deterrent against nuclear war. It 
is quite true that for a poor country like India 
it would not be possible to invest huge sums 
for this. But China had to do it. Had China got 
the nuclear weaponry in 1954 or 1955 Taiwan 
by now would have been liberated. It was not 
liberated and they have to wait. So a time may 
come when India may have to make nuclear 
weaponry. I have no objection if Pakistan goes 
nuclear. Let all countries go nuclear so that 
ruclear 

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

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRIMATI 
PURABI MUKHOPADHYAY): Please 
finish. 
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SHRI NIREN GHOSH: So, it stand to 
reason and it seems to be clear tha there are 
doubts on the score that Indis is afraid of 
offending America because sc much of 
dollar loans are flowing, though the out/low 
is greater. When the outflow is greater than 
the inflow, it means thai we are being bled 
white by them and ye we are begging of 
them for more and more dollar loans. That is 
what we have come to. That is why perhaps 
India is nol taking any lead in this matter. 
We would like on the entire position the 
Governmen! to make a clear, categorical and 
frank statement before Parliament and the 
people, so that the position can be realised 
by tlie people. It will also vindicate our 
peaceful stand, our anti-imperialist stand, 
our anti-colonial stand, as professed by the 
Government. I do not subscribe that they 
follow the anti-imperialist or anti-colonial 
path. There are many weaknesses on that 
score, but even in regard to what they 
profess they should move in this matter. This 
is the last point that 1 have got to say. Tiiank 
You. 

SHRI V. B. RA1U (Andhra Pradesh): 
Madam Vice-Chairman, on this occasion this 
House should express deep appreciation of 
the great achievement that has been made by 
the scientists and scientific workers of this 
country. I am only sorry that the hon. 
Member, who initiated the debate, has not 
kept up the level of the debate in this House. 
When he initiated the debate I expected to 
know a lot from him. We ediicate ourselves 
here and we know from each other, but the 
hon. Membsr did not think it proper and 
necessary that India's image, the nation's 
image is kept high at a particular level. We 
are a big nation and we rriust be conscious of 
this fact. And we are a big country, as a big 
nation, we have a big role to play. But I find 
that our great achievement is being belittled 
by attributing certain political morlves or 
picturing it as if it is having a political 
motive. The scientists have made it clear, the 
nation's scientists. What is after all the UP 
election or the railway strike in the great 
movement of humanity? {Interruptions). 
Please sit down. I did not disturb you, I heard 
you patiently. 1 have not taken your time or 
name. I am only trying to help 

you so that you will not commit the mistake 
again. That is what I just want to do. 

These policy decisions are not taken 
overnight, Madam. It is done through a long 
process. And what is exactly the objective? 
Has the hon. Member been able to realise 
what the objective is? There is the scientific 
aspect, there is the military aspect, there is the 
economic aspect and then there is ihe 
political aspect. The scientists are concerned 
with the scientific aspect of it. It is an 
extension of the nuclear research that these 
great scientists are carrying out, and they are 
trying to make a break-through of the 
technology. Should not this great country 
make strides in this age of science and 
technology? Should this great country depend 
for its technology on some small powers? Is 
this the way in which we give encouragement 
to our scientists? We have no politics here. 
And we must know vhat are national interests 
and what are party interests. For everything, 
we cannot bring in party in this great 
democracy. 

AN HON.  MEMBER:   Quite correct. 

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

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

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

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

to cost? And will our industrial and tech-
nological base permit it? Has anybody thought 
about it? Mr. Niren Ghosh also was making a 
very contradictory statement. He says that the 
world would actually be away from wars by 
maintaining a balance of terror. Thus new 
words are being coined. From "balance of 
power' it is now 'balance of terror'. Are you 
going to build this human community through 
understanding and co-operation or through 
fear and terror? .What is the philosophy 
behind ir? He says that if every country could 
prepare atom bombs there would be no atomic 
war. It is a fallacious theory. An hon'ble 
Member Irom my Party was also pleading lor 
making the bomb. This is not the party stand. 
We will be creating a lot of misunderstanding 
tn the world. Therefore, let us be careful when 
we make these statements. And, as I said 
earlier, a policy is not made overnight! A 
policy is not made by an individual. In fact 
peaceful use of atom is the nation's policy. 
Therefore, let us be very careful. Already 
some of those who envy our growth, our 
strength and our dignity are trying to 
misinterpret our scientific-achievements. Let 
us not fall a prey and let us not give more 
scope to them; It is absolutely irrelevant to go 
in ior atom  bomb.  It carries no  meaning. 

One of the newspapers, Politiko, has put it 
very correctly. It says that India beeame the 
sixth nuclear power cf Ihe world but the first 
to renounce its use for military purposes." 
This is an appreciation from a distant country. 
Yet some talk here in terms of atom bombs. 
Therefore, let us be very careful. The world is 
watching very carefully our movements. We 
have signed the Test Ban Treaty but we have 
refused to sign the non Proliferation Treaty. 
Why? Because it is a very unequal treaty. The 
monopoly in this particular technology is 
sought to be preserved by a few powers. We 
did not like it. In fact we have laid certain 
conditions— these are the demands that we 
made. If the powers which hold these 
weapons declare not to use nuclear weapons 
against those who do not have them; if they 
are prepared for a comprehensive Test Ban 
treaty; if there is complete freeze on the 
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[Shri V.  B.  Raju] 
production of both nuclear weapons and the 
delivery system and if there is a substantial cut 
in nuclear weapons and stockpiles of nuclear 
weapons. If these conditions are fulfilled, then 
we would consider. But even Japan, which has 
criticised us, has not ratified the Test Ban 
Treaty. Therefore, we have not done anything 
against any commitment to the test of the 
world. Secondly, the officials of the Inter-
national Atomic, Energy Agency at Vienna 
have said that India has always been absolutely 
correct with Inspectors visiting the parts of its 
nuclear operation that are subject to 
international inspection. We have not hidden 
anything from the rest of the world. We have 
not done anything stealthly. We have not 
violated any treaty. And we need not be 
apologetic on this point. We have done 
sufficiently well. Mr. Bhupesh Gupta has been 
emphasising on this point. Now, let us make 
some progress towards other things. As far as 
Pakistan is concerned, they wiH settle down 
(Time-bell rings). I think those who criticised 
us earlier, now understand us, for instance, 
Canada, Swe"3en, Japan, Pakistan and even 
China, for that matter, will understand us 
properly. I need not go into the many details. 
Every Member is aware of it. We stand firm 
that "atom for peace" is the corner-stone of our 
nuclear policy. 

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

was    exploded    on    the    18th  May    at 
Pokharan.  We did it in our first attempt and it 
was a cent per cent success. Immediately after 
the explosion, the    Chairman of the Atomic 
Energy Commission met the press  and in  the    
press    conference,    he clarified that  these  
experiments were part of  the  study  for 
peaceful  use  of  underground nuclear 
explosions to keep abreast of the  developments  
in   technology,  particularly in  the field  of 
mining and earth-moving  operations,  and  that  
the  country had no    intention of    producing    
nuclear weapons. He also reiterated its 
opposition to producing nuclear weapons. The 
Prime Minister also in an interview to 
Newsweek clarified  that our  nuclear explosion    
was not  to scare  anybody nor was to  secure 
any    sense    Of    power    or prestige. The 
Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission  
also  referred to  the  use  of nuclear energy  in  
conjunction    with    the    Indian Council  of 
Agricultural Research and the Indian    
Agricultural     Research    Institute, Indian     
Council     of     Medical     Research regarding 
medicine and food. As we know, Madam,   as  
far  as   lood  preservation    is concerned,  even  
the  international  Atomic Energy    Authority    
as well as our    own Health   Ministry   fias   
not  given   clearance because of the radiation 
hazards that still persist. And medicine also is 
only encompassed in a very few areas. It is not 
developed  so  much.  It is in  this  background 
that we have had mixed reactions to our nuclear 
explosion of May, 1974. At home it was hailed 
as a great landmark. In fact il  was a  morale 
booster for the Government.  Nearer home 
Pakistan  was  terribly upset  and it  
internationalised the  issue in the  Islamic 
Conference held recenlly  and 37   countries   
passed   a   resolution   casting serious 
aspersions  and doubts on our intentions. The  
USA and Ihe UK were not too happy  and tne 
Afro-Asian  and other Commonwealth 
countries  who  took  it    in their stride also 
cast doubts, like Canada, Nigeria,  Ghana  and  
Kenya.  What  is  the reason for this?   Is it 
because they really question our credibility—
'our' means    the cicdjbility  of the  
'Government'?   Or is  it because    they    are    
knowledgeable    that whenever such 
explosions have taken place in  other countries,  
the timings  of    those explosions   have   
always    had  a    political 
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intonation? Take, for instance, Chinese 
explosion of the hydrogen bomB on June 
19, 1973. It was a reaction to the summit 
between the USA and the USSR. The China 
News Agency said such tests were entirely 
for the purpose of defence and for breaking 
the monopoly of the super powers. Sir Alec 
Douglas Hume called China a giant and also 
said that lately it has achieved devices to 
play a full role in international politics. 
Then, why is it that these very same 
countries have started casting doubts and 
aspersions on our own ability? The reason is 
not far to seek. In advanced countries like 
the United States or the Soviet Rus.ia or 
France nuclear energy for peaceful purposes 
is divided into three groups: one is for 
scientific studies, i.e., for seismic studies, 
earthquake predictions and study into the 
strata or the structure of the earth; secondly, 
excavation; they are making experiments 
and are exploring possibilities for sea-level 
canal like the Panama Canal, or develop-
ment and management of water resources; 
to control floods and to have tunnels for 
highways and railways in mountainous 
terrains as well as for navigational hazards 
and to remove materials obstructing dams. 
Then the third thing is underground 
engineering: for oil and gas stimulations by 
creation of fissures and cavities and craters, 
removal of oil. And the most important for 
us is the extraction of copper and other non-
ferrous ores of which India has an 
abundance of reserves, but due to its impure 
quality, low grade quality, it is very 
uneconomical to exploit. 

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

This is where nuclear energy for peaceful 
purposes of blasting comes into effective 
use. The USSR has now even started ex-
ploring the possibilities of reversing the 
flow of rivers. And at the current price of 
TNT—dynamite—its price will be at least a 
hundred times more than the equivalent 
charge or capacity of a nuclear explosion. It 
is because of these reasons that these 
countries who have already had a head-start 
over us in the field of nuclear research and 
research into nuclear energy have been 
exploring these possibilities.  But the sail 
and unfortunate fact 

remains that no country as far as is known 
today has-been able to successfully apply 
these experiments without the absence  of  
health   hazard  and    radiation. 

6 P.M. 

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

Recently after the Nuclear Non-Proli-
feration Treaty was signed, even countries 
which had signed this NPT have utilised this 
research on nuclear energy for peaceful 
purposes ior excavating silver. When Soviet 
Russia excavated silver mine and sent it to the 
United States it was found that it had radio 
active property in it. So this radio active factor 
is not fully eliminated as a result of these 
explosions. It is precisely because of this when 
we say that we are doing it for peaceful 
purposes without the health hazard, no one will 
take us seriously because even countries ahead 
of us have not been able to perfect it. That is 
why I humbly submit that we should not make 
too much of our explosion at Pokhran in its 
isolation, but we should now endeavour in a 
more determined manner in trying to 
successfully and practically apply the results of 
these experiments and explosions without any . 
hazards of radio activity or radiation. Apart 
from our utilising radio isotopes for medicine 
and agriculture (Time belt rings). Please give 
me some more time . . . 

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

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

Sir, nuclear power is the power for the 
future in the nuclear age in which we are 
today. Even in countries like Britain and other 
places they are now having comparative 
studies on hydel, thermal and nuclear power. 
At the time when fossil fuel and  other  
resources   in  our  country  and 
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[Shri K. P. Singh Deo] elsewhere are 
dwindling fast, we will have to depend on 
nuclear energy. Although hydel power is 
cheaper, overall costs are much less in a 
nuclear power plant because the fissile 
material is available here. We can breed and 
get more fissile material for our power plant. 
The nuclear power programme in the totality 
of power programme and projection in the 
Fifth Plan is a microscopic minority. 1 would 
request that Government should go into this 
question and see that nuclear power does form 
a substantial part of our total power pro-
gramme. 

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

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

i like to quote two military authorities on the 
subject. One quotation is from Lt. Gen. L. P. 
Sen (Retd.) who has this to say:— 

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

Sir, he goes on  to  say: 

"I recall, when faced with a somewhat 
similar decision on the eve of a battle to 
save Kashmir, Mahatma Gandhi said to 
me: 'You are going to protect innocent 
people, and to save them from suffering 
and their property from destruction. To 
achieve that, you must naturally make full 
use of every means at your  disposal." 

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

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

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

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

"India cannot afford a crash nuc'ear 
weapons programme and totally indepen-
dent strategic and nuclear capability at 
present. She should, therefore, acquire some 
independent nuclear capability to match 
Chinese tactical nuclear weapons and have a 
small stockpile and delivery system. Her 
strategic needs should be .looked after by 
both the Super Powers. This limited 
capability will establish a regional 
diplomatic and tactical balance, ft wilT 
insure India against blackmail and give her a 
genuine right to participate in all 
deliberations of the nuclear powers  
affecting her security." 

Thank you, Sir. 

SHRIMATI LEEI.A DAMODARA 
MENON (Kerala): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, I 
do not agree with the honourable Members 
who said that this explosion is not to be 
seriously considered as an important event. 
But, Sir, I thittk this is Ihe biggest achievement 
of the century so far as this country is 
concerned. As the hon. Member, Shri Raju, 
has said, it is a breakthrough and with 
indigenous material and talent we have been 
able to discover the secret of the atom bomb. 
Actually, this is no mean achievement. Our 
research programmes in the field of nuclear 
experiments have not been kept in secrecy. 
One of the honourable Members referred to the 
words of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru who said 
that we would go on searching for atomic 
power, but we would not use it for evil 
purposes. Sir, thes'* words are stil! echoiag 
within these very walls and it was a happy day 
for us on which we exploded the bomb. Our 
Prime Minister bas stated L/J(D)22RS.S—tt 

in unequivocal terms that we shall use the 
power of atom only for peaceful purposes and 
keep the faith of the people of India. 
Therefore, Sir, today we are concerned with 
two aspects. We are not concerned with what 
the other'countries are thinking about it. This is 
a new thing for them. They did not expect that 
Ind ia  would become a nuclear power. 
Therefore, if they are surprised and they make 
certain statements. I think we need not be 
unduly exercised over it. I feel that sufficient 
attention has not been paid within the country 
to explain the significance and magnitude of 
this discovery to our people. It may be too 
early. Nevertheless, the Indian people can see 
in it the silver lining on their dark clouds of 
economic stagnation. When I read of the 
explosion, I was reminded of the story of a 
poor worker in Kerala who had only one rupee 
in his pocket at the end of the day. Finding it 
very inadequate to buy food for his large 
family, he bought with it a lottery ticket. And 
in two days, he drew the lucky ticket for a 
bumper prize of 5 lakhs of rupees. This 
explosion, so far as this country and the Indian 
people are concerned, is like a big lottery prize 
that they have drawn. Sir, the successful 
nuclear explosion in India is promising to us a 
better tomorrow, and opening new vistas of 
economic progress. We have already been do-
ing some harnessing of atomic power through 
our atofnic reactors especially in po\v?f 
generation and research in medicine. But, with 
careful planning and detailed programming, 
the Nuclear Explosion Engineering has yet to 
be tried in this countiy. Tod-iy it has given us 
that capability of mobilising our fabulous 
resources. We are a poor people. But we are a 
rich country and let no one say that we have 
not been able to use our capability to make use 
of our natural resources. Oil and gas stimula-
tion discovery of metal ore deposits, deep 
storage facilities for water and for dangerous 
effluents, geothermal heat recovery, promotion 
of agro-industrial complex implo-sive devices 
for medical research and many other uses are 
already thought of. Mo tn-tains can be moved 
water discovered in deserts waterways and 
harbours formed and tbe course of rivers 
changed. The annual ravages ou life aad 
property due to Hoods 
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can be ended for ever. These are no 
dreeams. Already the nuclear club countries 
are undertaking for the good royalty Irom 
the non-nuclear powers, to explode nuclear 
devices for their excavations. The Interna-
tional Atomic Energy Agency has already 
set up a panel to pool the existing know-
ledge   on   peaceful   nuclear   explosions. 

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

Sir, it is our Prime Minister, Shrimati Indira 
Gandhi, who spearheaded the national policy 
of eradication of poverty. Sir, 1 feel proud 
that today in her hands is given the power to 
make that policy a reality. We have foresworn 
the use of atomic weapons. Mr. Raju said that 
our country should have this message to the 
world that atomic power will neve/ be used 
for devastation, and for murdering and 
butchering the people. (.Interruptions). 
National defence will be undertaken by hu-
man beings of this country and conventional 
weapons. As the hon. Member said, it is men 
and not material who matter so far as war* 
are concerned. But in our war against 
poverty, hunger and disease, we shall use this 
great weapon—the violent explosion of I 
nuclear energy. Sir. through non-violence, we 
won our freedom. But through the violent 
nuclear explosion, we hope to win economic 
freedom for this country. And, therefore, 1 
take this opportunity. Sir. to congratulate the 
scientists, technicians and others who have 
made it possible for us to at least envisage a 
future when nuclear explosions can be 
utilized for the good of our nation. And 1 also 
congratulate the Government of India for its 
foresight and   , 

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

With feelings of great pride that our country 
is on the threshold of economic progress 
because of this discovery, once again I thank 
you for giving me at least five minutes to 
participate in this discussion. 
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SHRI D. D. PURI: Sir, in the very short time 
at my disposal I will touch upon briefly  some of 
the points  that I  wish to 
urge here. 

Sir, the first point that I wish to make is I hat 
Ihe explosion at Pokharan on the ISth of May, 
1974, has some unique features. India, Sir, is the 
first country in the world to have the first 
experimental implosion underground. France 
has not been <>.ble to do it even today. China 
has not been able to do it even today. All the 
powers had a few explosions overground and 
then gradually developed the more sophisticated 
technique of conducting the explosion under-
ground. Sir, I am areazei sonaerfcat at Mr. 

 



 

[Shri D. D. Puri] Swamy suggesting that 
from underground we should go overground. 
All the world over whether it is the United 
States of America or the U.S.S.R., all the 
countries in the world, that are in the Atomic 
Club at the moment, are trying to move from 
overground into underground and once 
having moved underground they have not 
gone overground and here it is being sug-
gested today that from having conducted 
remarkably the more sophisticated techno-
logy we should now go over-ground. 

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

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

is trying to connect this achievement with 
U.P. elections. All that I would say is tliat 
this is a piece of incorrigible perversity and I 
will not take any further notice of him. 

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

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

atomic energy? T would not like the Gov-
ernment to spell it ou* any further. I would say 
this, that in the 1914—18 war the Germans 
used poison gas. Tn the 1939—45 war the 
Germans did not use poison gas, not because 
Hitler had any qualms of conscience. Poison 
gas was used against German Jews in the 
concen-! tration camps. But he did not use it in 
the war because he knew that others had got it 
too. The position of atomic energy or atomic 
devices or whatever you call it, if even 
partially it deters another party from usinc; it 
against us, is that not the most peaceful of all 
the peaceful uses of a'omic energy? Is there 
any more peaceful use of atomic energy than 
this? 
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Sir, my learned colleague talked about our 
peaceful traditions. All that is all right. But why 
stop at nuclear arms? Why not give up all the 
traditional arms? To draw a line and to say we 
will arm ourselves with tanks, we will arm 
ourselves with ihe most sophisticated missiles— 
ground-to-air and every kind of missiles— hut 
when it comes to atomic energy we will not go 
near it I think, is wrong thinking. This is not a 
proper way of looking at  the realities of the 
situation. 

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

One word I would like to mention to the 
Minister. (Time-Bell rings.) 1 urge upon him to 
intensify our research on thorium because, after 
all, at the moment the whole world which is 
depending on piuto-nium has to obtain uranium. 
We do not have uranium and there are 
difficulties in obtaining it. But in thorium I think 
India enjoys a world monopoly and the moment 
we make a break-through in the technology of 
thorium, I believe India will be able to replace 
oil and India will be able to replace coal for the 
production of energy. Sir, in the end I would say 
that there have been a lot of reactions and the 
most violent reactions come from Pakistan. All I 
will say is this. When we sign a receipt for a sum 
of money received we 
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SHRI D. P. SINGH (Bihar): Mr. Vice-
Chairman, Sir, this historic event of 18th May, 
1974 came as a great rejoicing to our people 
and as a great rejoicing to the entire non-
aligned world. The third world, the friendly 
countries see in it a great sense of 
achievement that one of them has been able to 
make a break-through and has been able to 
take the great technological leap forward. Our 
great scientists who conceived of this idea, 
and executed it and who contributed to this 
great event are entitled to the congratulations 
of this country and our people. It is a great 
moral booster to our technologists and techni-
cians and it is expected to take us a long way, 
particularly because of the great satisfying fact 
that it is wholly an indigenous project with 
indigenous know-how and indigenous 
capabilities. This has been achieved at such a 
minimal cost and without any pollution. Even 
so, some of the nations have not been able to 
welcome this event and they have expressed 
regret over it. Now, the reaction of Japan was 
understandable because of the psychological 
factor, because of the sufferings that had been 
inflicted on that nation. Even so, when one 
finds that Japan itself has kept 

 



 

its option open in regard to the non- 
proliferation treaty and by not announcing 
the partial test ban treaty, then that ob 
jection is clearly not understandable. Some 
of the other nations have also reacted 
sharply and it is this which led our Prime 
Minister to say that whereas the rich 
nations can develop their nuclear weaponry 
and their nuclear know-how by explosion 
for the purpose of destruction, a poor 
nation cannot develop it for constructive 
purposes. Our attitude in this matter has 
been well known since 1948 Pandit Nehru 
in the Constituent Assembly made it very 
clear. He said: If we are to remain 
abreast in the world as a nation, then we 
have to develop the know-how. I do hope 
that our outlook in regard to technology 
is going to be a peaceful one for the de 
velopment of human life and happiness 
and not one of war and hatred. He said: 
It is unfortunate that somehow we cannot 
help associating technology with war. Il 
is this spirit lhat has fortunately continued 
till this moment. We have stuck to the 
policy of manufacturing or going in foi 
purely peaceful purposes. Our effort at 
the international conferences has always 
been in this direction. And it is interest 
ing to see how the big powers have been 
able to come together to frustrate every 
effort at disarmament. One remembers 
about the various proposals given by the 
various powers in the 50s wherein they 
insisted on the inclusion of conditions that 
the other powers will not accept. The 
United States, for instance, put the con 
dition that all countries must place their 
nuclear raw materia) with the International 
Atomic Control Commission before she 
could give up her nuclear weapons. The 
Soviet Union, on the other hand, wanted 
to isolate the question of nuclear arma 
ment from conventional armament. 
Their strength,        their        man-
power and their resources, without the 
nuclear weapons, were so great that it was 
impossible that the other powers would have 
accepted that condition. This is how things 
went on. But India made a very realistic 
suggestion at the United Nations in the 50s 
saying that both disarmament and inspection 
must go hand in hand and that the principle 
of balance of risk must be 

j included in any practical proposal, lhat 
proposal, as we expected, was ignored. And we 
have seen ihe unfortunate condition where 
excuses are being found to enter into the 
Nuclear Club. We remember the statement of 
Mr. Churchill that if we do not enter the 
Nuclear Club, that will be allowing the big 
powers to divide the world between 
themselves. Fortunately, we do not have to find 
excuses for the development of the nuclear 
energy in any manner that wo want to. We have 
said that our purposes are peaceful. And today 
also we are reiterating that we will continue 
with the peaceful purposes, that we will 
continue to develop it for peaceful purposes, so 
that we might help our country to grow and to 
develop along the economic lines, to bring 
prosperity and happiness to our millions. 
Members who have spoken before me have 
specilied the various conditions the various 
manners in which it is possible to exploit it for 
peaceful purposes; for the development of the 
many things, it is already being used in our 
country, and much more remains to be done. I 
agree and I endorse Mr. Puri's suggestions that 
there are still fields in which we can do greater 
researches so that the development of thorium 
may be possible. But, Sir, all said and done, 
Members have said that we must bind the 
future generations. The Ian a Sangh has 
threatened here that when they come to power, 
they will repudiate all commitments and they 
will go back on the position or stand that we 
have taken. One knows the Constitution of the 
country; one knows the democratic setup of the 
country, and if somehow they are able to 
persuade the large bulk of our masses towards 
their future . . . 

AN HON. MEMBER: There is no danger 
of war. 

SHRI D. P. SINGH: ... If they are able Io 
persuade our people to the position that 
frustration and self-effacement are better than 
attempting and struggling to find a solution, 
well, if that day comes, perhaps they will 
change the policy. Until this Government, this 
party continues to rule this country our 
commitment to peace stands  and  the  country  
will  be honoured 
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[Shri D. P. Singh] and will continue to 

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

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

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

SHRl RAMESHWAR SINGH Bihar): On 
behalf of the Government, on behalf of the 
ruling party. 

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

SHRI K.. C. PANT: On behalf of the 
uovcrnment. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: This after-
noon—{Interruption) Listen. I am going by 
the rules you have laid down. This morning 
the Prime Minister virtually told us that 
what Shri Lalit Narayan Mishra told the 
President were not the views of the 
Government. He was speaking Io hirn as an 
individual and not on behalf of the Council 
of Ministers. 

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

S*HRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You need 
not say that. I know what she said. To-
morrow you will see when the proceedings 
come. 

SHRI RAMESHWAR SlNGH: She never 
said anything of the kind. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Let me make 
my point. You can answer after that. Why 
are you impatient. Please ask him to sit 
down. 

 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: We here lave 
been given the impression that if a Hinister 
goes and tells something Io the Presidenta it 
need not be taken as if it is he views of the 
Council of Ministers. Mr. Qureshi said 
something here from these benches. Tbat is 
also not taken as a statement on behalf of the 
Government. Therefore, what theory the Prime 
Minister propounded I do not know. I hope the 
political scientists in our country will go 
through it. We so far did not object to any 
Minister making any statement v\ the belief 
that the Minister speaks for the Government. 
We did not question the Minister's statement 
or ask for any proof. Now what is the 
guarantee that what Mr. V..C Pant is speaking 
is the views of the Council of Ministers? What 
is the guarantee? Now the Prime Minister has 
laid down that if she does not like something 
she will say that it is not the policy of the 
Government; the Minister has not spoken for 
the Government. Therefore,- is there a letter of 
authority by the Prime Minister that Mr. K. C. 
Pant is authorised hereby io speak on behalf of 
the Council of Ministers; otherwise how do we 
know . . . (Interruption). Mr. Mishra is even 
more powerful than you are. He is a Cabinet 
Minister. 1 should like to know whether the 
Prime Minister has left any note here. 

SHRI   RAMESHWAR  SINGH:      On   a 
point of  order, Sir. 

SHRl BHUPESH GUPTA: Let me finish 
my point of order. Smart people I like to hear. 
But let me finish my point of order. 
(Interruptions). Do not interrupt. I would verv 
much like to hear you because I want to enter 
into a debate with you. I am not quarrelling 
with you. What she has said to-day is a unique 
parliamentary utterance. An example has been 
set and I am just following it. In future 1 
would ask the President never to believe a 
Cabinet Minister. Double talk is the nile. We 
in Parliament will not believe that Ministers 
are speaking for the Government, unless we 
are satisfied that they are speaking for the 
Government. Mr. Vice-Chairman, the Chair's 
duty henceforward should be, following the 
Prime Mini s te r s  lead in this matter, to ask 
any Minister speaking   here  on   behalf   of   
the      Prime 
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Minister to produce a certified copy of the 
Prime Minister's authorisation that he is 
speaking on behalf of the Council of Ministers 
and that he will not meet the fate of Mr. L. N. 
Mishra or Mr. Qureshi. We want to be assured 
of this. That is all. So, kindly get the 
authorisation letter so that he is buttressed, we 
are buttressed and there is no 
misunderstanding. After so many years we 
have reached this stage. We thought that when 
a Cabinet Minister speaks to the President or 
the Parliament, he speaks on behalf of the 
Council of Ministers and he would not be 
disowned in this manner. Of course, Mrs. 
Indira Gandhi has disowned the President 
also. But that  is another  matter. 
Therefore...... 

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

(Interruptions) 

SHRl BHUPESH GUPTA: I know you have 
not understood anything. So, the reply should 
be deferred. I like Mr. Pant. I would like to 
hear his reply. I have no personal disrespect 
for hirn. In fact, he speaks very well and it is 
pleasant to hear him also. He is a soft-spoken 
person. But 1 am on a principle, the principle 
laid down by your Prime Minister just two 
hours before. Follow her precedent. Let her 
walk in her own footsteps at least. Kindly go 
and get an authorisation letter —"I hereby 
certify..." That is the position. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRl JAGDISH 
PRASAD MATHUR): Yes, Mr. Pant. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: What is your 
ruling? 

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

SHRl RAMESHWAR SINGH:  Sir, .  . . 

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

SHRI RAMESHWAR SINGH : I have a   
simple   request. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN: Mr. Pant is a 
Minister. He is replying on behalf of the 
Government. He is authorised to reply. 
(Interruption). You can draw your own 
conclusions. 

(Interruptions) 

SHRl BHUPESH GUPTA: Tomorrow we 
can check up her exact words. It is something 
new tha't I heard. Whenever a Cabinet 
Minister speaks in Parliament or to the 
President, you always take it that he is not 
speaking against the Government. Otherwise, 
he should be dismissed or thrown  out. 

SHRI S. P. GOSWAMI: It is all distortion, 
vulgarisation and demagogy of Mr. Bhupesh 
Gupta, I should say. Prime Minister never said 
like this. 

SHRI RAMESHWAR SlNGH : Mr. Vice-
Chairman, Sir . . . 

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

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

(Interruptions) 

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

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRl JAGDISH 
PRASAD MATHUR): There is no point of 
order. 

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

SHRl RAMESHWAR SINGH: Dada, I 
have given you all my time. You can 
entertain. 

SHRl BHUPESH GUPTA: Sit down. If you 
follow me, you will become a better 
parliamentarian. But if you follow them you   
will   finish   parliamentary   democracy. 
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[Shti Bhupesh Gupta] 
1 put it on record. I was waiting here to put it 
because tlie Prime Minister suddenly said 
something. She was not clear about tlie 
implications of what she said. Absolutely a 
new situation has been created. 

 
(Interruptions
) 

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

SHRI   BHUPESH   GUPTA:   The   Prime 
Minister said   something more  than   that. 
(Interruptions) 

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

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

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

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You will never 
do it. You know it very well. If I start saying 
things against you . . . 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI JAGDISH 
PRASAD MATHUR): Let the Minister reply 
now. 

SHRl K. C. PANT: I have listened to the 
debate with great interest. As many Members 
in the House know, I have had a great deal of 
personal inteiest in this subject of nuclear 
energy and I have followed with interest the 
manner in which many of the hon. Members 
discussed the whole evaluation  of our policy 
in  this  fi-ld. 

SHRl BHUPESH GUPTA: You have 
allowed him to speak. All right, 1 submit. 
Tomorrow the script o£ the speech should 
be sent  to  the  Prime  Minister. She  should 
sign it and endorse it. 

SHRI K. C. PANT: Sir, we have also heard 
from various Members the intricacies of the 
different aspects of this question. They have 
dealt with it from the scientific point of view, 
ihe technological point of view, the political 
point of view, from the point of view of the 
international repercussions oi the underground 
peaceful explosion and also, if 1 may say so, 
from the philosophical point of view in some 
cases. Sir, it was a stimulating debate and I 
would not be in a position to deal with all the 
points that have been raised because it is 
already 7 O'clock and I am sine that you would 
not like me to hold up the House very long. 
But, Sir, I think it is necessary, in this debate, 
to look at the whole evaluation oi' science and 
technology and its impact on man today in 
order to give the background against which 
this technology has brought so miny changes 
in the world and why this event has excited so 
much comment within this country and 
outside. Sience il is a 
7 P. M. 
powerful tool or instrument in the hand of man 
and so many Members have pointed out that it 
is an instrument which could be used for the 
promotion of human welfare. We have seen 
that it is also an instrument which has been 
used for massive destruction. So it is not the 
tool, but who uses it and for what purpose that 
is the most  important point.  That is  why  
there 
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is  a  great deal  of point of relevance  in Die 
basic debate that  Look place here between the 
minority of Members who wanted this country 
to use nuclear energy for weapon purposes and 
I think the majority of   Members   who   
clearly     wanted     this country to adhere to 
the consistent policies that   we  have   been   
following over     the years  to   use   nuclear  
energy  for   peaceful purposes. Sir, in  this 
context if one  looks at the pace of change in 
the world in the last  few  decades  as  a  result  
of contributions  of science,  one  can  say 
today that if   science  is   used  properly,   it  
can   make it possible for want and fear to be 
vanished from the face of earth. It is possible. 
But   the  hazards   of  wrong  use of science 
are  very  much  evident.     Today   mankind 
lias   to  move  towards  constructive  uses of 
science for the purposes of improving human   
conditions   and   in   this   context      I would   
say   that   Ihe   great  issue   of  today or the 
great issues of today revolve round the 
problems which could only be tackled by  the  
increasing  constructive     use      of science 
and technology and in this sphere I would 
mention problems like the problem of   
expanding  world   population,   need   to find 
more and more food and water, new sources  
of  power,  the  question  of  depletion   of   
non-renewable   natural   resources like  oii,  
fuel,  metals  and  so  on  and so Ioi (Ii.  All  
these are great questions of tomorrow.   We   
have   already   an   imbalance in   the  world  
in   the  utilisation of  natural resources   in  
different  countries   and   different   
continents.   Ihe   great   problem      of today is  
how  countries  of  Asia,     Africa and  Latin  
America  which  are  usually referred   to   as   
developing  countries   can be enabled  to   
utilise  science  and  technology for   the   
betterment   of   the   life   of their people and 
to bring about a  greater economic equality in 
the world, if I may use that  term.     Unless 
this  is done,    I cannot see how the world can 
continue to enjoy a   peaceful   atmosphere.     
This   is   creating tremendous tensions.  It is 
against this wide background   that   1   would  
like  the  House to  consider this explosion 
which is a part of   our   strategy   to   use   all   
the   tools   of science   and   technology   that  
is   available to   us   for   the   betterment  of   
the   life   of our  people.   It is  in  this context,  
I  think, I many   of   the   hon.   Members   
like      Shri I V.  B.  Raju in his very  wide 
sweep, Shri 

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

Sir,   Mr.   Niren  Ghosh   is  not  here. He 
said that the timing of this explosion was 
related  to   the  railway strike.   I   think he 
vvas unwittingly giving the Atomic Energy 
Commission   compliments   and   credit   for 
far greater powers than they can boast of. I say    
this    because   in    a   matter   of a few days 
or a few weeks it is very  difficult   to   perfect   
this   technique   and   to   go underground   and   
find   the  right  spot  and to explode  the  
bomb  just  for the  benefit of   influencing   
the   railway   strike.   Sir,   I am  surprised   at   
this   kind  of a  political approach   to   this   
undoubtedly  a   national achievement and, 
therefore, I would not like to  refer to  the  
speech  of Shri  Subramanian   Swamy  at   any   
length   because      he made   certain   remarks   
at   a   certain   level which   have   been  
replied   to,  if   at  all   a reply   was  needed,   
in   a   very      dignified manner by my senior 
colleague, Shri Raju. Therefore,   1   would  
not like   to  say   anything   about   his   
remarks   except   that   he would  do  well,  
even  if  he  did   not agree with us, to read the 
speech of his leader, Shri   Atal   Behari   
Vajpayee,   in   the   other House,  who  can   
also  voice  disagreements at a certain level 
and who has also participated  in  the  debate  
on  this  issue  at  a certain level. That is all I 
wish to say. 
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Sir, the fact that absolute secrecy was 

maintained has been referred to and this 
certainly is a fact for which we can take credit. 

SHRI D. D. PURI: Even Mr. Subramanian 
Swamy  did  not  know  it. 

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

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

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

that capacity for leadership which has enabled 
her to lake the right decision and carry the 
country with her. It is that kind of leadership 
which she showed on this occasion also. 

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

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

It is a matter of great satisfaction that this 
was entirely an Indian effort, perfected by our 
own scientists and technologists. All the 
experimental equipment and the fuel were 
totally Indian and the test was conducted by 
the Atomic Energy Commission.   I   am  
making  this  categori- 
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. ai oUtenu.it Lixu-SL sometimes some doubts 
are raised as to whether iwe got help from 
outside or whether it really was something 
which was done by us and so on and so forth. 
So, 1 would like to make this categorical 
statement that this was entirely an Indian 
effort. 

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

But this would be sufficient to sa\ tliat there 
is absolutely no venting and this was a 
remarkable degree of containment of radio-
activity which was achieved by our scientists. 
The fact that we are the first country which has 
carried out its first nuclear explosion under the 
ground adds to our technological self-
confidence, adds to the self-confidence of the 
country as a whole. The sense of pride and 
achievement which we feel is strengthened by 
the fact that we have carried out this 
experiment for peaceful purposes, entirely for 
developmental purposes with the object of 
development. And it is a further step in the 
direction of the utilization of our resources, by 
our efforts for the good of our people. Sir, 
some of the countries which have not hesitated 
to explode nuclear devices or weapons in the 
atmosphere, disregarding ihe warnings and the 
hue and cry of enlightened people all over the 
world about the hazards of pollution not only 
to the people living today but to future 
generations also, have thought it fit to raise 
their voice against our peaceful explosion 
under the ground from wliich no 

radio-activity has vented. Sir, it does not lie in 
their mouth to say these tilings, and one is 
rather amazed at this kind of reaction. 

Sir, 1 would like to just give one quota-lion 
to emphasise the peaceful policy which we 
have been following, and to make it clear that 
we continue to follow this peaceful policy. 
Sir, the Prime Minister said in Parliament in 
1968, I quote: 

"India has repeatedly announced that she 
is nol making an atomic bomb and that she 
is developing her atomic energy. 
programme exclusively for peaceful pur-
poses. Our programme of atomic energy 
development for peaceful purposes is re-
lated to the real needs of our country and 
would be effectively geared io the same." 

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

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

Sir, there is objection to the proliferation 
of nuclear weapons. There should be no 
objection to the proliferation of technical 
know-how with regard to the peaceful uses 
of nuclear technology. This is a distinction 
that is very clear. Therefore, there is no 
question of our going in for nuclear weapons 
and so the question of proliferation of 
nuclear weapons does not arise. Nuclear 
apartheid is the phrase which is used by one 
hon. Member which N.P.T. symbolises or 
represents. Obviously that is something 
which we can never accept and clearly we 
would continue to develop our nuclear 
technology for peaceful purposes including 
underground peaceful explosions. And, I 
would say with all respect that if our 
example were followed by nuclear weapons' 
countries also, this would be all to the good 
and we would prevent nuclear proliferation 
of nuclear weapons and would encourage the 
use of liuclear technology for peaceful 
purposes. So, I would, with all respect, ofter 
this as an example of the direction in which 
the nuclear countries, particularly the nuclear 
weapons'  countries,   ought  to  move. 

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

Sir, Shri Niren Ghosh is not here. From 
his speech it seemed to me that he was more 
concerned with justifying China's entry into 
the nucle'ar wemons field than in 

trying to understand fully the implications of 
India's peaceful explosion. But, since be is not 
here I will not refer to his speech at  greater 
length. 

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

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

SHRI K. C. PANT: We cannot plead 
anything there. We are not signatories and I 
am sure that to plead for disarmament he v 
ould not like us to sign the NPT. 

SHRI KRISHAN KANT: I said we must 
create a climate. There situation is different. 

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

Now. Sir, so far as the wider significance of 
this particular experiment goes in relation to 
the needs of our ountry and its development, 
that is something which has been referred to by 
various hon. Members. I think Shri Malaviya 
also referred to it. 1 do not know whether he is 
here. But, he referred to the growing needs of 
food, fuel, energy, and so on, of a country as 
large as ours with its growing population and I 
think that we have to make use of everything 
that science and technology can offer us and in 
order to cope with these growing problems we 
have to grapple with the problems which are 
very big even in terms of the numbers of our 
population and the needs which mulli-ply so 
much. The growing numbers of these taken 
together create a situation which will require 
our harnessing all the forces of science and 
technology to ameliorate the condition of our 
people . . . and to give them these necessary 
materials for the improvement of their standard 
of living. So, it is really our determination and 
we are the first country to do this to show that  
nuclear  explosions  can   be   used  for 
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peaceful purposes and can be used exclu-
sively for peaceful purposes. It need not be 
in weapons but can be used in a manner 
which promotes the welfare of the people of 
our country. So, in this respect I think we 
have done something which subserves or 
serves the cause of peace, which is an 
instrument of development and which is in 
its own way a pioneer effort. Some friends 
say this is more relevant to developing 
countries even than it is to develop countries 
because developed countries have a certain 
infra-structure on which  they can  build. 

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

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

What does this mean—nuclear weapon test 
explosion or any other nuclear explosion? A 
distinction has been made and this refers to 
explosions which are only underground 
explosions. What for are these explosions 
except for peaceful purposes?   Therefore,  if 
you see,  the Partial 

Test Ban Treaty itself, the possibility of 
peaceful underground explosions has been 
conceded in this very document and this is, I 
think, an important point to note. 

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

Sir, it has been stated by some Members 
that our position in this regard is a principled 
one. I would repeat that it is a very principled 
position, and I think th^re is a better 
understanding of our position in the world 
today. And when I talk of principled position, 
I would refer specifically to three points: One 
I have already made, and that is, the materials 
and technical knowhow used for conduct-inn 
the experiment were entirely indigenous. I 
have made that clear because (Int has certain 
implications. The second is that in conducting 
this experiment India 
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has not violated any international agreement. 
Now, this has been dealt with by various 
Members in various ways. So I need not spell 
it out in terms of Ihe Partial Test Ban Treaty, 
in terms of the NPT, why we did not sign it 
and so on. And we have not violated any 
obligation or assumed obligation under any 
bilateral agreement with Canada or with the 
IAEA. This is another point 1 would like to 
make very clear. And I am glad to say that 
Canada has agreed to this position. We have 
had very friendly relations with Canada ever 
since independence. Our Foreign Secretary 
went to Canada recently, had discussions with 
the Government there, and he came back with 
a feeling that there was a better appreciation 
of our position in Canada after his visit. But 
certain differences of opinion are still there. 
The Canadian Government will send some 
representatives to India for further talks and 
we hope that there will be a proper apprecia-
tion of our position in Canada as a result of 
these talks. They have been our good friends 
and we are for friendship with all countries 
and we would not certainly like to lose a good 
friend and since we are very clear in our mind 
that we have not violated any agreement and 
they are also agreed on that position, I think 
we should try to have a meeting of minds on 
the subject. 

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

member-State, India, who could by this means 
use her very large low grade non-ferrous metal 
ore deposits thus making her moie 
independent of imports of these metals and 
furthering her national economy. Therefore, 
the IAEA itself accepted this position in one 
of its documents. 

Then a reference was made by Shri 
Krishan.Kant to the third non-aiigned summit 
at Lusaka and its declaration. I will not also 
repeat that. I would like to refer in particular to 
certain specific experiments carried out in the 
Soviet Union and the United States as concrete 
examples of the uses of underground nuclear 
explosion. These two countries have done a lot 
of work on peaceful uses of nuclear explosion. 
The experience of the USA 's more limited in 
types of application of geological materials 
which they have investigated. The Soviet 
Umon's programme, however, is very broad-
based and >"s used to ass'st in the 
development of their national resources with a 
number of technical areas being developed 
simultaneously. Technical results of the USSR 
as reported are very encouraging and in 
general more favourable than the United 
States' experience. 

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

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

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

Sir, Mr. Subramanian Swamy made a 
statement about the Prime Minister having 
said something at some stage—in 1970 I 
think he said—about these underground 
nuclear explosions. I did not quite get his 
point but I thought he was trying to insinuate 
that we were not going in for underground 
explosions earlier. As early as August 1968 
in reply to a question in the other House the 
Prime Minister said that our atomic scientists 
were engaged in the theoretical    and    
experimental     work 

needed for the development of the entire 
range of peaceful uses of atomic energy. 1 
would underline the expression experimental 
work'. And again on August 19, 1970, in 
reply to another question she said that the 
Atomic Energy Commission was interested 
in studying the situation in which peaceful 
nuclear explosions carried out underground 
can be of economic benefit to India. I would 
not have referred to this; I would not have 
quoted this but because I did not know from 
where he got that impression, so I wanted to 
remove any wrong impression that he may 
h;ive grethered. 

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

In this context Pakistan's reaction also 
appears to be somewhat exaggerated. They 
hive over-reacted in this case and I would not 
like to say anything more than that the 
assurance they are seeking against some kind 
of threat appears to me to be an assurance 
against a non-existing threat. There is no 
threat. This is a peaceful explosion. This is 
not a bomb and, therefore, there is no threat 
of any kind. There is nothing that should 
interfere with the promotion of better 
relations with Pakistan or the carrying on of 
the process of normalisation or carrying on 
the dialogue which was started under the 
Simla Agreement. I do not see how this can 
interfere with that process unless, as 
Bhupeshji said, it   is   an   alibi.   T   would   
join   him   in   the 
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hope that the area of co-operaiton between 
the countries in the sub-continent is con--
tantly enlarging and we help each other. 

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

SHRT      BHUPESH   GUPTA:   Why  did 
you   have   the  private   sector and   public 
sector in 1950-51? 

SHRI K. C. PANT: Even in this matter he 
is thinking along lines which are becoming 
outdated. Here I am talking of new 
technology, the technological revolution that 
is taking place, and of our need to keep 
abreast of the latest technological changes. I 
submit that this particular experiment is a 
part  of this. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I appreciate it and it 
is a valid point. We should not allow science 
and technology to  pass  by L/Jit>)22RSS - 
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j us. The difficulty is we cannot fuliy ex 
plore the possibilites in the way you arc 
doing it by bypassing radical social and 
economic changes. 

SHRI K. C. PANT: Sir, formation of 
society and formation of man are perhaps two 
areas which are not directly within the control 
of science and technologv yel and so we are 
talking about two slightly different fields. I 
was saying that we arc determined to carry on 
with the development of science and 
technology. I would say that, at this stage, we 
have economic difficulties to which 
Bhupeshji referred, but in spite of them we 
have succeeded in this experiment. 

And in a way, this is a symbol of our 
determination   to   go   ahead  with national 
construction, in spite of all the economic and  
other  difficulties  that we  are  facing. Il is in 
this spirit that our scientists and technologists     
are  working;  it  is  in   this spirit that countless 
people in this countiy are working, and it is 
they who are huild-ihg  it  up.  Step  by  step,  
brick  by  brick, the country is being built up. 
And when this is so,  it is for this House, for 
Parliament and for the Government and  for the   
leaders  to   ponder  over  and  see   that an  
atmosphere  is created  in  this country which     
strengthens   this   determination   to build up 
this country in spite of all our difficulties.   And  
I would  only  pledge  ihe Government   to   
this  one   over-riding  fact that no matter what 
the pressure, no matter from which quarter it 
comes, where il is a question of developing our 
science and technology, where it is a question 
of giving oi ir scientists and technologists a free 
hand in developing     science     and     
technology, where it is a question of creating a 
better life for our   people,   we   will not yield 
to any  pressure, and  we will continue these 
efforts to the best of our ability. 

Thank you. Sir. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI IAG-
DISH PRASAD MATHUR): The House 
stands  adjourned till   11.00 A.M. tomorrow. 

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