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The main point for determination
+ not whether these two resolutions
are indentical or not. That is not the
point tg be determined. Again, the
guestion whether the resolution mov-
e by Shri Alvares is the same as
\he earlier one, as contemplated in
rule 182, is not alsg relevant. The
question is, as put by Dr. Aney, whe-
ther the objective covered by the re-
soiution of Shri Alvares is covered by
the resolution moved by Shri Sona-
vane or not. I hold that it has been
substantially covered ang it is subs-
tontially the same. There is no point
cf order and the resolution of Shri
Alvares is barred.

Shri Nath Pai: Sir. we are bound
‘i, abide by your decision. But on a
technical point, a very rmportant mat-
ter has been debarreq from being
discussed in the House. May I, there-
fore, at least expect from the Minis-
‘vr gn assurance that the Government
;¢ zeized of the matter? The matter
is delicate and it is urgent. Taking
mio consideration the overwhelming
support that the motion has got from
all sections of the House, may we
nave an assurance that the Govern-
ment will not follow dilatory tactics.
but, respecting the wishes of the
people of Goa, will take a speedy de-
cision on the matter? May we have
an assurance on that?

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The rules of
the House will cover the resolutior.

Shri Nath Pai: I want a specific
answer from him. What is the reply?
It is not a matter of procedure.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon.
Member can meet the hon. Minister
later, Shri Kachhavaiya,
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15.35 hrs.

RESOLUTION RE. MANUFACTURE
OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

ot gFW 9= §oEAW ([T
Jurens wgRw ¥ agq ¥ fafafas
qF0T 49 Fear § —

‘g aar F1 T 2 fE WTI T
F1 Afa® w=ay #1 [aAiy  FLAT
afea 1

Mr. Deputy-Speaker:
moved:

Resoiution

“This House is of opinion that
Government of India should ma-
nufacture nuclear weapons.”

The time allotted is an hour and
a half, i

st e wret (faswre )
#aigarg 5 mopafes farmr &
wrafeag waT o1 § 3¢ Z19w F a=mar
Sl

The Minister of State in the Minis-
try of Home Affairg (Shri Hathi): I
am here, The Prime Minister will
reply.

st gOH W FEAT | JIEAE
wEIed , Al g &1 § e fi e =
Ha ¥ AT T98T wHe A 6 fr g
aw v o7 offeafa &, g% 3 &
T FAT AY FATT GET A &, IAT
zv a7 F7 faepre farg, 3o F1o07 ATX
2w # ot ofcfeafe a1 gf e dw
F AWA AT AT I W F AR
¥gw @ ¥ fu femm omm
FTET TEEAT § AUAT T99T GFE F7 fF
AT FTHTC & OO T0  JATAT Mg
I%g gET AEI F I S 99Y
fear mar 1 gAY T W A faRw
gargo W s far o, WmF
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[*ft g === FEE]
Fad § g e e fx AT Afagi
T g F1EeeET FT AR AG fFaT,
w=T F7 wvqTA g1 (Far 7% agq
g fear & 1 dmwEm e fF
I AT KT BT FT AT AT |

# 79 T ¥ qg FoAT VAT 3
fr mfagx gaat  wEwEEaT g @i
g7 oA gw @y €fF W Fam
T @wrer foow wawl a6t & W=
wW & A A AT IEST .99 aTw
TE & A IR AR aOE g
STEALT FATEHT & | I A &0
gfer ¥ @y gy v A fawst a7 21
qTFAC, T 1962 I TA qIA A Hehey
fegrar, @« aeqi A ofad g fwar
a1 f& gy qfw ax i 3 TowEA
AR & 9 Fear frar g } 9w aww
HqyAT If7 7, OF, OF g9 qfw B 9=
% g9 IN IEAGA: I A@N A7 A9
a% gH WICEETHY ¥ § Ag0 &7
A T9 &1 AR & A gard g
7, 7% gfame e0r @ & 1 AR S
qa gaTr dnfai w1 0w & Rew & fw
T 9 ¥ EHFT {FEAT F qS |
o W1 W AT F Ay N AT gl
gfed T SEAgAT I § T
wUES WY OF a4 gfaae g s 3%
Wt g aer wifge | AfE oA
a9 a1 Afas we & fag gy wam
T A gg wg w¢ o faar fE wad
FTHY GET T | FF Mo WHAT A
waFas dFg ¢ fRowmE
AT KT AT | SfEFH F@T 9%
TR e AT FTHaw & q  &r
W UE AT W & 34 dwfaw
faqa A= faorasa §? o
T faw g SWT quE F A
g1 wu fawg F1 dwfasl ¥ s e
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magafeEa za F T @ fa=r
X o T wmd fF 33 09 feA
AT AR | weEw  FATT OH
fraadd am zaFT AT 39 TAfasi
F FATA &1 KT AT | TZ TETAT
&1 fawg At & zafew w2 zm
ary & faer 781 &7 Srfam 0 I
AR H qI AT A ATH, AGAT
Aqg  FTAT A1MGC AT FAAT A TH
T anfae fa v g# wop 97 7 #7
AATFAT ATTEN AT EHTH FATAT
aifgr fe =

A gEO AT FE qHAET 7
91 @Y, A FAA F TOAT
FIOAAEHT & 178 BF 7 f*
ZH WUH AW A g7 UF AT § AT
TG @ A gEfew FW ad@ q9
TRETAT TCHAA  F7 Tg 2 gE AT
T JeqEA AT 3, T H oy
FIO FTAT F AfwA 7 A7 A AT
mr & & w wE S= Fa g
gt faeg wopseR a1 WA w7 A5 A
AT AT FISEm gd Y g I
ATEIAT , UF UH I9 T2 F AAH HAT
AT FT TEQAZAFT T | ATAT
ag ArEavas ¢ f& W | § w7
FY I & foT syorfas wex w1 fAwm
FAT Aifge | qg A9 =7 7 fF
gw wifq & FAT & W7 z7 wf7 F awr
R 9=y gw g oA o3
TR 9T qea 3|AT  Agd § qfwA
wifa &Y AT 97 FNAW TF AFAT
oo 3@ F 3 T TE AEAT
g faa S qm afam g&r &
gt §WA AudET W97 w9
7z <1 wfeawer Tz WM R
fs A ewow 3fer F w1
avWIET & gafay AT § 7w J3
g 0w wEdw §oww

(o]
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97 FHAT F7H FT AL AATAL T T
FHEFT 97 gAAT F79 FT1 A= | A H
amﬁrmirgwa 21 TE a1 AT
TA AT AT IVRT TEET AT
*uqfﬁa'-'w’i ﬂ'n'{'\*-rrwm
FIF KT TEN HEAT FEE AHLFT FTET
ATHATT & [T FWLET & O AT
HgfFF: -9 AT TIW W Ay
F W A FOW d@  WHAWT #T
w7 fe AEr &wEr 2 osw fE
g gH @A fzE wvAT wwar
AT, THA FHAT FIH AT WA 9%
FHTEET FoeAT &7 AT & TWOATH
ATAGF T AT F AR WOL AW T
frmfor Fvr ot agg a0 2 oW
7z T fE mmEwgsAar =4 97 g
fazeii & ooy aw 7 &7 #47 7E f*
fmt & < & famg a9l Agr@ET
FIA F7 99 (707 & 3% T0 a@Ei o7
T WOET FVE 42 ALl @ 99T |48
I 2 fx fagei % Amq g9m9T 39 aTv
# mitiz 21 £ e & wor aw & A
FTa% F1 AFT 2w v 799 for
wrnfas w720 aers 50 7 3 g
T EW T ®47 | 794 &9 & arq fwr
faumT %1 outAe fRar oar afww
ZATRG FT £ TH &I Al ATAAT 7
= 7 e far fawrs g s § 7
TG 9 3% 798 & IH 1T H HIA
foa g amz w1 faar 48 w®E
= fam z8 fedt 97 womT A8 w4
=few =i s T71 9T @€ FFT F1fgw )
zH AT T F fa fE #7 a T
Z@AT A1fE0 | U2W TW KT FATH 9T AT
F9 FON, 9F WA AT FWQT A4 |
GTTT FT SWAT H A9 39 T g §
73, o 2w #1 foresT TmA A AW
T A F far wErAn @
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gu W @ A1 afvem F #rafe
AL CRAC AR R E S it
HHE WA, A1 ST A AW AT g F
e faer @ *< o far | e ot
&1 fafor w77 % foaw a7 97 srawsar g,
A1 FCHTT AT TLEFT T AFAT & 1
AT 3F T

Tz A9 I F fakw § wmf=
1 wifgan 1 a1 FE AT | A
aF ot &t wfgar § T Ft § W
g ok 9fg aF so0 FAT TA
w07 g9 s @ 1 afr sfger
FrAfT g e, A e & soo FT
W Y F FT #@T AT & 7 a9
T T AT F AT AMGY | 9 W
e FT dardr FT @ §, A R 1y
T F1fge £ wgw £ durd form w1
#7121, g fom weal #1 Aravwar @1
axdt g, WA feaar st ¥
we & o 1 gfaare & 4% & gfe
gaT aT | g anfg 1 i) F glamre
= & fo =g o fraer &Y afir &Y o2,
feaft witaa #71 9T FT O,
MR WA TG B FEYAT FAT OF,
g 79 gW F1, Afe g "o T #v
fatw s r &

Fo AW T & fF A aw amw &
AT FATT WG KW FOATHT |
Afer & g8 ag qor WgaT § W
m@zeﬁamm&wm

F qr8 o 73 gt & o = faw
aTL W TEW T £ |

FATL O Welt A FfEgUr FwiE
% ag gam far fF = ) quwe &
o o farses=er fuT w1 TR
THW Wl ¥7 da9 it qai &
T A W ogEE F1 @ R
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[ = g == 7gam ]
W mfa &1 ara a2, afe fead
¥ g A 8 7 faw M R aw
ufe &, 1 39 F9 T 9 AR 7
430 9% @er , T W ge § onfe
™ aFar g |

# gaa ¥ gg fAae" &L =EEr g
f =g fFamr Wt @< &, g 41 W@
afdfeafa 21, za #1 o, a7 7 Fmo
FTAT &1 TGU | WO Hell FToare- 2
fF g7 A aw =1 fmi $3 | &9y
T TEET T &3 a1 A, 1w w
AT AT & | WO GTH giEETT @A
9 W gfar ¥ W 9T IEET w0

qAT TEAT & |

AT [IAT BT BT gTawmsamst
¥ fre g gad 2 47 W% T e
3 9T ¥ o A gz @ fr oW
g &fey | gw = F 2 T
af e € ? " gfouw AR §
FreaEl § gw ¥ frgw g & IR,
anifes o gfear ™ FiF awrd
T & H AT ITHT IR 7w v
oY g AT & & fad A aw A
F1 =qFEaT FET ATMET |

¥ AT wEem ¥ frdew s®wm
e ag fasr a9 F 39 719 1 AW
®, FifH ag WA GFE & | I T
STt & 6 oo a9 qwmay wrd ) g
& oow A F 9wy | A A A
gaTe gort fF i A A v awa faeet
=F faT 8, 9T I I9Y a9
g #am +X W & | OF qE-ATT g
F A AT [ Y A &, TAFT AT
&, s quar &, faardft = qear &
F@TA FHATG qEar 2 R faww
#® gl g | R d@ W3
gafe T S=ar Y a9 |7 AF w7,
OF HHG-HET AT HTHAT & HAHE T
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ST AT FEAT &, I9 BT WA F L
w1 faar g% & wzw aw F7 famiy
FTAT AMEC |

& g9 qaTAT TR g fF wware
&1 & e a7 JemT st 2 0F
FHEY WA F 9TH TE AT IAY TG
7Y f 3 wwram, wE i A d, agET
FT A F@T 8, THfd AT T
Aforg | wrEr ¥ w7y 6 o AW FRdT
ZTag wEr &, wfEa & argay s avE s
£ f& qm 7% " & wir s, F=ifE
9T At ST gEE =AA FT TARAT 2

=t vqx fag  (Afaarar) o @
WaTT AiETERT # 7

U¥ ATAAM #Ee: Td KT CqUETA
qEERT 2 1

wY EFR AT FGAY | TF FHAT
W AAT AT A1 FL AZT TAT 2, 57
L0 1 393W AT fweAT 2 owiT
gar<r gom F4T § ¢ WA fEAa A
BART A "Ad 2 ¢ oW gfamm A
AT TvAT #4472 7 wfe At Fnr
qF ZHIL 9T WiET FET | ZHIC 9T
wfdr ZET Fifag | wifds gaTer 99
g fam Fw A wfe A 2, 38 T w9
Fafa 74T F< w%ar 2 | mfaF, gEfar,
BT, TS FHTT ST (57 GATL TTH A7
AfE | =T FATT ATH A TH 1w
gy, A1 fageri & 2ATE IIAA gR
gfaan & v arg a1g IO, W oEw
far & w7 w67 s g7 91" 7= 9w
Fgfaare g1 gu o1 gw wifys F @
T ET TR E

Shri Khadilkar (Khed): Sir, since
China exploded an atom bomb, some
people are advocating that we shouid
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adopt a puclear posture znd try ie
defend our country by acquiring
nuclear weapons or manufacturing
them. We will have to examine this
problem from all its implications, iis
short-term and long-ierm effects on
our defence and whether it involves a
basic change in the policy which we
have, and particularly this House has,
again and again endorsed. Those of
us who are advocating loday the ma-
nufacture of atom bombs and nuciear
weapong or acquisition of nuclear
warheads or what not, have not stu-
died the problem in all iis aspecls.

15.47 hrs.
[Dr, Sarosmwi MamisHr in the Chair]

May 1 point out, in the west doay,
though they are advanced, their liv-
ing standards are high and though
they are in a better position com-
pared to us jn every way, they are
all the time under g constant fear of
nuclear war. This country has not
seen war. We were kept away from
the first World War and in the second
World War we were far away from
the war frontiers. Therefore, we
have a certain romantic attraction to
war as well as nuclear weapons and
such other weapons of destruction;
and, we feel that it will act as a
deterrent. We have got to examine
from a scientific point of view whe-
ther nuclear weaponry or armoury
is really a deterrent in the modern
world where science is advancing
faster and the weapons of destruction
at the command of the human being
have gurpassed all imagination. There
are smaller nations in Africa. Some
people feel the atom bomb is just
like a toy and in the same manner as
a child is attracted towards a new
toy, some Members in this House are
looking at this new weapon as if it
were a most attractive toy and we
should acquire it. They think it
will add to our prestige; if we manu-
facture, it, well and good. Whatever
the consequences on the economy, we
need not consider. But if we decide
not to manufacture it all right, get
it from somewhere, from the Ameri-
can armoury, just as West Germany
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is getting today and it is posing a
threat to the peace of the whole
European continent, This approach
is totaily wrong, suicidal and against
national inierests. In my opinion, it
is not going to serve the security of
this country in any measure.

Why do I say this? The other
day, when the foreign affairs debate
was going on, I put forward a propo-
sition, ang still T hold to it, that we
will have to give patient and quiet
thought to the question whether the
Chinese atom bomb is directed against
India or against the American mono-
poly of atomic weapons.

China today has every right to
have a grievance that it has been
kept out of the world community. A
nation of 60 tp 70 crores, running an
administration with a centraliseq gov-
ernment, making advance in every
field, in the field of education, science,
culture and everything, if that com-
munity is kept out, naturally, what
would be the reaction? In our so-
ciety, if you want to civilise a man,
can you civilise him by keeping him
an outlaw? If you keep him as an
outlaw, he develops the mentality of
an outlaw and with all irresponsibi-
lity he can attack the organised so-
ciety. He is not responsible because
he is not a member of the organised
society. Those of us whp look at
Ching from this angle will realise
that the only way to bring some sort
of an understanding between China
and the other world community is
the way opened by this atom blast.
let the western statesmen realise that
even China, isolated at it is. not only
from America and his allies but from
the ideological point of view in the
socialist camp also, it is getting more
and more isolated, is capable of do-
ing this. I do not support their ideo-
logical line. T have nothing to do
with that. But the consideration that
is most important on this occasion
is whether we should continue this
deadlock. continue this isolation of
China. or as our former Prime Minis-
ter, who is the builder and architect
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of our foreign policy and also regard-
ing atomic weapons, has time and
again said on the floor of the House,
it should be our endeavour to bring
back China to the world community
as one of the honoured members of
the worlgd community? Then alone
ceriain common sanctions that are
developed in the United Nations re-
garding human rights, regarding dis-
armament and everything could be
imposed on China, and legitimately
China will have to abide by this law.

Today, those who are advocating
here about getting nuclear wreapons,
including the mover of the resolu-
tion, have not made a distinction bet-
ween atom bomb and nuclear wea-
pons. Atom bomb is one thing. It
is a weapon of ultimate destruction.
But nuclear warheads are there.
They are spreading all over the
world. West Germany is today
equipped with nuclear warhead wea-

pons. The smaller nations are aspir-
ing for 1t—UAR, Indonesia and
others. Ons doeg not know whethe.

Israel is doing something about it.
If in this manner thes. weapons are
spead all over and they go into the
hands of a small iation—I am not
naming the nation because it would
be wrong to do so—and that nation
is not mature enough to exercise res-
traint and responsibility in the use
of those weapons, what would hap-
pen? It would start an explosion and
another war of world destruction.

Therefore, the first proposition that
I would like to place before this House
is that our country and our Govern-
ment must stand firm that prolifera-
tion or spread of nuclear armaments
we will oppose and oppose firmly. I
am happy that the new Labour Gev-
ernment in Britain is taking this
posture. They have stated that with
borrowed arms they will not fight.
They have stated if they dream of
having the old imoerial prestige with
borrowed arms, it is a wrong thing.
They want a realistic aporoach.
They have said that they will not

NOVEMBER 27, 1964

Manufacture of
Nuclear Weapons

2258

join the race for armaments that is
slowly developing, because it is very
difficult to win over nations from this
infatuation regarding nuclear wea-
ponry 1in this world. We must take
a lesson from it.

Then there are moral considera-
tions, The moral conscience of all
western scien.ists and others who are
in this business has been roused.
With one voice they are stating to-
day that if we want to save this
world the only way is that we must
attempt to destroy all atomic wea-
pons and to decide that we will not
manufacture them. Certain limita-
tions have been accepted, because of
the fear of mutua) destruction, by
Soviet Union and America. This is
a beginning. But ullimately we must
attempt to destroy all these weapons.
The basis of our policy has some
moral considerations. I do not want
to be sentimenta] nor idealistic. ] am
taking a pragmatic view of the mat-
ter from the point of view of def-
ence. Can we afford to manufacture
it? Will it not swallow up our eco-
nomy? Will it not lead us to depen-
dence outside? Will it not take away
the freedom of our next generation
if we accept more and more depend-
ence so far as defence is concerned?
Is it the pride of freedom to become
dependent on more superior powers
or supra nations in this world. These
are considerations which must be
borne in mind.

Therefore, I would appeal to this
House to take a firm stand. Tt is not
that in a lighter manner we can take
decisions and change policies. We
must declare in a determined manner,
in a pragmatic way, as the other day
the Prime Minister tried to say it
openly, that we in this country will
not try to join this race and we shall
mobilise world opinion to see that
atomic weapons are destwbyed. We
must state clearly that complete dis-
armament is our objective and weé
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shall try to achieve that. At the
same time, there is some sort of a
helplessness in saying openly that if
we do not manufacture atom bomb
there are some powers on whom we
can depend quietly and they will
come to our rescue., That sort of
mental, psychological dependence and
slavery should not be there. That
attitude also must be cleared. It
must be made clear that we do not
want to adopt it.

I hope this resolution will afford a
second opportunity to the Govern-
ment to say openly without any dip-
lomatic reservation that we stand by
this. After celebrating Nehru Jayanti
or Nehru's birth day recently, it
would not be in the fitness of things
that this House should think in terms

of nuclear weapons. ’

7t THTETEIT e ST Hg e,
W geErE FT ZEF amdA & F
qiq /19 § wod faa =T afsasc 7.
g v TE T T & G F7
I AT F OF AT QOAT qTEAT
g1 99 29 2 Fa & fF oo e FT
frator mify & am o7 27 48 &G0
1 FqT gAT 09 & 7 W7 g9 T
#7a & & foa 2o & Y3 A% &Y af
¥ FFET IFEAT F 913 Sdadr e
#1 & 9% 997 99 ¥ 1% 31 HOAT WTH-
BT ¥ IEATAT 97 WY gEATEAC FL 2 7
ot wa & A Tz wodT sadaan
71 gidwas F F faq afss qag
FT 72 &, qAT frafa § zop o F7Q0E
¥ WA #7 foesAr ar gitgas &7
918 T=AT UF 9 IH1T F AT F7 f7m7io
# faa +1 e ifgar w96 F7C
aHAT |

sq Axayg ¥ ¥ fawig =9 & &1 awai

=T IFAE FIAT ATGATF | AL T

HefY ot wTw FErg WA AT OF WA
1603 (Ai) LSD—8.
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§9 fza @gar wiz7 # o1 wfEs arem
waa wgrafafa &1 afadwm zan, gt
I9 AT F A IFF T AT & TIay H
T S T gaver fzar v 7 wedr
qifs%7 AR ALE F4AT 1 FITAT
g TR | IF GEG ATET ST A ISy
¥ faa 1 fewd gu wg7 91 f& 3w
AT ® ATy d5 F4F gH WY 49
T F gray ¥ favem w7 o4 gl
FaT AT S F SISAT H T3 77 EW
FT A & 7 agsl ara a1 § a7 wgAr
AT § i AT wuAT [AaaTml &
e 7T AE® FT U@ F A7 &7 ag0
fgarar aredt & | T § w9 BT
afedm 1 =T a8 AE A fE A
mfgar fFaT F1 F7 a9=7 faarat &)
qrET ST A 1942 F et oftar A af-
T a3+ &% 41 99 ‘g W I a
ar A" &1 AT ATHY ST T SATAT 4T
T A Fr wfga A AT L TwT T
faa o FTOET 9T qifeeRT J £6ET
T o7 Y ST T RIS EY oenaE
T FCAE VAT | TE] OF 19 Wi favw
® ¥ F Ay S Fow=i FowEw {
FEAT ATRAT § | HAAT FT OF AT
foaFram ‘A A ArEEE
TA TEF F TGF & GHAT To THo
ST | T SR AT AT F A §
wrafaa o geAT &1 geaw fHar ¢
T FIIHIT 9T qiffeare FT o1 §Hl
&1 7% 1 T S g Aar A I ¥
qoT & a1g = g9 a1 F AL AT S
F g1 f A9 qEaen 70 F fAg
9 SIS WAL | ZH I AEE AT A FT
fF BX B a1 Wl 29 AfFA AN T8
9% v wifR q1 agF F aw FwW
T | e ot ¥ T P AR B o
aife | = AE AT TH THIT AT AT
F1 AER A FF A 7§ q A
s Tt ¥ forar @ fF, 9 7 T
FF ST AT AT AT 7 oz 1 LT
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e F71 5 g, 3 wuAT 7 1 9w
2 f& e gd oifeear &7 FATHY &1
HFAAT FIA F fAC HOAT JAC FAAT
21 & a1 a9 19w fF IAET FI9HIT Y
qerfedi # AT FT FeaTaT G, TT A
TART AR & TS HLTAT AT AT |
FH JZAT ®1 98 F & " @ 7471 &/
T AT FAT FEATATET FH NFT B
R H o 2 qRar 97 1 & gfeq v
F1 98 % feamdt M7 338 gt 5
ag q2AT FBT 9F ;A F, A afsw A
I F 9T F FY AT IFA w1 F
7E AT F & 771 A a6y 1 q A wer fE
glagras &1 = & O qor A @
FTLH A E

16 hrs.

¥ FEA *1 wiww a8 & fF S
T ST FTEH # B G99 F faa
& mrvitate 2 @a &, o aiey oft qoff
qiffets & < ggrdd ¥ fagw & &%
fargears 1 ToTe w1 & oifeery
¥ JATg A9 FT fewgHi #1 wem T
FT IOHY & g%d 4, IT THT FT AT
¥ 1 AT AIFTT AUAT ZAAAT B
feumar wedt @ #1 Fedl & % andt
T & AL # /O AW AZT FATAT AMET |
Ty Y AT g 4 Fer fF 2
uffdla &1 &7 AW g T A |
X AR AT A7 F ATH F worEw
q AT FT Fiqor FET F A1 R F
TGO ATER A7 Sroow w4 E fRoaw
TOT AT 3T 7E €, £ WIeA s
a1 T & | fRe & a7 g e f
et S #1 wfzar 7 AW ¥ FT AE
& wai 74t ifwT § q1 FT T3
A€ F TEE™ T HIET AT FT HAAA
AEH FTE AR IAFT g7w e
FA FT T HL A FeT § o iy
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O A ufe fawmr & 4T H
a5 forwraa & | o ¥ a1 3 T oY
Y WAl S #Y qEAET a9 AeE
¥ T TET § a7 S A o fF -
wfFr & fawme & o=y & g 9
¥ @ /T NS 3, 7 3@ Fv faven
foTe Jom 3@ a%a & 1 & o gy
o ¥ geAT JTEAT § fF gw gwTe A
SraETer Tfed &7 F1 feaw & o
HTET 9T 214 59 §S7 # a8 qWur
M@y Igam s & ¥
sopafe fam 9¢ #akiw & f5 9w
gfeq ST #1 == ST AGY o
T Ty § § oF WY A weE A
TEAT AEAT § | T TF AT HHAFT A
wurHt F fawmre fFg a1 T s
TR HIFETT ®KY WA FATAET A
&, sopwfd fawer F1 gEFr q@T &
AET AT qTAT | THET A FOO ALY
T ¥ ag & fF 39 fawnr 1 A &
O safF & g9 A 3, aEr TS sqvy
qeAR & W AT THET AT A
& # W aew AvfE
F fagm & foag dmifi #7 0@ a1
FATET A WOw ¥ g5 w7 fqmre FL
& wrem sy & frvrm £Y fromr &
et AT AT wwAT & ) WA A -
fegfar & Ia=1 aform o8 2 f aror v
gar< &t wiwr #1 g5 & fawzar =7
EUERC -

o ¥ IR FT AW AW g
# 31 ok W aF wEAT AEAT §
wifer FF A FTAT agT AST AT 8
T AT Aeedar FF qwor w7 fF
g7 aze § A% WY w=or a9 § 1 afew
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§ %27 arat § 5 39 qeew w0
o0 T | TFA § a7 FuA § fEAe
F1 1T JTFg w1 A9 § g a1 fFA
GTEST ZT | ST TF G0 F7 gAr FE
AT & fEAt d51 @ W AT &
# qeeq § ¥ AqAT & warg ¥ w08
sfagra 7t &, 91 ST qergar adr
7% &1 § o a% fF qgA7 § arg @
=TT, A3 W1 § IEEr qErqdl amr
St ATQEAT 1 2f e fgATery w7 wgW
t%f?ﬁmga'faﬂ?ﬂ'aﬂﬂ?ﬂm
I o9 g1 a%ar & | g6t a1 1 wgrEla
ot faaFT 7 qudAT wfaar # amr #
T A Fer & 5 “mar g 2
WS fis fore & arg e & 1 g @i
F a1 faw FY gt gefaa & 9aw
HATETT FT 9 A4 g1 &6aT & | W
wiFkaomst g1 v & gfaar & woifa
wqifed T o%7 §, g9 #1 wifq 1
gfrar &Y FEgmar

= ¥ ¥ ag g1 war g 5 o
&9 TZH a9 7 F974 $1 G107 FI & a1
g4 gAY I6 & wroraw gfqars aaTy
¥ #17 OFaT & 1 2w wefaw agiee
a1 gat sfaaTT a1 wa &, g4 fgam &
g9 wfA #71 TN &7 |

0 T 39 avEy H @ wg 4
IAT & % Z0 T3 fawr § T w5
qF & 1 T T A 53T I9 99w F
4 F wF TS F woEw F1 fawior
Tl fFar a1 | w3 Few woraw @
faewiz #< faar & &1 78 afvfeafy gar
gt war & 1 g7 7% ofefeafy #7 orar #
#5 F7 59 wudt DI ¥ sy §
&7 & faare Fzar anfye | 7 &
faotr At =nfzz

IF 91F F1 gAFT Wg fZamr J147
g aw A ww @y # e
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o A7 fegeame #71 A7 TwE IEH
®H AT | A= fergwara &t o ey
TR AT &1 I | OF FS W Ty
¥ Y STo WIWT 7 FE ITH qVAT H
TR HFHT AEE § IA T AT AT
FATAT | & ST FHHT FLHTT F4A
FeT AEAT g famwr S ATz A
e fear g1 | w9 womwte &
fore & v § dq%7 T WY AT
ArET qEHET gHT 47 a1 IEH qIHF
ez & afafafa & &1 a1 f5 2= fet
I FTUZH TN IAH F WE 17 AR
®OT &S ZAT AT qY daned F1 AW
A ¥ 9 o wOAT =@ A6 | g
TTo ATAT &1 Femfq AE0 & | Fol ATAT
& f wwdier 2w & oo fawme § aga
ON ¢ TAfAT T8 @5 &9 9T )
afdmr &7 fadew & f g9 3w & fag
HAATIF Fe4 qEE d§ g3 aife
TATE 9T TRt §, gafeq gAT AY 41
=t #7 g1 &% & 1 3T IFC AT A
T IF FE F7 IH FT AGT Z4AT AT
e |

g9 w= § # gg HiT w7 Tngar
g frew eq & fF gfan § wifa @,
gﬁmﬁmﬁzﬁlsamaiﬁéw
JARTA W "I AT | 97 77 H ffew
faewr o 5 fear & fa oF favre ouft
TAT & AT TA &1 AT GT FIV FE
qiar g | 39w fawT 7 qor fF aar @i
@ At Iw w21 f5 gt T &
AT e aF Y 3aR wTow wfa 7Y
T FH ¥ g § Q@ Fear g, miaar
77 4T 9T & 9O wv A aw
ST | FEY ST AT ZATD 3 THow
§ 4 wzar g o o A A 9w
FTH AT TIAA F A fguEd AR
39 AT F AT 0T F FIE AUEH
FATIY WX 56 T &1 TH4150 |

Shri Nambiar (Tiruchirapalli):
Madam Chairman, I have got a sub-
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mission to make that if this Resolu-
tion is defeated by the House it will
appear as if we are not at all in-
terested in producing atom bombs.
On the other hand, if it is passed, we
are not in a position to produce even
one bomb today. Therefore, I would
rather request the hon, Mover of the
Resolution not to press it. That is
my first submission.

Coming to the point of our capa-
city to produce it and our desire to
have it, I am not a puritan. If we can
have a nuclear bomb, I would like
to have it for the purpose of defence
of the country. Because, after all,
if other countries are producing it,
what is the harm in our country pro-
ducing it? I it is bad for them,
then jt is bad for us. But, we are
not in a position tg produce one now.
That is my humble feeling. The
question of emotions, the question of
our desire, the question of other
political considerations with regard
to our past commitments need not
be given much stress here. If in the
past we have said that we are against
producing atom bomb, we can change
it if we find it necessary.

But if the production of atom bomb
by China is the reason for our pro-
ducing it, then China will also be
jusfified in producing it. Because,
the argument of China in justification
of the production of atom bomb is
that its enemy, namely, America, has
produceq it. Therefore. if we feel
that we are enemies of China and we
start producing it merely because
China has produced it, how can we
condemn China for preduring it for
the same reasons? Therefore if we
produce atom bomb. in the same
breath we cannot condemn China.
If we are producing it berause China
is producing i+ and other countries
are vroducing it. So. the oolitical
justifieation of non-nrodurtion on the
ground of the Moseomr Test Ban
Treatv dnec not hold water,

Coming to the noint of ap- ~apa-
citv to produce an atom bomb., T
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had occasion to visit the Trombay
reactor and I found that what we
are actually producing in our country
as a few kilograms of plutonium. If
we start producing atom bomb with
the few kilograms of plutonium that
we are today producing in Trombay,
we can produce two atom bombs of
the smallest type ever produced in
any part of the world. That is all
that is possible. ~We do not know
whether Canada with whom we en-
tered into an agreement would per-
mit us to utilise that plutonium for
the purpose of making an atom bomb.

Coming to the question of uranium
235 for a nuclear device, that is far,
far ahead of our thinking because we
are unable to do so. We may know
the formula. We may think of pro-
ducing an atom bomb or a hydrogen
bomb in a test tube today. That is
all the stage we have grown up 1o by
industrial and other means. After
all, it is a quetsion of our capacity.
The production of a uranium 235 nu-
clear device of the type that the
Chinese exploded the other day re-
quires crores and crores of rupees of
investment and labour of so many
years of industrial growth.  Could
we do that today considering that
we can complete all our Five Year
Plans and find enough food? Even
for food today we are importing so
much from abroad by paying hard-
earned foreign exchange and are in-
curring debts. In this economic
background will our wenturing into

the production of a nuclear bomb
add to our strength?
The other day omne of the hon.

Members speaking from the other
side said that the very purnnse of
explosion of a nuclear device by
China was to terrorise India thereby
persyade India also to produce one
and npset its economy therebw creat-
ing confusion inside the country <o
that some anti-social elements could
rreate a revolutionary situation and
umset the Government. Tt was point-
ed out in a verv surrentitious ma-ner
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that somebody here was waiting for %Y ®o ATo fAATH : Mo THo Fo

confusion to be created sop that they s

could upturn the economic and social AT T 24 HATAT, 1964 FT {{aﬁﬁrai

set-up in the country. That was the Fored § & fam sagfosar dWeqr & &1

insinuation and I even protested ATFIEE {957, § AR F2 T

against toa'. There is no question of ,

somebody waiting for an opportunity ~ lealg | FEM &l

of failure of the equilibrium of the

economic and social growth that is _ “Let me say straightaway that
going on in the country. in the opinion of many who have
devoted much time and study to

We are already in a very bad eco- the problem, nuclear disarmament
nomic condition. Every hon. Mem- cannot be separated entirely
ber of the House knows it. What is from general disarmament. Even
the use of our keeping it a secret? if it were possible to achieve
Our capacity today is so low that we complete nuclear disarmament
are unable to think even of feeding while leaving conventional arma-
our own people. Yesterday we saw ment untouched, we would only
what is happening in Kerala and the be returning to a world as it

amount of ration that is being given existed before 1945, and we know
there. Let us not forget all these that that world was not free

things. Let us be realistic; let us from the horrors of war on a
" not be idealistic or ambitious. I mounting scale.”

want a calm consideration of the -

question. AW 98 FEd 8 —

After five or ten years when our
industry grows and we are capable of totally intercepting such an at-
of producing nuclear weapons with tack and if even a small frac-
uranium 235, or something better tion of it gets through, entire
than that, let us produce it if we cities ang regions may ';e totally
fing it necessary then. If somebody devastated. The only defence
is going to throw one on us, there is against such an attack appears
no harm in our putting one on the other to be a capability and threat of
man's head ag a matter of principle. I retaliation.”.
am not a puritan; I am not a satya-
grahi; I am not a Gandhian; I am not = : .

a non-violent man of that type. But THE AT IEM TRy —
I do not think that anybody is plan-

“There appears to be no means

ning to put an atom bomb on our “In short, atomic weapons give
head. That is my submission. a State possessing them in ade-
guate numbers 3 deterrent power

Y wo Ao _m {W}.: against attack from a much
gwrafa wgem, & @ AT 1 F99T stronger State. Indeed, the im-

FETE | T a7 sfraarT portance of nuclear weapons is
g o ¥ that they enable a country pos-

I TS FET 2, A AF AT T AWH F soming them in  asdequsie mee-.

oTET 2, 7ifF ap, OF OF a7 § grafeug sure to deter another country

&, et qraes fadwi & & 1 Afdw m?:ézfzzf‘imm from using

AT Gger, o7 @ifedwy, T &7 F2T,

WERF SR R Wesrerer g it
o eI TR ;9 o 9uT 300 megawatts per reactor are

upder construction in the world
g AT TBE today, and much larger sizes are
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being planned. Atomic power
stations  automatically generate
plutonium in their fuel, and a
300 megawatt electrical power
station would provide enough
plutonium for the production of
between 20 to 35 atomic bombs
a year, depending on their size.
Thus, it seems quite within the
capacity of a number of countries
to produce nuclear weapons In
this measure within the next
five to ten years. A considera-
ble misconception exists about
the cost of doing so.”

T uF AT FE1 AT @1 ¢ 5 @ an
FAM 97 AT KT AT TN FeH T
AT HIT AT FCA F AN AT AT @
F Y S0 AT A& AT, qE AT fERAT
TFTTE T TET £ | IT> ATHT TF QI
£ for &1 vy A aga q 80

za% 1% 9% s34 F fw g o
IR 97 £9 A1 @9 F7 @ g,
TEH qH FATH 9T ITN F7 G GO |
# A% =’ i AT TRATE 1 —

“At the Third International
Conference on the Peacefu]l Uses
of Atomic Energy organised by
the United Nations in Geneva in
September this year, there was a
paper by the United States on
the peaceful uses of atomic ex-
plosions for excavation for water
diversion, irrigation or flood
control, for construction of canals
and harbours, or for blasting
passages through mountains for
highways and railroads, and for
several other peaceful uses. In
that paper the cost of mnuclear
explosives was given. A 10 kil-
ton explosion, i.e, one equivalent
to 10,000 tons of TNT, would
cost § 350,000 or Rs. 17°5 lakhs—
that is an explosion of the same
order of magnitude as the Hiro-
shima bomb—while a two mega-
ton explosion, i.e. one equivalent

Nuclear Weapong

to 2 million tons of TNT, would
cost § 600,000 or Rs. 30 lakhs.
On the other hand, at current
prices of TNT, 2 million tons of
it would cost some. Rs. 150 cro-
res, making the use of that much
explosive in one event totally
impossible.”

o § A 3% F&ME FOAT AEATE (=

“This shows that atomic ex-
plosives are some 20 times chea-
per and thermo-nuclear explo-
sives more than 500 times chea-
per than conventional explosiv-
es, Thus, on the basis of the
figures given in the paper I have
quoted, a stockpile of some 50
atomic bombs would cost under
Rs. 10 crores and a stockpile of
50 two-megaton hydrogen bombs
something of the order of Rs. 15
crores. These expenditures are
small compared with the military
budgets of many countries. We
may, therefore, well have to re-
ckon with a number of countries
possessing nuclear weapons with-
in the next five or ten years,
unless some important and tangi-
ble steps are taken towards dis-
armament.”

“The explosion of a nuclear de-
vice by China is z signal that
there is no time to be lost. Nel-
ther the United Nations nor the
great powers have yet succeeded
in creating a climate favourable
to countries which have the capa-
bility of making atomic weapons,
but have voluntarily refrain-
ed from doing so........ ",

¥ fa=re 9w safes ¥ &, foraer gy
feeaT arEw ¥ & | F F wrew
oY Zerer € Seft 8, foreat ==t s For

¥, =t afraare 7 = afeswt
gfed a, AR TasT Ew £ 154
FT F419 757 & AT Ig A azaT 2 )
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R EERLE R e
RA e agtelt 2w §, Jurw 8, warw
%=r“fmgrﬂi3}mﬁ?%mﬂh
TR B WHIET ¥ 2 §, I waw
IHFT THIT SATT &5 TAT § | g AT
farer aré &, sa% a= & @t gy
T 52 §E &, I g qT AT
& | W B 9T A A @At AT
| 3T AT A T R | R
FT A FHE 7T TaT & 1 g awi oF
FEIA L, A s A e
I S AT & 36T F 98 T T
RAT 2 1| 0F A W FFET & A
WEAT ageaT 1 FEA & fag oz
AT AT & 1 F1E wworr wrEAT Ay w1
FANI T T & ST 7Y At 2

7T 9 fgar # afzar 77 ama
FI TE 2 | AT F SfraT § o #T
FAM 599 FAT AT | TH A W wwT R

A FTT HAfEd,
far wa 2w 7 9|
AT qTFT T & | 7T =T H wae
fergeama &1 gfrar & gwe< st 2 o
Hv@-ﬁwﬁmmgmm
7 FATT FATHT A0S |
Mr. Chairman: May I know how

much time the hon. Minister wants for
his reply?

Shri Hathi:

minutes.

About ten to fifteen

Shri Kapur Singh: Madam Chair-
man, My party’s stand on this subject
of manufacture of nuclear weapons
has been set forth in this House by
Shri M, R. Masani.

Shri Shinkre (Marmagoa): But it
was based on wrong facts or incorrect
facts as shown by the hon. Member
who preceded him. What has the
hon. Member to say about the facts
placed before the House by Shri K. N.
Tiwary?

Nuclear Weapons
Shri Kapur Singh: The question
which Shri M. R. Masani has expres-
sed in this House has been arrived
at after a great deal of deliberation

and after a great deal of anxious
concern.
Shri Bade (Khargone): The honm.

Member’s opinion should not be ‘His
Master’s Voice’. '

Shri Kapur Singh: My party’s stand
consists of three simple propositions
which Shri M. R. Masani had enun-
ciated.

Shri H, N, Mukerjee (Calcutta Cen-
tral): The hon. Member might state
them.

Shri Kapur Singh: These proposi-
tions are that the nuclear device
which the Chinese have now exploded
is a matter of grave concern for this
country, and that consistent with our

- developmental plans and our econo-

mic capabilities, it is not possible for
us to enter the nuclear weapons race.
In these circumstances it was suggest-
ed that we must try to get protection
against the menace which China poses
against us. It was surmised that this
protection could come either from
the USSR or from the USA or from
both. 1f we can get protection from
both, it is a very good thing. But if
we can get protection only from one
side, then also we should try to have
it.

Shri M. R. Masani also went on to
say that it was extremely unlikely
that we shall get such an umbrella
protection from the U.S.S.R. and that,
therefore, the only course open to us
was to accept the umbrella protection
which had been voluntarily and suo
motu offered by the U.SA. ButI
wish to go a step further. In ampli-
fication of this stand which Shri M. R.
Masani has taken here, in my own
personal capacity, I would go so far
ag to say that in case we come to the
conclusion either that such a protec-
tion is not forthcoming or that in the
national interests it is not desirable
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to get this wmbrella protection either
from the U.S.S.R. or from the U.S.A.,
then we must not sit silent but must
take some action.

It has been suggested that we need
not necessarily go in for the manufac-
ture of a nuclear bomb and that other
courses are also open to us. Three or
four courses have been suggested here
on the floor of the House and also
by authoritative statements outside
this House. It has been suggested
that we should try to get the nuclear
weapons altogether banned in the
whole world. It has been suggested
that we should try to help those who
are endeavouring to have the posses-
sion of nuclear weapons contained so
that their proliferation is stopped.
It has also been suggested just now
by an hon. Member that China should
be exposed to the civilising influences
of the UNO and then she will no
longer pose a threat to India. Finally,
it has been suggested more than once,
here as well as outside that our ulti-
mate and real protection lies in trying
to help establish universal peace on
this earth,

I wish to say that all these solutions
are solutions which do mnot accord
with what is known as realpolitik;
this is not a very sensible posture on
the part of a person who is possessed
of realistic manliness but of a person
who is a neuter gender, a eunuch, or
of one who lives in a paradise not of
wisemen and that this is not a posi-
“ion into which we can let our great
country slip.

Then what shall we do? This
manufacturing of the N-bomb is not
merely a matter of defence against
the menace which China haz now
nosed against us, it has more than one
rmplication, and all those implications
have to be taken into account before

we come to a final conclusion. The
N-bomb has a moral aspect. Tt has
the aspect of moral prestige. Those

who possess it stand as if they are =«
class apart, a superior class. Tha’
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gives them moral prestige which we
lose if we do not possess the N-bomb.
It has also the implication of our
advance jn general nuclear technology.
If we do not keep pace with advance-
ments in nuclear technology, we do
not only buffer in the matter of
defence but we also lose in general
scientific progress. Thirdly, conside-
rations of sheer national defence
necessitate our not leaving the matter
of nuclear bomb merely to considera-
tions of general dreaming and idealis-
tic stances.

Therefore, I would say that the
lesson of the whole History is against
the assumption that once g weapon
has been discovered, it can either be
contained or its use can be stopped for
ever. Those who read history know

that whenever there has been an
advancement in the science of
weaponry or armoury, there have

always been people who declared that
it was morally obnoxious and it
should not be used. I am quite sure
when the bow was invented or iron
was discovered as opposed to bronze
or when gunpowder was discovered,
there was such an outcry amd there
were idealistic people who thought
and wished that they should be con-
tained or banned. But we learn that
it has never been possible. There-
fore, to hope that nuclear weapons.
once they have been invented will
ever be contained or not used is a
dream on which India should not
depend. '

In these circumstances, my sugges-
tion is that if we decide not to accept
the ‘umbrella’, we should, even if we
have to go with one mea] a day, have
our own nuclear weapons and should
have our own nuclear technological
researche; and advancement, for sla-
very is always worse than hunger.

st amar fag (F77) : wfaeseh
wgvea, &
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awafa g 5 A AT
F qrdar 2 fF o= fogz § awreg &7
faar #7 1

ot g fag : A AT FEN
I FPAT F1 AT AANEHATE A
T & fF 921 39 999 & 9 59
FH7 TN SATIT A= IA A 9 =
2| FAF ACEIT FT qEE TIT ATAY
7g & % 9 T I fawar Jufa w1
qofaa Fife femat faan &, gfers A=
W AT W W ®AE AWT A6 4
ey a7 9T & Fea a0, faes
WA FT HTEATHE FT gA FT G AT
mifgqi # fou wmar <3 &, I9H
fesifee v foman faam & | g w99
HIFTT 6T 48 T80 T & | TZ TAH &1
g & fF Mes & grg & 9 AT A
géalwwﬁﬁﬁﬁtﬁm%a’tﬁ
aTRAT g {6 a8 91 OF g1 g gk
FIT §T 74T &, TH H fwar sy A
gfat & a1 39 grgE fw ag &l |
THFT OF I G AR A AT A
ZATY, ATAY HT ZFH % F@AF F ZATL
oA A frgT @ 1 q9 T wefAs e E
WIS EH AR gfaT § oF AgY WE a6 |
U AT G BT TS AGl & @
faaT g | 'S & Frg AT
I wE ¥ qur afe T g fE
fegeam % o= o o faar o
forg 397 a2 Zfam 33 Ft I5w o fw .

gnifaasr T rorefafesaa

weAq #1 fawedr & o= oswr & 3w
qFT FIUA FORIT A 5T AT FT T
frmrrat for e nE TR =W fire maT At
44 FTIL 7017 QA &1 AT | & Fgar
g fr i @ A g1 1 g0 oo T e
fasaa &t favaet o oW1 9EY |
foresta # @ FT A F7 761 F1E wiy-
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FITAET & | AT A T T 4F 2
fF 7% ae1 avet a 77 90 fF 2w aw-
T 2, 3o A 2, g9 fadw 2 2w
fadwr 1t 3 1 T ZISW A ENIY HiA-
A fawr wealt 91 7 qara 4 f& swa
900 g TFAT TEFAE FT gTE
atfor & a1 mifeeary A & ver 2
W AT AT 90 F1 T §, gaAT
AgEE F1 AT § R wmw ATy A A
FFT, T GITIYT & fa@t 1 3aq 5%
W, 31 fawr & Ju%1 IgF 77 famr
X | WAT AIHTT W 900 FUT €U
F1 TIfFEa™ ¥ 1w AET ¥ AT ar
YT & AT F1Z 2, § 24 6E
¥ IaaT AT fgar a4 2

AT AETT TH 419 &1 4 fF gy
TH T8 F1 i T AT

Fohew | 8 OO 3T & fome 9T a1 g1
AR 9 O HAL AT A SO E

STECA Y W AT F1 4, Ffew fggearw
F1 1S &r=T o7 @ & | ;I T gw
Ut 9eE FY favw ¥ agear 918y
&, A gfaT # woet wRgaTEt & wEn
F AT RS §, T O & I
AR 9T8 UEH TN & W1 HC 69 dE
¥ O 73 gfaar< g <t 47 a gwrE
9 g | TATR 9 gE FT 3T A=
qY | RUTT 9 WITEA 59 AT FY AT §,
BATY TYST WIGT 56 F19 1 Feal § (6
HarT ¥ T At g s g4
qg § 799 T WL 7 F1AET fay y
WS FT F4H q2T IRW AT & ¢

gtas: afaar: o #wd gz
HIZTHA |

gufrem I AN Aadgz Fard ¥y

W ATFR F g0 fat ¥ ag
FAT 0T & A TN F 1T F AW
& 1 form faw o oiier &7 AT ST Ty
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qr, fora fav gr o Teqma g & 9w faw
HY F2r 97 7T qriFgri §F o §ooo
frar g1 wfsq aaa< § 2, nffm = &
2, wfsq m@Ew ¥ &, wfe grEgem
TR HE | 37 TFF 6T HA FEOGT

ZHT FAATT FY A FRT I T FAT
FAFT AAAT FT MRET T& Mz 787 11
IAFAMAAAT Y § BAT WA |
TH F1 AT F fA FT oA FY IHAT

o7 B9 3T q97 9 W1 FgT 9T
T AT AfgAT F FUEAHIH,
FIH VT 3 AR FEI AF AT AL

THMNA T qA GAGT § FI19 FT q@1gA
1 faemT @, &= F1 faemr @
7O A0 g fF A ot gaw 9=
FeIm 7 A1 fregaa faar @ saw
H#q3 fwar srq 7T 39 9T "HA fwar
1T | §IC FT 39 F AT AT &, I /LT
TS T W GATHT H, AT A A0
H g7 fear a1 wr § IRt U7 90
T IAF! T Z FAT § FAAAT A, ITHL
FX ¥ T W 7 AT H @¥ fFar
T |

Shri C. K. Bhattacharyya (Rai-
ganj): This is a matter on which it
is difficult to be dogmatic. When
Members speak on both sides, there
appears to be reason in both of them,
excepting Shri Khadilkar who argues
very admirably, but comes to a wrong
conclusion.,

Shri N. C. Chatterjee (Burdwan):
Always,

Shri C, K, Bhattacharyya: He argu-
ed against our possessing the atom
bomb, but admitted that China had
succeeded in blasting her way to
civilised society through the atom
bomb. Both the propositions were
stated by him at the same time.
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Shri Bade: He was speaking of the
China lobby.
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Shri C. K, Bhattacharyya: There is
some reason in Shri Prakash Vir
Shastri's words, but I would like te
tell him that the atom bomb is a
different weapon, not a usual one.
When the first atom bomb was burst in
Japan, the father of the atom bomb,
Prof. Oppenheimer, was asked what
he thought of it, and he quoted a line
from Gita:

FIATR AFATEATZT |
A RTFEATEgiRE ¥qa: |

He said that he felt that He was des-
truction itself, that He had come to
destroy the world with His own
creation. What I feel iz that we have
been taken off our feet by the
Chinese blast. When the United
States or the Soviet Union had this
blast, we did not feel urged, but as
soon as the Chinese blast had come,
we are actuated by some sort of
psychological problem and we think
that unless we have the atom bomb
also, it is not good living on the earth.
It is a psychological problem,

I had read a statement from a
retired military officer, appearing in
one of the American magazines which
said like this: “We ourselvés in
America and they in Russia are taking
pride on the fact that we are manufac-
turing the atom bombs. The fact of
the matter is that there are ' two
groups of Germans in both the places
and it is they who are manufacturing
atom bombs. I do not know who are
manufacturing the atom bombs in
China. It may be themselves or they
may have had some help from Russia
also. We should not be taken off our
feet at the blast of the Chinese bomb.

Lastly, 1 make one submission, I
am not a prophet but my instincts tell
me that the atom bomb has been used
in human history only once and it
will never be used in human history
or civilisation for the second time.
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Mr. Chairman: Hon. Members should
take five minutes only. Mr. Mukerjee,

Shri H, N, Mukerjee: Madam Chair-
man, I am rather disturbed by the
tone of the debate and also by the
fact that this motion has actually been
put forward. A little while ago, on
‘Shri  Hathi’'s request the House
adjourned discussion on certain mat-
ters relating to Goa because it was
supposed to be rather delicate and
difficult. Now, we are discussing a
resolution which calls upon the Gow-
ernment of India te manufacture
nuclear weapons. I would advise the
Mover of the resolution to remember
that perhaps if he really meant it, he
should not have been talking about it
so much. One does not go on passing
resolutions in Parliament about the
manufacture of atomic bomb. But one
does it if one wishes to do so. I was,
therefore, rather struck by the irres-
ponsibility of the proceedings. I was
further struck—I am sorry to have to
say—by the irresponsibility of the
"utterences of some of the hon. Mem-
bers of this House. This is a matter
on which we should not make very
easy and glib formulations about
courage and about misplaced idealism
and that sort of thing. The atomic
bomb or the nuclear weapon is not a
kind of a toy which we just acquire
because some others have got it. This
country has known a fair deal about
nuclear science and we have declared
that our interest in nuclear science is
in the utilisation of nuclear knowledge
for the good of mankind and we have
made it clear that we on our part are
never going to enter into a competi-
tion in evil by the possession of the
nuclear bomb,

We have been told that since China
has got it, perhaps it is necessary that
we should have it. I do not know
why Members of Parliament forget
that nuclear weapon is not a weapon
of defence at all. It is a weapon of
offence, the most atrocious kind of
sheer, destructive weapon. It is not
a weapon which any country can have
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for-purposes of self-defence. It is a
weapon that certain very powerful
countries have today because they
want to deter other countries from
making use of it. This is a competi-
tion, therefore, in which only certain
kinds of countries can enter, As far
as we are concerned, we know that
we are not going to enter this com-
petition. We have made our decision
in spite of our hon, friend Shri
Nambiar whom I do not quite under-
stand. I do not share his idea that in
regard to this we have an open mind.
I do not agree with that at all. We
have made our position very clear.
This country's policy is that this
country fights in order to bring about
a world without war. It may be an
idealistic one as Shri Kapur Singh
suggested. He was suggesting that
every time an instrument of war was
invented, like gunpowder, the idealists
must have shouted against it. Of course
they did shout against it. It is a good
job that idealists shouted against it.
But today, we live in a time of his-
tory when we can conceivably achieve
a world where war has been eliminat--
ed. It may be talking sentimentality;
some people might imagine it. But
it is not. It is real politics in the first
class sense of that term.

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member's
time is up.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: I shall finish
in a couple of minutes. Nuclear
weapons are doing z lot of damage,
corrupting the atmosphere and con-
demning generations yet unborn, God
knows, what kind of physical and
psychological infirmities. And there
is no scope for courage, about which
my hon. friend Shri Yashpal Singh
talks so eloguently, in nuclear war-
fare, Hiroshima and Nagasaki where
the nuclear bombs were dropped,
were the last word in the lack of all
courage. Courage goes right out of
nuclear war; at one time, war did
have a romantic aspect, and as far as
our jawans are concerned, they pos-
sess that faculty in plenty to show all
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the courage in the world. But as far
as nuclear warfare @ is concerned,
courage has nothing whatever to do

with it. We have, therefore, decided
for practical reasons, for moral
reasons, for all conceivable reasons

combined, that we are not going to
enter this race. It would do no good
either to us or to others.

There is already a test ban treaty
which is not complete. The defects
have to be rectified; the stockpiles of
atomic bombs have to be destroyed;
nuclear knowledge has to be turned
to peace. That is the perspective with
which we have to proceed. This is the
only practicable way in which we can
proceed. This is the only moral path
which India has deliberately chosen
and nothing has happened which
makes us today like the follow China
and have an atom bomb of our own.

1 have been told that moral prestige
attaches to the possession of nuclear
weapons, I would say, to be an
international bully is not the same
thing as to be in possession of moral
prestige. As a matter of fact, these
big powers,—the United States, the
USSR, United Kingdom and so on and
so forth—always have to be apolo-
getic about their possession of nuclear
weapons, They have to say that they
have no intention of wusing these
nuclear weapons. And therefore no
particular moral prestige attaches to
the possession of nuclear weapons.

16.43 hrs,
[Mr. DepUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair]

On the contrary, everybody knows
that we have the wherewithal, if you
want to do it, to manufacture nuclear
weapons of our own, but we have
chosen not to do so, because We know
that by means of pursuing our policy
of peace and non-alignment, we shall
be instrumental in as much measure
as is open to us, to bring about, if we
possibly can, a world without war.

All this talk about courage and
sentimentality and idealism seems 10
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be out of place. Some Members have
quoted the Gita but they forget that
in our scriptures it was stated a long
time ago:

THT APISA agtearta gurfa 7

All the weapons of the world can be
defeated by one weapon which has
got the strength of the spirit behind
us; that is the weapon of peace. That
is the weapon and the kind of foreign
policy which, at its best, was formu-
lated by our former Prime Minister
and it can be implemented properly.
That is the perspective which I hope
the Prime Minister continues to have
in view, and that is why I believe that
this is a very irresponsible thing—to
have to discuss this kind of resolution
in Parliament.

I do wish the Member concerned
can be persuaded to withdray this
resolution and in any case I do wish
that Government reiterates the posi-
tion which is, as already stated before
the world ,namely, that while we are
in a position to manufacture our own
atomic weapons, if we wish to do so,
we do not intend to do so. We intend
to pursue our policy of peace and there-
by achieve the objectives to which
our policy is committed.

w7 : AAAT IJMEAT AGEA,
A am ¥ fawg N w=igie, @ A
21 gfeegior qF 7§ sTEAIEE AT
T § | wwal g & f& e & fase
ot A a8 wur a1 5 gw § fgmgw
% 3fie ¥ @ 7 aw @ w1 faehe
TE) frar &, afes fava #1 ofcfeafaai
F1 &g § @ T g favwre femm &
qd ¥ < #Awed gn g F oW
agr wmars gare frm, ot a@fease
For T2 & | zEAfET w9 1 I 1T
Sy fear wmar & f& g =g
ATET F1 AZFE F79 & | 98 99 /9
A N, Afew w9 7 awi ¥ g
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SFT FT @28 fFaT 97 awar &, ;ifs
St Frq ATEAT F faIw w7 w4,
5 AT AT FFT R E ) ARAT ¥ B
faediz gmy 3w F @ww & fEar
g1 & gear =g T § fF s owaw
7g faese gd gfer & @ =7 adf
fem &, @t fe= fog fag fFar &

AT "2, S AFAl 7, THA
Fa3E7 Aatearft gata 77 v 4=t
F ¢ 30 FT 49 98 ¢ fF oo 0w
FFEF g & favg wod aw F gan
2 AfwT 9EF = w=T F A
FIA FT TAG0 § | AIATES T AGIT
FEa £ O WF w1 qATEA HUAH
EAR-

7 grreg & feq-waiiz, Amesr
Zerga 24 o FE dfaw fagrai
1 garar w1 fear mar & 1 Afe &
fadgga s wgar g & @ifg «ifa
¥ fao 4t g & 71 7 €1 q/w fifa
¥ fac Ziar 2, afes 9ifa 3w & fou
T &2 | W@ aw feaamar &1
Feag §, o WIAT T FaT 8 =

“I have been asked to speak on
nuclear disarmament. Let me say
straightaway that in the opinion of
many who have devoted much
time and study to the problem,
nuclear disarmament cannot be
separated entirely from general
disarmament. Even if it were
possible to achieve complete nu-
clear disarmament while leaving
conventional armament untouch-
ed, we would only be returning
to a world as it existed before
1945, and we know that that world
was not free from the horrors of
war on g mounting scale.”

u T A & fadim W A1 6 FagT
AT &, I8 &1 aveqd 48 £ fF g A
Fa7 AhTaT fergmiie 73
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FOAT W &, A7 fF TWo wreT
& HAFT Fo3 797 ATHTACH 97 Afqag
Ty faar saFT F1E AN A5 |
TET OF FedeaAd 399 F1 IH g,
g9 &g ¥ far famra g1 @ &, T
H owrex HaT T & | 99 B9 &R
T=F T 7g & A1 {67 wErew A
a1 ATAfe & 7 AT fRT FEw gq Ew
F ag wgrea a9 & Far wafa § 7

7z oY F51 1@ & fF dE #
mifer T wE § fag gn wrfeae
dr AT T =ifge 1+ wifE awT
|y ¥ 3w oanyg &, faa ¥ qmw
wfdr 2 | UF FAAIT T &1 o
FATE TEA AT ITT FgAT IET TH §,
faq &7 4% FAAC A ¥¢ fE
& AreET Har g Afw §0 F@ TGN E
AT 3H gaT wmfa aard Tmd #
LECEE SR AN

g FER, w1 arfeaw, J
Fg1 ¢ fw g #1 ofea ot & 915 A9z
fFy g ST ¥ FgT Agt 9 afey,
Fmifs Tfea ot mifwese wiw wiF
aifeet @ | # fadaw w0 WEAT §
fe ot @ifeas F1 ot wrew & fF o=
IIEAT X "N AT a1, A7 agr 9%
fafesr FART-77-91% &1 @7 70T,
FHOET & AW ST A/ 09 HIT T A
#1 weg &1 g | qfsq S A 39 wEm
FE1 a1 fF Am-gATsaie &7 1 AT
veqr & for Pt & aprmar o9 ®
EFMEME AET 2, EF AIA I T GTET
F fau w81 &t weg Tawa £ 1 T
7% fagr 4, ag o9 TR 7 9%
37 &1 gr! feafq &1 5 a1 1 ofs-
£ 9E & A1 AT a19 T, Afw wod
aw & fga ol guy F foq @@ oF
A #1 G127 F7 g Afq AW H
faasw = & 1 ™ fAg & wwear
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g T 33 mwmr § 9fem o 7 iy o

T W1 AT S ALY & 1 wrgA fafaeex

T 38 U9 Tl 5 a0 = ¢ gAY
fifr sz

CUEEEHE R AR SC R cofEC i
fedg i, mEF ST 2
T AT H 3le WIWI F&X &

“In short, atomic weapons give

a State possessing them in ade-
quate numbers a deterrent power
against attack from a much stron-
ger State. Indeed, the importance
of nuclear weapons is that they
enable a country possessing them
in adeguate measure to deter ano-

ther country also possessing them
from using them against it.”

feede qax &t &)

TZ FET AT @ Fo g ey
T =0 wrAT 7 F7T & fF owmy we
9 dar @d w7 &, 9O A F%
W W OA O "@F FL A HOET
=t W F AICAT| TTo AMWT A
ATIE A WA FT AT FET & | FATL
e A A AT S §, ofsT § W
T A FT AT ATET Y FAT  HEA
g " A F wFT §) AR o
weHz § A1 717 §O WY 77 IAR!
AR | WOt IW O OF gEEr &
ATH FF & gq WAL @F| SATEr Wy
T & qifAdE OF wTTT d IEEt

NOVEMEBER 27, 1964

Manufacture of
Nuclear Weapons
FAHT | F01 AGT TATAT TEHT FICT
¥ FH T QUATEHT A4 FT GAF W=~
FOT ¥ F@T § | gAY 39 X OF AT
" AT AT § | W AW F O9 TR
a9 W F 1 THF FqESE W W AEE
T w3, geR w A A
AT § | TG HT AGT Fol AT AT |
TN I H HAF SF T Y 7Y WA
J et gt I T F o fw_r vy
WY gTed &7 &ene ¢ & gt
# ot aw firar mar 9 ag 99@ 9|
# U< g a1 WX S99 § ag @
F FEHaT g1 QAT Wede W1ogE
g & ff f 9me # vew aw dEe
2 wFaT &)1 Oy wede aifedz &
T F T 2| A9 A0 Y Fg e
g 5 F0°1 w90 WF T 9T @
AT

ifadr a1 F8 ¢ & 0T FLAT
£ | FATL AW 9 TG ATHHDT FT &AL
9T guT & "o fax 97 Ww 9w
ST @9 FHT "R § AW ARG
gNT | a9 AT WY AT KT asmT H)Y
oY AT ¥ TAT | TA@ AT gAY "E
2 f it & gw vww S W gTaw
F gt dofar w2 T

wETA FAY T4 W0 afes wEy (9
W WETLT WEAY) o IR AR,
TTo WHAT & FGTH F AT H q87 THa<
a9t gf & & fraga wo 9w g
f& 3% aFam *1, IAF A F A
¥ AT TEE 9% | A a4
W 37 | 9 fagr mn & fF afaeac
97 1 FEaATE gfeat ¥ T T s
mfyeat 499, @aens &, wareE &
Ffar &t afv ogam a@™ &
Zfagr ®1 atang =25 = 7,
Fi AFA GGAA AT | FAR
A% awae ¥ gg L afAd g g, T
e faserat &, T ofoms X wge=
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a1 #aFar g 5 ~fear feasfan
Tezfeea qoafaw & fo, arwaTdr s
% fau =we @ @ =ifeq ) &
6 ¥t fagr a1 oew #7 T A9 g
T § | STo WMAT FT g FgAT AEC
3%Wﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁmﬂ1a
a1 @&, Tqrd, faaar gaw feaariiz,
o s fawmw #w &%, #%
aifs waaT g0 Tege awufaw # fo,
wife & Fmt & fom dwre #2 5% |

frae & fou o aw@ @ o=
fefed &1 W @ favw F
fog, st & foo, sl & fag
F &, v fasrelt #71 TR sgfew
¥t & fag Y frarsmar & | s o
™ OF U F9@ §, 9 nd
A gH AT a9t §, aga agT giar
AT fedr g /% FT ], Wl #1
dre g, fedomqiz a9 ¥ fag &
JAFT T F4AT & A IS faqw
s gu Ffeeat feaefen £ afs
F1 TGTE AT IAY 2T FT 6T ATT ZAM,
gfrar 1 ot 9w A A wEtfas
TSl FHET W TH FH T FT
TR, 99 % suaT fedemiz ®iX
fawre @ear smar )

78 3% & T fow wfe &1 =
Frcfaza s & G R0F 5T g9
& 9w wfery =71 7w g a1 e sl
Ffogwmma s asa § 1 ag at
WE HE @ o geag &1 7T
frdew & for wiwT aIg" & Fam 1 W
93, —aA% g8 9 T & IEAT G,
a1 w9 g AdS 9T A ¥ ooge
AT |

qE A IR TG A% F A
foe ot st 9w # femr € @@ gemeEw
Rew ¥ §, T/ W WA OF @H
FA FT T @ 9T, IE § AR q@
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FE IFY WG FT AT F@A W@ F;
AEY qAT@T AT AT | WT FEL A
T Tto WiWT F oA gE &1 IR
faega a1% @ Fawr ¢ & 0w e
HIT WL CEAAT FEAT &, FAH FLAT
¢ Mg ag wifvan & a9 € A feer
A T ¥, I ZHTH FEE W,
UF dgT 5T @91 AEAT| 4g §@R
IRA T AL qEEE F ogqEr )
g grfaa 7@ & f g7 OF orer 3
AT, FIFT A ARETAA
FATT FT T IH!T A0 FL 2 | TW Aw@
¥ A1 T OF R #) 4w F AE

& &

Shri N. C. Chatterjee: Has the
Prime Minister conveyed to Dr.
Bhabha the desirability of not issuing
such statements without reference to
the Prime Minister?

o} §T TgTET ATeRY : =T o WIAT
F qOTH FY WA AT qIgT T TEA
a9 9% 9gd WEHT § GHE G 8 (6
FAT THE T, T HEACS 9T FAT FART
A AT | F% IFAF &1, IAF Y
F1, I €2edE F1 QO ag ¥ wET
¥, 3G qT MY RIF A ACA GT . . . . .

Shri Nambiar: What is circularised
to us gives emphasis on inceintive to

production,

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: No, it is
not so.

I WY 92 A7 TEFRI TEIEIC
AT | WES § A4 anan g, @i
9gH R FLAAT § | AT AG FRd &
fa 270 Mot 7gw & fF gow aw Ty
9T 18 W@, 17 €@ &9 WA,
ag AFH & | AF WMo WINT ¥ FgT A
& | W T gaAg IR T (T Ag
o wHe F fwrx & s TS
AqEATL AT GIIAT &, AT IHAT I
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#T S 99 & a9 &1 g gan foar
BT 2 | AH FTS Fag 7Ael ¢ 394 |
srafaagast IgA Fgr ¢ fF ag @
agl T FTEZ R

Resolution re:

Fegfmdisgrarfdgomme
#1 feqgaaie #iv fasm T+ Fa¢ a%
TgT TAT § AT g o THo THo WL o
FT 3AAT IO IF g AT ¢ R IE
™M T A FE EAT
a1 FH F qgAT Fv9T g | AfEA gEi
agiA AT EAT ¥ g, o gz aw
g F AT @, 999 geat A qa
g T 9% "W § EWEE W, agd
T T AT AT FATL AT, AT
g mfet L.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: I am sorry to
interrupt. Will the Prime Lilinister
please ensure that eminent people
like Dr. Bhabha, who happens to be
an ‘official of his Ministry, are not
encouraged to make statemeuts which
unnecessarily give rise to comolications
and unpleasant misunderstandings?

=Y W dEL TeA : T IE
& <1 7@t ATg" A @Y | ST o WIAT
FaEz Fer g fa & A arfewt w2
TE FT WEATE | A T GET HAT
g | Feor ag g fe ofafese
fsfaom oy vemwEr & W @R
TEAHE FT FOAT &, QTH TH FAN
T A TAEET F1 & FHAT FCAT &
o fopet F1 78 | FE afiee o
gz, #ifq ov o= fefgus 727 @ awar
& a1 =i a1 g9ed ARl 3 AwaT
g i TIAFZ FT KR E A7 IART AT
FTAT ZRM | A §  faged  weAm
9ear £ 5 A% @@mm F1 wE-
FHzaAl AT =1g7 " @9 F A8
4 AT =rfer fF grar sia asfefn
FF 97 IF qINIE BT LI FE AT
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Fifarar 1 ¢ a1 76 | I GAT TR
#1 i w1 2

TF gEQ AT § FgAT A0gar g |
2% FE WA S FY AT FY aTFAEY ¢
I 7 TAGLATT AT & ATH AT T
¢ wfe A owdee #r gw faegw
fasrer  @g 3% w61 & | wF =fw
s gfefague #1 tfame & o a1
w9 @are & § wgar g, 9 fegwmw
FY I A TR F "ar § wgan
g, fr o o faegw freer 7Y 2
aifgr | ww fom & omod wmr oa9v
f & TR wArE T T aE AW @
FAT ATgAT § FifF A1 9 "WIgT A
T2 wah fRar 97 wEgTeT aidr o,
WA FgIgT ITRAT FT—F a1 AN
o a1 &fFa §% IaaT A 39 a<E
F1 qr—3gH1 Forg &7 Fgr a1 e & s
wedqe #) AT AE AT § 1 AR
wetae Taa 9% & fF a8 uF efefaspaa
FAATNE | s A g & v o
oY Fool FILA &, THATC F TF AZH ¥
YT UF 1Y AL F & a7 ek HA &
UF GI AT AT ST AT AW A1
1R F12d 2 q1 T B ART weiE
SwEga A g7 &g f fr Uw
at ag fafamr § st o fet F9dwee
09 ¥ 9 & WX U fEfan gew aw
¥ w1 F1 g foms =@ A gqde
STl F1 TH A 9415 7 39 &
fa=ar w7 ¥ fou, 99 =it w2 &
fow FmT T wEA, AL FA ©AS
FGT LA TG AT §, FroeA1e gTATAEY
¥ arg, @ ATETET F 4G AT 3,
SqEET WY FEW FTAT ¥ 1 TAfA
THET WAIAA TEiFE W AT & ... ..

=t SO qOeAt : wOAT T
1 ¥ foro =Ty zgeT s wE—
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off AT TP et oqg A
fored qm@ et € oY 9 Ao & oY
FHT FHT o9 FOAT 21 THEEI W
e Afad | gae a7 A& 2

© # uF 3 fave ¥ @ FAr Sear
g | & wr @l @gw @ faega
wgwa g e ag s 999 &, ag Wit efaarx
¢ mEwEaE R ad N W
¥ faw g1 ot st & gem w1 s
[ & fog g), ag @1 AqoaT #1 qag
T F [AQ, a7 &0 & fag € A
ZAfT AT wEdET # aT W W
s foamn ¥ 8 @ aan, o -
| & @ A A e § o @
A & ST A AITAT T AT F e\
fae af a oz oW At froew
AR HR AERT F AR A,
at & ag 7@ we 5 ogw aF 39§
e Aagammm g 5 wra ¥
IO WA § I A, T oW w®
9EET | UF S9 a<g # fewewdw §,
U I q7g & femmmEc ¥, wF ¥m
¥, o egdtE § g fawmw T8
FAE | AR FS AreT W g
frar & o1 omit Wt Fm Ay ¥
17 hrs.

o 5 oww fegem ¥
aﬁaﬁ:rmmaw“aﬁg,@
aFar & fF oafmar st aar &, "=
AT & fF e gema o T A
T TR T @at wEaRi § ot gt
& 1 % TR g T A e g )
TZH 9 T AFET GaAEF £ | AT
TF AT &, G F FATAT &, o
W T} 1 wwE eTdfadr Wk
gfFar &t mfwr @12 & 92 Fof, Ty
FE TFTEE @Y B |

A g # & 7=t vefiw e
& ol AR w1 wEw A A s
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uzq a9 aq7 faar & o srgAr T A9t
uzq g9 &1 faewe fqar & aff
TS UEH a9 M1 A& (A0 "
TR | T SR 9EE & 9w Q-
AT T 2F f7 T q gEHT /T
T T qFAT § | WU TAE T 9
a7 gi foad s A A9dH1 F1 ;O
&1 a9 a1 FIE T 0T & 1 [T AT
Rt am e g I
AT W STE 2T FT AT FT AT A GoH

fee ax mme &m0
7 om0 foE T g, #e
garsee ferew & g1 & 7 g
™ qFES § @ 9w § 01 mifEx
es frew & amy ot & am
ATAS AT ATT TG & | F AT e

wars & fag I ag daen fear 2
wafaq & so@ wean § 5 7@ w7
o agt W a9 aaT & agr Wy A @
B AE ¢ | g Tfawmr AR ey
T AT AG & | &R 5 arfeEr R
waTdaw T4 aAmar ¢ 5 wefr g dar
& %o @ et 7 g T g A
FT AT | gAY Faw 5¥ gElAC AG
T & fF ag gut moee & a2
g 7 W e fF a7y T
#R w9 I AT FT AT | AE A
graz mifedt 1 ama 7@ &1 awar |
famr oger W@ X FT FET 47 | FAAET
#gw T HE F | WA W AR
qx FoAT Aifeat Fy agE @, 9 a
7 gk W F WA ¥ forg g AT A
oy gfrar &1 werr @ | gEfew &
oy fraa sem f5 @ 9w @
T Afaw a% w0 ¥ omey fF g W
wafaw g s fF g #uT § ar
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[ == TgIEE At
Fafes & 1| gw WA Ft awg A
G qr T FRE ¥ owfew F Avd
FARA F AL E | TF AT A A F
wfgari I ger fv 7 oaw g ™
AT & T ITET TR FT aFAT F,
At 3 w0 5 g wfear ¥ qemaen
T & qdl @iag qu Fawr &
o B W@l | AW AT | & A
Fafeer 7@ & | I BT W A §
g W F g Y o & fAw A £
&% 7 T Fa 5 oA o o @
g agt @3 w1 g gf o e
e st Ifaa Sim @t dEAT F4F

oY wEEER e oo
oY ¥ ogd gt St & oy e &
qIL H FT T AT | TAT AL D AL
¥ gaar % & a1 787 7 Iwwr =@
o g faer 0 # & awr oav fr oo
we ¥ wayd g™ we F w7 av
1 st & fawra # fegem &
zg At e 21 & & qor ar fx oy e
s frm @g & s e
yrm A I R ITwag g fr
uw &Y sufF ag @ FH FLRTR |
@ guET weww ¥, 9 FEeQ &)
g7 gEAdmEl @1 AW H Wy gy,
# ¥ g far @ f oswomfe &
frsma ¥ fau dmfasl &1 0% &1
T AT Y 3H AT e 97 faE
FT T |

s AR FLGT ATEA WA ARG
FE 4T TEAE & | ETEY A F AR
#ag & S| AT Ao dfew st
FFa N gEd g A K F oA
iz TFR 7 T § sea o T g fE
9T 9% QT a5 Wy ¥ WX TEe
FHTT TR AT CIIHE AT
e q at w91 6 Ty wf ey
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¥ 7@ IgaqEe & 15 @ N8 F
Tg ATS T ATE AT A I qANG FAH
fear ar

Shri Ranga (Chittoor): He misled

us,

|l S agER Wt & ag
aar § fe s=i gwer faeefle
fram 2Fm | W S g aw A A
qfes ot & FF 47 IF & A T
FT AT IUT BN THAT T, IAN FE
4t Tt T 2 ) gE o A i
afe®T aTgq 71 IR @I 4T 97 )
Tg AT HA TgT FEAl g7 Aiey o¥ )
T FriE wer mR 2 ) afew
IEH 9T AE AT

7% 3% g f5 7@ wefasw gaon
FHIIA F JUCHT AT A8 £ |

Sl AETAET A agr %
W E

ot A TgEgE AEA . 9g O
T FHEAA § AT IO aga & anafeee
g, wA%T mere Awfa a<E] gar
®/E N

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: Shri Kach-
havaiya will reply on the next non-
official day.

Shri Ranga: I want an elucidation
on one or two points.

Shri Nath Pai rose—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The non-offi-
cial time ig over, We have now to take
up the official business,

Shri Ranga: I did not wish to in-
terrupt him. If I had interrupted
him, he would have given a reply. I
did not wish to do that.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: All right,
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Shri Ranga: I saw in some of he
papers this morning that tais ait:tude
that the Prime Minister has just now
outlined, with which we ar2 10 agree-
ment from this side of the Iluuse, is
only his personal attitude ang that his
Cabinet has not yet ‘okeyed’ it. I
would like to know whelher e has
taken this attitude as a result of the
decision taken by the whole of his
Cabinet and that the whole of his
Cabinet is behind him over this issue.

There js one other point and that
point is only this. I only wish {0 em-
phasise what hag been already said
by Shri Hiren Mukerjee. We all have
very great respect and admiration for
Dr. Bhabha ang we have also valuea
his services and brilliance because he
is one of the iopmost scientists. It
was unfortunate that he had been
given this administrative job alsu, But
anyhow, whatever might be the read-
ing of the Prime Minister from Dr.
Bhabha's large
section of our people have drawn im-

statement, quite a

pression which is
from what the Prime Ministe: has
drawn. This has created,
quite a lot of embarrassment not only
to so many of us but also to the Frime
Minister and the Government. We
sincerely hope that hereafter the
Prime Minister and his Government
will take sufficient care to see that
not only Dr. Bhabha but other scien-
tists alsp are approached with the
national request that whatever they

entirely different

I am sure;

have to say in regard to these very
delicate matters should better be com-
municated to the Government first
before they go to the radio or they
go to the press,
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Shri Nath Pai: The hon. Prime
Minister twice referred to certain re-
marks which I made. I want to give
explanations because ] was also mis-
understood by him and by a section
of the press. My exact words are thai
it is enough to produce a Gandhi once
in a century, and India's glory is en-
hanced, so far as I could see, which
cannot be measured if we produce a
Gandhi in a century. Then [ said
what I had in mind, which continues
to be my main way of thinking. There
was no intention to ridicule Shri
Shastri that he was trying to imitate
Gandhiji. I think we all in our hum-
ble way try to claim to be inspired by
Gandhiji’s teachings and his life, What
I said was that 1 wag having all the
while a bearing from what I had read
in the Raghuvamsa. There is a vati-
dharma and a rajadharma. When you
ascend the throne, you try to suppress
your inner urges like being a sanyasi
and take some 'of the unpleasant de-
cisions. As it is said there:

“Balam aartabhayopashantaye”

1 could not gquote it because 1 was
rushing. Angd this is what he has to
do; I say that evepn if perhaps his
inner urgeg point to such a path, since
destiny has now put him in position,
this is what he has to do.

Let men mention . .

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The hon.
Member is making another speech,

Shri Nath Pai: You will kindly
excuse me. Explanation is also part
of it. Since he has twice referred to
it in a feeling way, you may please
permit me to give my explanation.

Secondly, let me assure him that
there was no intention of ridiculing
him. But in my own way I was try-
ing to emphasise that the dharma of
the yati and that of the one who as-
cends a throne are different, and it is
useful to bear this jn mind.



2297 Resolution re:

[Shri Nath Pail]

There is one other little point that 1
would like to make, because ] have
been quoted. I found in the text oI
my speech that I never said that we
snould manufacture. All 1 pleadea
wag this that it cannot be a pulicy to
say that we shall not produce. ‘ins

proclamation, 1 claim, cannot be a
reply to China. It may have
a moral connotation which is

always welcome, but what we need toe-
day is to evolve a coherent full policy,
and, therefore, 1 had saig that | would
require a special debate in respect of
which I had given notice of a motiun.
I would like io be properly under-
stood in the light of what 1 had said.

Shri Sheo Narain (Bansi): Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, Sir . . .

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Does the hon.
Member want to put any question?

Shri Sheo Narain:
speak on the subject.

No, I want to

Mr. Deputy-Speaker:
can be alloweqg now,

No speeches

Shri Narendra Singh Mahida: May
I seek one clarification? The late Sar-
day Vallabhbhai Patel said in one of
his last speeches in Delhi that “We
shall reply ahimse by chimsa and
force by force’.

An Hon, Member: Talwar se tal-

war.
Shri Naremndra Singh Mahida
(Anand): It was a very wise policy.

Of course, I do not say that we should
return atom bomb by atom bomb.
But, certainly, if we do not intend to
manufacture atom bombs, we can have
assistance from those countries which
have those bombs, If such an oppor-
tunity arises—we do not wish it but
it it arises—will the Prime Minister
make use of the help from those coun-
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tries which possess those atem bombs
ang seek their assistance?

= W agrge wrent - & faw
TF a1 AT TEA AT A FEY, T AR
F Ffaaz 1 a= 47 99 F a F wet
FIAT AEAT | oy a9 o ¢ fo # 3
afeftam s d g arar fs
Fadz 7 74 w1 wrwe faare wg
fear &, 38 *fae 7@ fwar @ &fem
¥ favaw & fF & o9 o1 @@ w9
Wl § T& gATd goAr mfadr @
TqH H A w5 9f 1@ Ag0 FEy AV
RIS G S S 2 S 1L
o At ST owT AW W ST @
gt waT 1 Fa1 g% wwew & fFogw
ALTETATA A1 FT A AT AT AT T
AT AT A ANE HF FO § afeA
# 7z 919 @1% 77 3 f¥oaw aw @
Sed fF 395 19 &7 g7 a9 #F
FL ...
Shri Ranga: But we are not asham-

ed of Mahatma Gandhi and the tradi-
tions that he has left behind.

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: May I
say that there are other friends wno
have said that, not once but more
than once,

Wt & 7% w1 § g Taqde A1 QAT

qifest it @ #7 qF FE qF TG Y

f& = ot qedHz &1 agr Afa @

fwr ot gu I%¢ T F1 ®rAe fFE

7 et o afa9z ¥ femam 47 4

T F ;AT AT AT A S 7O
X1 38 & {40 & 37 #7 aga @78
g A N F=w 37 9 oAg T O
frarsam f& gfam & i o 9
mfgdl adf g1 & | waw feama
g0 &, 3| a7 faamr §, 99 & qA-
HIEET &, 99 § fefermna &, w= &
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dawm ¢, a7 aw gfwar # 4f A
AT i @ g W FE aw G|
gt & fr =fs &1 94 g ¢ AR OF
Gsfafrefes &1 ud gwa & 1 %@
TOF § o 719 38 71 feage adf &<
TFT & | AfET 59 W AT wrEH
Ffem F1, 70 3w £ grEt F T
1 0F ofy 7 3arar g7 A faq E54+
FT IAY WG FT FAAAGT T ATE F
Sqmr fRaT qr FT IAET TAET AT
7t E5fta 39 § e quw gfaar &
37 #1 v | we aw gfan § fe
F 3a% 9§ Ta1d ax a8t v qv A1 fw
g A& ¥ 7l fF AW agwa
isfaauen & ud F I3 @ Afew
T A7 ¥ IF IFAF K1 T FT F
Iq AW amAT F WrEw =ZAT F/
arai ARfagi #1 oF o9 F9197 |
gafaw gfear w1 & 53 A7 #1 579
F ® &7 Frfaw & 1 gy IFdAw
Tg1 $599 ®T AHAT 41 FWE IA
W H it o AE OF " {27 g0
gafag 78 #g 3 f+ afy @ ge-
firfrege faege srom & ag 2w 4
2| 7 gaTt 3w A gow @ & R
qXA F S FOOT & FI AT F &AW
% forat St F 18 F= ar, oF 919 7
Hd 97 | T FATL IW FT TG FY
g ga1 7 qfaam

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Shri Kachha-
vaiya will reply the next day.

Shri Narendra Singh Mahida: My
question has not been replied to.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: Call atten-
tion notice. Shri Banerjee,
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17.15 hrs,

CALLING ATTENTION TO MAT-
TERS OF URGENT PUBLIC
IMPORTANCE

(ii) Lockout v New JemenArr KHAS
COLLIERY

Shri S. M, Banerjee (Kanpur): I
call the attention of the Minister ol
Labour ang Employment to the fol-
lowing matter of urgent public im-
portance and request that he may
make a statement thereon:

“The lockout in new Jemehari
Khas colliery without potice in-
volving unemployraent to nearly
one thousand workers.”

The Minister of Labour ang Em-
ployment (Shri D, Sanjivayya): The
Chief Labour Commissioner (C), New
Delhi, received two telegrams dated
the 20th November, 1964 and 2lst
November, 1964 from Shri Sunil Sen,
Organising Secretary, Colliery Maz-
door Sabha Asansol and the Manager
of the New Jemehari Khas Collicry,
respectively. While the Sabhg alleg-
ed that the management of New
Jemehari Khag Colliery had locked
out all the workmen with effect from
the 20th November, 1964, the manage-
ment of the colliery complained that
workers, numbering about 340, had
illegally stopped work from 1st shift
of the 20th November, 1964.

2. According to reports the facts of
the case are that the management of
New Jemehari Khas Colliery had to
stop all underground working on the
27th and 28th August, 1964 in pur-
suance of the orders issued by the
Deputy Chief Inspector of Mines in
their Pits No 18 and 19 on grounds of
safety. Consequent upon thig closure,
the workers of Nos. 18 and 19 Pits,
numbering about 371, were laid off on
31-8-1964. Since the management had
not given any notice of lay-off and
had also not paig any lay-off com-
pensation to the entitled workmen,
the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha by its



