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this is one of the reasons why the
people of Kerala become angery be-
ernse these persons try to fan their
passion including the Congressmen,

ang that kes them indignant
1629 hrs.
[Mr. Drerury-SPEARER in the Chair)

The only solution to the problem
of Kerala is this: you should devise
the budget in such a way that Kerala
is restored to what I might call her
economic healith; it ghould be done in
such a way that the people get as
much food ag they desire, and the
people sohuld get jobs there; that the
pevple who serve in schools and the
administrative offices get their sal-
aries and dearness allowance and
that amount of pension which their
eounterparts in other States get.
Therefore, 1 feel that though this
budget has come, I would if I were
the Finance Minister of India—Iluckily
I am pot—try to reshape it in such
a way that the common man has the
best deal from this budget, that the
productive capacity of Kerala is in-
ereased and the tourist capacity of
Kerala is also enhanced.

18.38 hrs.

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
‘THERMO-NUCLEAR EXPLOSION BY CHINA
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We will take
up the Calling Attention.

Dr. L. M. Binghvi (Jodhpur): The
Minister is conspicuous by his ab-
sence!

Shri Harl Vishno Eamath (Hoshan-
gabad): He is just eoming.

Ehri  Harish . Chandes  Mathor -

iJalore): You can only mccuse him
of being punctual to the minute.

‘The Minister of Exiernal Affairs
(Shri Swaran Singh): Mr. Deputy-
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Speuker, Sir, on May § China conduc-
ted its third nuclear test somewhere
in Western China. As the House knows,
the earlier two Chinese nuclear ex-
plosions took place on October 18,
1964, und May 14, 1965. This third
nuclear test by China is in arrogant
deflance of the clearly and passion-
ately expressed desire of people ali
uvver the world to discontinue nuc-
lear tests and to arrest the process
of ngnuclear proliferation. Govern-
ment do not, as yet, have any details
or precise information about the ex=
plosion. According to reports at-
tributed to New China News Agen-
cy, this nuclear explosion “contained
thermo-nuclear material”, However,
the exact nature and intensity of the
explosion fall-out, etc. are under
investigation and it will take about a
couple of weeks before our scientists
can throw light on such details.

As the House is aware, this is the
third nuclear explosion conducted by
the Chinese Government. The frst one
was conducted on 16th October, 1964
and the second on l4th May, 1965,

Government cannot too  strongly
condemn and deplore the action taken
by the Chinese Government, in per-
sisting with these tests which cons-
titute a threat to world peace, a grave
hazard to the health and safety of
prople hving in areas of he world
likely to be affected by the radio-
active fall-out resulting from this
explosion, and generally contrary to
the interests of Humanity at large.

Turning to our own policy, we had
made a cereful assessment of the
situation in  consultation with our
Service Chiefs and Atomic Energy
experis even when the first nuclear
device was exploded by China. The
fact that there would be other such
explosions was known at that time.
Therefore, the mere fact that China
has carried out its third nuclear ex-

.plosion does not vitiate the earlier con-

clugion, though at the same time, the
policy is kept under constant review.
In any such review, account has to
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be taken not only of Chinese tests but
‘also other ‘relevant factors specially
the progrés: ‘made in the discussions
‘relating to nuclear disarmament in
‘which many countries are participat-
ing. The Partidl Test ‘Ban Treaty to
which Tndia is a signdtory was an
important land-mark in the progress
‘towards nuclear disarmament. Since
‘then, admittedly, progress has been
glow, Government still feel that the
interests of ‘world peace and our own
security are better achieved by giving
al] support to the efforts for world
nuclear disarmament than by build-
ing our own nuclear weapons,

In the meantime in the matter of
P ful  develop t of tomi
energy, we are pushing ahead and
'giving it top priority, and as the
House is aware, the world recognises
that we are one of the countries
which is capable gf becoming an Ato-
mic Power in @& reasonably short
time,

Finally I would assure the House
that the defence of our territorial in-
tegrity will be the paramount consi-
deration guiding our policy in this
field,

Shri Hari Vishou Kamath: In view,
Sir, of the steadily aggravating nu-
clear menace from China, and in
view of the stalement made just now
sthat the Government, in spite of these
developments, adheres pig-headedly
or stubbernly to the hackneyed dec-
laration of its policy, which can be
summed up briefly ag “we can make
the bomb, but we would not _60
it,” in view of all this, does the Prime
Minister or the Government propose
to follow up the suggestion made by
the late Primte Minister, Shri Lal
Bahadur Shastri, for a nuclear shield
or some sort of protection against
China, btroached by him with the
British rime Minister, Mr. Harold
Wilson, sometime ago, a year or so
‘more ago, and is the Government in
communication with the governments
of the USSR, the United Kingdom
and the United Statey of America, on
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this matier, as well as with fhie gov-
<ernment: of the non-nuclear Asign
and African countries?

Shri Swaran Singh: This quedtion
of socalled nuclear umbrelly or nu-
clear shi:ld or protection, about which
mention has béen made, has been re-
ferred to on earlier occasions also,
(And we made the position giile clear
that in & situation like this unless the
main nuclear powers, namely the
United Statés of America and The
Soviet Union jointly reassure the
non-nuclear powers ‘agahisi nucléar
blackmail, any suggestion whiéh
might be made By one country, like
the United Kingdom will not meét
the situation’ and it should be consi-
dered in the light of {his overall as-
surance to the non-nuclear powers
father than as directed ‘against ‘one
or the other,

“Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Sir, my
question was very specific. Is the
‘Government in communication with
those countries, the~ USSR the USA
dnd the UK on this malt®r, an® also
the non-nuclear nations of Asia and
Africa?

Shri Swaram Singh: This is a
matter which has been the subject
matter of many discussions and there
have been exchanges of views. This
has also, not in a very direct form,
come up even during the discussions
in Geneva.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: And
the outcome so far?

Shri Swaran Singh: The outcome
so far iy not quite ' precise. THere
was a suggestion made by the Soviet
Union, but at the present moment
there is possibly nothing further
which 1 can say precisely in the out-
come.

Shri Harl Vishmu ‘Kamath: You

‘are pursing the matter?

Shri Swaran Singh: We do defini-
‘tely fee] ‘that it is very essential to

efféctively “ensure  non-proliferation,
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that the non-nuclear powers ghould
haye some  assurance from the main
nuclear powers that their intepests

will .not sulfer by adhering to the
pelicy of non-proliferation.
Shri Nath Pai (Rajapur): Mr.

Deputy-Speaker, this wanton outrage
committed by ‘the Chinese warlords
in utter contempt of the Moscow
'I‘luty banning explosion of atmoic
devices in atmosphere, in total dis-
regard of the hazards to the health
of the people of Asia, has a special
sinister significance for the security
of this country. This arises because
of the growingly, increasingly belli-
cose ilone of Chinese accusations of
Indian intrusions into Chinese terri-
tary,  which was jelerzed to By the
Minister himself in Parliament yes-
terday when the note from Ching was
laid on the Table of the House. The
growing collusion between Pakistan
and China adds another dimension to
this threat. And, very important is
the announcement from Peking which
warns the world about what Ching 1s
doing. ; In view of these wards, that
this power of the people of Chink,
the Chinese warlords say, “will “be
used to heip people’s wars of libe-
ration"—surely the Prime MinisTér
knmows that the Chinese Government
regards the Naga, the Mizo and other
such local troubles as people’s wars
of liberatien in Mhis counlry—whigh
give a special sinister sigfinicance to
the accretion of this power to the
Chinese arsenal, what is the Govern-

ment going to tell the Parliam@t?
The Prime Minister is  specifically
called upon to allay the nation's

growing concern not by repeating
this kind of negative policy that we
do not want proliferation, fhat we
are dedicated to the peaceful use of
atomic energy. In view of fhe clear
danger to our security and territorial
integrity, may 1 know whether she
took up the issue during her long and
extensive tour with the heads of other
States and tell them that we will have
to develop our own or get this device
so that China cannot go on this way
blackmailing this country?
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May we know what she did during
her long and extensive tour?

Prime Minister and Minister of
;‘wwu:r ml" s féither lofg
nor extensive, matter did come
up for discussion, but {ifiless the coun-
tﬁll are l.tr'lnd among thgmselves,
as our Foreign Minister pointeéd out
juat now, pothing can come out of

uch a nwve 1 do not think our

is at all a negative one; I
m it {§ a ‘very Mﬂvﬁ polléy. We .
are building up our atomic power. Of

course, we are using it for peaceful
purposeés: ‘But in the medn Hime we
are Increasing our know-how  and

other competence. [ myself fail to
understand how our production of
one bomb or two bombs will help
us. .....(Interruption)

At

e one that you can

pn#

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: Many other
qQubstigns arise out of this.  Fusther-
more, the belief that China can at-
tack anmy country with nuclear wea-
pong with impunity, I think is a mis-
conceived one.

Shri Harish Chamdra Matbhur: The
US Government ‘through the US ‘Sec-
retary has stated that this new
Chinese nuclear test would have ex-
tremely serious repercussions on the
international scene. May 1 know
how our Government will view it
and will the hon. Minister of Exter-
nal Affairs. correct me about the con-
sequences, as | see titm. Your eon-
demnation of China will lead you to
nowhere. They care a hang for your
condemnation when you condemn
them. Secondly, we talk about proli-
feration which alse has no impact on
China. Those countries, like USA
and USSR, who are advising against
proliferation, lack al} the moral force
in talking abowt non-proliferation
because they themselves have  ex-
ploded. hundeeds of mombs like sthis;
they lack the moral force. What can
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we make out of it? This bomb poses

nnmyannuituvmblqmwm
but; also poses a big questi

T e e um-'

tetx about the sovereignty and the
very independence of this country,
The Chinese are feeding more people
than we are doing without PL-480.
The Chinese have gone Irom deve-
) t to devel it.  They have
also the bomb today. ~We started a
little better and today we have been
able to find no answer to thiz bomb.
‘Will there be any new rethinking on
this matter to assure the country and
the people around who look to India
as one of the most signifivant countries
even according to Indonesia, to retain
that position and to get assured about
our security?

Shri Swaram Singh: There is
cious little that I could correct in thil
rather long speech. This is how the
question started, namely, if I am in a
position 1o correct the various postul-
ateg which have been put forward in
his own characteristic way. The
main operative part of the question is
whether the explosion that took place
and about which 1 have informed the
House—the House already knows #—
justifies a revision of our fundamental
policy of not developing our nuclear
energy for non-peaceful purposes, On
that the Prime Minister and I have
made the position clear, that we are
developing the know-how and the
nuclear capacity; but our policy of
continuing to develop that for peace-
ful purposes continues, The signifi-
cance is quite clear that any addition
to the nuclear capacity of China,
particularly in her present bellicose
attitude and a policy of creating ten-
sions every-where, is something Which
cannot be easily dismissed. It is a
very serious danger and I agree with
that analysis. On non-proliferation,
it is something which, I think is
worth trying. The alternative to mon-
proliferation is destru tion for the en-
tire world and the possession of mue-
lear devices and nuclear borubs by a
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large number ‘of countries might lead
to destruction and, therefore, the whole
world should be interested in nom-
proliferation. At the same time T would
like to repeat what I said a moment
ago that to make non-proliferatiomn
effective, it is necessary to reassure the
non-nuclear powers; it is a responsi-—
bility which we will continue to presss
it is a responsibility which the nuclear
powers should appreciate.

On the other issues, I agree with
him that like China we should alse
strengthen our economy, whether it s
food or industrial base, and the umity
of the country and there cannot be
any two opinions on this.

Shri D, ©. Sharma (Gurdaspur): ¥
think that only two suggestions have
been put forward on the international
plane for the good of those nations
which do not have any nuclear cap-
ability or nuclear prowess; one
them came from Mr. Rapacki that
there ghould be atom-free zones and
the other suggestion came from some
western politician that Lhere should
be a nuclear umbrella for those coun-
tries which do not have the nuclear
potential. Both these suggestions
which have come from well meaning
persons, good-intentioned persons like
our Foreign Minister.....

Shri Swaran BSimgh: Like our
Member of Parliament,

prov‘edtubea damp squib. They
have not carried anybody gnywhere.
In the light of the fact that our border
is only 700 miles from China—if yom
take into account Sikkim and Bhutanm,
we are very near China—may 1 ask
the Minister whether he is treating us
to mew Aesop's fables or he is going
to write mew Aesop's fables or he is
going to give us only lectures om
moral status of this country or
going to follow that path which
us parity with China?  Why did
lose the war? Hitler, towards
end of his life, said, “I am trying
have technical -parity with

i

&s
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enemines”. If we do not have any
technical parity with our enemies,
where will these statements, these
moral exhortations, ~ -intéllectual
analysis and dialectical discussion lead
us? I want to ask whether they are
going to have a teachnical parity
with China in this matter or not. If
they are not going to have, well, God
help us.

Shri Swaran Singh: 1 would only
say that I have greatly enjoyed this
dialectical exercise and I dismiss it as
Aesop's fable.

Shri D. O, Sharmma: Beemisc he has
no ideas of his own, What is Aesop’s
fable? Will he tell me that? I take
strong exception to what that gentle-
man has said. He does not know what
it means and, therefore, he dismisses
it as Aesop's fable. I ask him as to
what he is going to do for having a
technical parity with China in this
matter. He does ot understand this
question.

Shri Swaran Singh: If the hon
Member had put this question with-
out Aesop’s fable, commentary and
preface, I could have answered it in
a clearer form.

Shri D, C. Sharma: He did not take
any exeeption in the case of the other
two gentlemen. Why should I not. ...

Shri Swaran Sisgh, In thexe serious
matters, it is not good to clothe it with
light expressions. What 1 said om
that question, I was serious about it
My hon. friend has said something
about moral things and moral lectures.
We do attach, and we should continue
to attach, importance to moral values
and I think it will be a bad day for
our country, a bad day for the world,
if we throw the moral standards to
winds. It has become a fashion to
use these light expressions without
realising the full significance of what
we say. On our nuclear capacity, the
Prime Minister has made a statement,
and we should accept that statement
that every effort is being made to
develop the know-how and to increase
our nuclear capacity. Whether we shall
eatch up with China, whether we shall
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be able to be on a par with them or
not, it is our determination, and as I
have said in my statement, it is our
intention, to develop our nuclear
capacity to the maximum for peaceful
purposes; and we shoaid view it In
that form rather than try to clothe it
in ‘expredsions ‘for which there is. no
justification. |

st qgdte fey (wieg ) - aw v
W R v wrEr & e gw ot g

Shri Joachim Alva (Kanara): On a
point of order. My hon. friend Shri
D. C. Sharma has misled the House.
Hitler possessed atomic, bacteriological
and chemical warfare weapons, but he
was only frightened to use them,

Shri Raghunath Singh
He had no atomic bomb,

Shri D, C. Sharma: Tnat 15 absolu-
tely wrong.

Shri Joachim Alva: e had all the
‘ABC' weapons.

Shri 8, M. Banerjee (Kanpur): The
explosion of the atom bomb by China
is not meant either to terrorise the
Soviet Union or to frighten the USA.
This is only meant to terrorise the
Afro-Asian countries and bring them
under its fold and thus satisfy its ex-
pansionist tendencies or designs.

(Varanasi):

Apart from having the technical
know-how of atomic and cons
verting it into anything which the
Government likes, if they are capable
of it, may 1 wnow whether any at-
temopt has been made before this news
came to Government, to mobilise the
opinion of those countries which are
friendly to us and who do believe that
this atomic energy should not be used
for ‘war purposes, and if so, what their
opinion is, and what other steps are
likely to be taken in this behalf?

Mr. Deputy-Spraker: The snswer

to this question has already been
given.
Shri 8. M. Banerjee: I want to

know whether a conference is going
to be convened about it
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Shri Swaran Singh: No conference
it contemplated. But I would like to
remind the House that this matter
came up at the time of the non-aligned
nations’ conference which was held at
Cairo, and the Chinese explosion took-
lﬂlll “the juizt exhortation of

all the ‘world and 2 z
ber of coutries tr.at sttcoded the

Conference. .

Shri 8. M. Banerjee: The UAR
themselves want to manufacture an
atom bomb.

Shri Swaran Singh: What is my
hon. friend suggesting? I did not
follow. 1 thought that he was sug-
gesting that we should mobilise Afro-
Asian public opinion to see that this
type of continuance by.China of de-
veloping its nuclear weapons should
not be pursued. So, that question dees
not fit in with his earlier guestion. 1
was trying to inform the, House . . .

Shri Nath Pai: What happened
the Cairo Conference? Let the hon
Minister please tell us again,

Shri Swaran Singh: In the De-
claration of the Cairo Conference it-
self it was clearly mentioned that all
those countries which had not yet
subscribed to the Moscow Test Ban
Treaty, meaning thereby those coun-
trie swho had not got the nuclear de-
wvices, should retrain from doing
0. . .

Dr. L. M, Singhvi: The UAR, the
host country, is itself doing it.

Shri Nath Pal: On a point of in-
The most

of the Cairo Conference was: (a)

They .did not show the courage of

censuring China; those people who

were Jdoud in congd ing every oiber
explosion cowed down before the
Chinese; (b) They had agreed to send

a delegation to Peking, but the Chinese
did not condescend fo receive it
These were ‘the operative parts and
the sad truth about the Cairo Con-
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ference, It was uuhod out m—.
ly-and in toto.

Shri Swaran Singh: 1 thought | that
that real part of the guestion  was
maobilising public opinion and warning
them of the dangers, to which 1 have
replied,

I would also remind the House that
even in the Bandung Conference at
which China was present, there was
a clear declaration to which China
subscribed, that the nuclear energy
should not be developed for non-
peacelul  purposes.

Dr. L, M. Siaghvi: It seems to me
that the superstitious, almost pathetic,
faith of the Government in non-pro-
liferation, the quest for which re-
mains a veritable mirage today, has
landed us into a kind of nuclear
fatalism. 1 would like to know as to
when the point would be reached in
the thinking of the Goveérnment “when
they would give up their hopeless
quest for nun-prqj,tqatpn,md would
take up in the realistic penpectwe of
our foreign policy and national se-
curity the guestion of manufacturing
our own nuclear weapons. When
will that pmnt be reached when it
would be’ realised that '.ohprolifera-
tion, howsoever m it may
be, has failed as an objective,
quest_for which is nothing byt  a
hopeless quest? '

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Tt has been
answered. Shri Shastri.

Dr. L. M. Singhvi: When will it be
redlised that non-proliferation, though
a worthwhile objective, is a hopeless
quest? At what point of time would
they arrive at the conclusion that
non-proliferation as an objective has
to be abandoned? At what point of
time would that objectiva situation
be recognised? 1If they have not ar-
rived at such a conclusion now, when
will they do so?

Shri Swaran Singh: What should
be ithe ppoint at which 'the world ds te
give up hope of non-proliferation .is
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a question in which we alone are not
the arbiters or the only country who
can decide.

Dr, L. M. Singhvi: We might be the
victims. "

 Sbri Swaran Singh: Let him have
somie paticheedortisten: - © 7 107

We have taken a decision Lo safe-
guard our defences and our integrity
about which I have made a mention.
What is the best way of ensuring our
‘défence and integrity and to guard
against any possible danger is a matter
of assessment. There s no question
of feeling discouraged. 1 have said
that non proliferation is a desirable
objective and so long as any hope is
left, very serious effort should be
directed to ensure that non-prolife-
ration is achieved. But I have always
said that to bring about successful
non-proliferation  the main nu-
clear powers of the world will have
to come forward with some assurance
to the non-nuclear powers.

st e et (faeee)
Tegs W, WA w7 gfrar § oww oaw
e &7 e AR, e o A
g o 2 ) foed o e g,
gawr  wif gefem oo
ag *1f wrrvaw gt  fe oww aw W
fermior ®770 & a2 gw &= ) wop AW Ay
ooy 4F | waw w4 | woet onfer oy
wAry % ol ar ot s
wary @& [T g I & dwowr
Fure wgar wfglr | gy grae 9T
# ¥ ARG T4 WA ATEIT § A9 4%
g fear an e f g ade e
AT T ¥ @R F farogw
wowd I W OH AT 1@ R A W
"I ¥ U 7 ay g7 famy
g o T E el gy jo0 it
e &, A fwT . ag-aw fag gront @
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Shri Swaran Singh: 1 have slready
said that our scientists will take some-
time before all that data are made
available. But I will certainly inform
the House after they have made the

investigation,

The only operative part of his ques-
tion is as to whether we learnt it
ourselves first or we learnt it from
other sources. That the Chinese were
about to explode their bomb was
known to the world. This had ‘ap-
peared in almost all the newspapers
of the world for several days before
the actual explosion.

ot TETEIT WEAT AT T S
o &, Fwremw ofr, W I awmy
fifor |
Shri Swaran Singh: This was known
This is not a scientific matter, You

will appreiate that it is a matter of
intelligence,

it wwreere svedt © A, @, g AT
frefrw am )
Shri Swaran Singh: It was knows
from various sourees

it qgeire fag - gt v
arsffes vgie kown?
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Shri Swaran Singh: We also had
information that they were about to

explode a bomb.

st W Wl FW 6
"1 § | 98 aga oz § | gATd AwW-
fod} aTer qEe T ST ar TE AN &
darfret F gEwT @@ | AT O 6
AR G WTTHT AT #7 |

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We have to
mupmmmmunn
O Clock.

st wy femd (%77): @@ aw
sit ga foar o7 wwar §

Shri Bhagwat Jha Asad: (Bhagal-
pur): What does it ‘matter? You have
to give us the privilege of asking
questions.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We may take
it up after the half-hour discussion.

Shri Swell (Assam Automons Dis-
tricts): How can that be?

17 hrs.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: If the House
agrees, we can take up the half-hour
discussion afterwards.

Shri K. N. Pande (Hata): The half-
hour discussion should be taken up.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The House has
agreed, what can 1 do?

Shri K. N. Pande: I have to raise
a half-hour discussion which is more
important than what they are raising.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: It will be
taken up after this is over.

Shri K. N. Pande: The question
which they are raising is not so im-
portant as the one that I am raising.

Hon, Members: No.
Shrl K. N, Pande: Yes.
Homn. Members: No.

1966 Explosion by China 15726
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: It is the
House that has decided.
Shri K. N. Pande: It is going o

#9pch; 30,000, employeen., w1 .

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad: This is
m: the whole world and India.

Shri P. Venkatasubbaiah (Adoni):
By the third explosion of a thermo-
nuclear bomb, China has posed a
threat to humanity and the world,
and particularly to India,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: All that
been said, What is your question.

Shri P. Venkatasabbaiah: May 1
know whether, when our territorial
integrity is challenged and when oqur
sovereignty is jeopardised, the Gov-
ernment will be able to assure the
public, the people of India, that with-
in a reasonable time we will be able
to make the bomb so as to give an
effective reply to China, whether we
have al! the technical know-how in
our possession, whether they are in
a position to tell us that within a
short time we will be able to manu-
facture the bomb?

has

Shri Swaram Singh: I have already
said that every attention is being de-
voted to develop our nuclear capa-
city for peaceful purposes.

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): When
this first explosion of the Chinese
bomb took place, our late Prime
Minister, Shastri, suggested a nuclear
umbrella to be jointly assured by
Soviet Russia and America, but some-
how or other that idea has zone down
the sea of oblivion even without a
bubble, and if the recent statement of
Mr, McNamara is to be believed,
then China is going to have medium
range missiles on an  operational
stage by 1967 and inter-continental
ballistic missiles by 1975. The menace
is growing. In the context of that, may
I know whether the hon. Prime
Minister is in a position to assure us
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tell us if she has tried to mobilise
world opinion against Chinese nuclear
threat, and whether she has made any
attempt towards total banning of
these nuclear explosions?

Shrimati Indira Gandhi: | have
made no personal attempts at any of
these things. Efforts in this direction
are being made through the United
Nations  Disarmament Commission
and the Eighteen Natlon Disarma-
ment Committee.

Earlier on somebody asked whether
our scientists were the first to discover
to have the news. Perhaps hon. Mem~
bers are aware that the Chinese
themselves were the first to announce
this. 1

Shri Hem Barua: My question has
not been replied to. 1 wanted to know
from her it she can assure us and the
unborn generations against possible
Chinese nuclear threat,
| Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Through the
United Nations . Disarmament Com-
mission and the Eighteen Nation
Disarmamnet Commitiee world opi-
nion is being mobilised.

Shri Swell: The President of one
of the non-aligned countries to which
the hon. Minister for External Affairs
referred, President Nasser of the Unit-
¢4 Arab Republic, is reported to have
stated that the Aab countries would
procure nuclear weapons to counter
balance the development of nuclear
weaponery in Israel, their traditional
enemy,

Now, in the statement reiterating
the policy of this government against
the development of nuclear power
for offen<ive purposes, the Minister
haz added a note that the defence of
the territorial integrity of this country
is of paramount imporiance. May I
ask him how he proposes to defend
the territorial integrity of this country
agninst the Chinese nuclear blast?
Will he spell it out or the benefit of
this House and the country?

Shri D, C, Sharma: By stalements.
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Shri Swaran Singh: It has already
been replied to by the Prime Minister.
Bhrl Swell: They have no Answer.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: 14 hag been
answered more than once.

ot wy fomd ;. AqgE e A
# o #w # gy qufy ow W
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T @ e § W § & aiw a@ e
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woere & ag arae wrger §ofeodir
"R e WM & et gk faee
st ®r wred arr faar ¥ o g
aw & wfer gigard & fmio &
are # WY g o et Y s &
wrTa giem & fa sfrere v frar g ?
wmifs a7 & 9@ Wi gy
wroifa gheare g mg | are & = oty
frda & om ) wiw A A A A o
HATERT AT TA7 97 THE FAT FEAere
74 & wre w7 fegr) W oA
oorferw gferdt b dam & oat &
#fer oy
sar # T wifgd fe @ ot o g
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# ford Ay 2 w1 T T W A
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o7 IW w7 7 grary & & e
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& faq  dqwr g W F www e
oaer fear b am Tt gwg & avoifaw
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Shri Swaran Singh: There are two
parts, We do not consider that in the
United Nations those countries which
do not possess the veto are achuth, or
untouchables, in the words of Mr.
Limaye. He should not have used
this expression, particalary in the
light of the manner in which we are
trying to approach this problem of
untouchability,

sit g faRa  wiOd wEATET S
w1 wre frar @ o

Shri Swaran Singh: There are
countries; all the countries are equal;
all countries cannot have the veto
power, and, (Interruption) in the
United Nations charter. there are
more than 100 countries who have not
got the veto power—but I cannot accept
that any country which has not got
the veto power in Security Council
is an untouchable or in anyway in-
ferior.
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Shri Swaran Singh: The issueg of
peace and war cannot be decided by
1hu type of action; we must remem-

1He"  essential nh:!mpfry
behind the veto—we may not' accept it
but that was the philosophy when
the charter was actually framed—
Wik That i you' try’ to: impose: on these
bi powers any devision: which is not
acceptable to them, and the decision
relates to peace or war, then vou are

The second question was, since the
explosion has taken place in. that part
of China which is nearer the Sowiet
Umion, have the Soviet Union given
any publie reaction to this explosion.
I am not aware of the Soviet Union
having given any public reaction
aboud. this explosion.

oft vy fomir :  foray faewre a7
T wE a% sAT a1t § s oanfear
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3
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wiz gf § vt mfeedt a1 frfrr el
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e WEEY, RRTEN ATHIT WT FRAT
g fs aregred aw farwre gro 9
F qTATAT WY WAL HEAT w6 gEANA
fat g, A1 74T THA W TIHIT FT AEX
§ fw sowre & A, FET § A
AT WT AT H AR I F Avaed
H oww gmmx oAt # 7 Wl (@)
gaT ¥ Amq
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it fiwrr qemmaw (%) fw o Wt
s &1 wier  ag wifew o ddifioe
fawry 97 1 manfTA & A7 S & ghefre
fawra &7 wiea & wrarfs faws &
femar w% B, T gemea T
ot uRer gy fewr ¥own ?

Shri Swaran Singh: About the firet
part, our policy has not changed
About the second part, T could not
follow, in gpite of my best effort to
catch it, what he was trying to say.
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it fuwerey oo - s o oorfas
nfer = 't wrfow wafy 9 s
fasm & F97 grnfer 20w A
w1f wearea faar ¢ fr S & wharfos
fawrr  witv WA & ovfe frem
7 ol faaq W% 27
Shri Swaran Singh: I think on this

question of industrial development, a
comparison between the Chinese
development and [ndian development,
I think the Planning Minister will be
the more appropriate Minister to
arswer that.

st g fewa o mrnr wear
wifgr | faxw Aify da sAdEw ¢
Weqy HEIEA, Wa7 54 Arafas A
Ft wrwrd ag af TaR Ay fade
Arfr da = ¢

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad: Since gne
of the assessmenty of the western
military gxperty that China will ex-
plode a thermo-nuclear ‘bomb has
eome rue, may | know whether Gov-
ernment have gol any assessment of
the other remarks, that they have
perfected a  delivery system or are
making serious effort to make a deli-
very system perfeel, and that they
will be able to hit 2,000 miles by their
missiles by 1975, and will be able to
hit 500 miles by missiles by 1967—that
means only next year? Now that the
seat of non-aligned power, the pillar
of non-aligned power, Mr. Nasser, has
this morning expressed that Arab
countries also need hydrogen bomb,
may I know how—I would like the
Prime Minister, the Defence Minister
or the Foreign Minister—to reply—
the Government propose to defend
the sovereignty and integrity of this
eountry against such developments?
Have they got any alternative or is
“Ahimsa Paramo Dharma” the only
slogan they can offer?

Shri Swaran Singh: We have infor-
mation that the Chinese are going
ahead with their missile programme
also. Put the threat to us can be
without those missiles. because our
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territory 18 adjoining their territory.
The Chinese threat is real even if the
Chinese do not go ahead fast with
their missile programme. About the
majn question, the same gquéstion is
put in another form. The Prime
Minister has already given the ans-
Wer.

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad: The ope-
rative part of my question has not
been answered. We want to know
how the Government propose to de-
fend this country against such deve-
lopments.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The Prime
Minister has given the answer,

'
lae. =n

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad: No, Sir; we
would like to have the answer,
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: He can see
the record. '

Shri Bagwat Jha Axad: I want the
answer from the Foreign Minister,
Could you understand yourself what
the answer was?

Mr, Deputy-Speaker; Mr. Pant.

Shri K. C. Pant (Nainital): 1In this
statement, the Foreign Minister laid
great stress on nuclear disarmament
and non-proliferation. While agree-
ing with him that this is a laudable
objective, may 1 ask him whether the
Government consider it realistic to
expect a  non-proliferation  treaty,
which imposes a balance of obligations
on nuclear and non-nuclear powers,
to emerge from the talks that are now
going on, unless China can be made to
fall in line with the terms of that
treaty? While these talks are going
on, there are signs of accelerated
tendency towards proliferation, to
which reference has been made by Mr.
Azad and Dr. Swell, In view of these
developments, may I know if the
Government is contemplating speed-
ing up the technological preparations
that are going on in this country to-
wards the acquiring knowledge of how
to make nuclear bombs?

MAY 10,
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: That has been
answered.

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad: No, Sir,
We strongly protest against this, It
has not been answered. Have youw
understood the answer yourself? Wil
you kindly tell us what was the ans-
wer?

Shri K. C. Pant: May 1 submit with
all respect that I have brought out one
point which has not been referred to
by any earlier speaker? Perhaps the
Foreign Minister may be able to throw
some light on that.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: What is that
point*

Shri K, C. Pant: Regarding the
non-proliferation treaty and accelerat-
ed tenden.y towards proliferation and
the Government's reaction thereto.
These are the two specific points.

Shri Swaran Singh: It is no doubt
correct that the actual finalisationof a
non-proliferation treaty is a very very
difficult task and I share the concern
expressed by the hon. Member that
very serious efforts will have to be
directed by the world community te
bring about a non-proliferation treaty.
But the stage has not yet been reach-
ed when we can say that there is
absolutely no hope for a non-prolife-
ration treaty. Therefore, the efforts
that are being made in Geneva and in
the United Nations should continue.

So far as the gevelopment of our
technology is concerned, I agree that
every effort should be made to step up
our technological know-how and our

techniques.

Shri Joachim Alva: Sir, the Chinese
nuclear blackmailing or no blackmail-
ing by which South-East Asia and
Asia including India are being pres-
surised, may I koaw whether it is not
the continuous, unflinching gnd declar-
ed policy of the Government of India
not to manufacture bombs in accord-
ance with Mahatma Gandhi's policy.
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(Interruptions). Mahatma  Gandhi
massively and substantially liberated
this land and he stuck to the policy
of non-violence, That policy was
nobly enshrinegd by Jawaharlal Nehru
and Lal Bahadur Shastri. We being
the makerg of that policy cannot easily
give it up. Is it not the policy of the
Government of India to adhere to that
policy, though our scientists are cap-
able of delivering the goods and they
are held back because of our own
policy? And, the Chinese shall not
use the bomb inasmuch ps Hitler did
not release the ABC weapons of war-
fare, atomic, bacteriological and che-
mical. I want to know whether it is
still the declared policy of the Gov-
ernment not to  manufacture the
bomb?

Shri Swaran Singh: I do not think
any reply is called for.

oft v\ (wgEAT) W aw
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FET A wE T A It w
I 0 WA gu f aoerT & qg e
s g fe w0 mORTT ww oA
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wop aw 1 fawior At w4

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Let us take up
the Half-hour-discussion,

*Half-An-Hour Discussion.
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17.22 hrs.

EMPLOYEES* OF INDIAN AGRICUL-
TURAL RESEARCH INSTITUTE

The Minister of Food, Agriculiure,
Community Developmen: and Coope-
ration (Shri C. Subramaniam): Sir,
betore the hen,  Member begins the
discussion, I would like to remind him
thal this very maitter is before the
High Court now and, therefore, | do
not think the hon. Member should go
into the merits of the case.

Shri K. N. Pande (Hata): I am not
going to cover those points.
Mr, Deputly-Speaker: The subject

1= sub judice.

Shri K. N, Pande: W¢ huve tuken
a separate issue before the High Court,
Thig is such an important issue that if
it is not properly dealt it will affect
the services of 30,000 employees.

Sir, on 22nd March, 1966, to a ques-
tion whether the employees of the
IARI ang its branches have been given
notices about the termination of their
services if they do not resign their
posts and join again afresh with the
ICAR, and whether if they join the
ICAR they will have their services
and other benefits as they used to en-
joy while they were in IARL

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: This very
question is now before the High Court.

Shri K. N, Pande: That js not 8o.

Shri C. Subramaniam: [t is so.

Shri K. N. Pande: It is not e0,
Mr. Depuly-Speaker: When the
Minister says it is so. . ...

Shri K, N, Pande: Unless you hear
What I am going to say, how can you
decide.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The maller is
sub judice; we cannot discuss it.




