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June 13, 1974. 

Tbe eupho~ll. ~t charac~·rized the respon&e of the 
Indian Fubl ic to the May 18 nutl ear explos io~ ha• be6~ 
e· ertak~n by uace rtainty &bout the relationship be~~een 
nuclear ~xploaion• end develo~nt needs and about the 
4ur&bllity o! I .ndia' a proclai.Jiltd e t a t u• ae a non .. weapone 
nucl~a r a~te. These doubts a•y d r.:l a y t .twt Ca ndf_,l govern­
~nt' 3 d~iaton on the futur~ le~e:opmcnt of India'& 
nuclear p r ogr &m. 

Al l o ! I ndia' • ~jor pol i ti­
~~~ the explosion in the 

~\e prees initially accepted 
at f•ce vaiu• tr~ 9ov6c~n t • t4ta~nt~ ~~t :n~13 h~~ no 
iotentton of deYeloping its nuclear capobil ity Cor mi litary 
u.eew. 

In addition t o tz1e putative t eehnoloqic a l and develop­
~t qainc, the p~e•• and public clted other advantages of 
the n~lear exploa i on• 

--greater r eapect abro•d tor I nd i a ' • powert 

--an oppor tunity to correct th~ 1nequ1t1e • ~! the 
Non-Proliterction Treaty (NPT) and t o i nduce other 
etate• t o give 9reater conaidecation to Indi~ ' • 
eta~ on di••~ntJ 

--proof that India co~ld &: hieve re•ul t • by or9aniz­
in9 1t • r~aourcca eftlciently. 

The pr~•• qenerally discounted t orei9n chargee tha t the 
e%plosion was t1Jned for Mrs. Gandhi 'a poli t:1c'll benefit. It 
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•r9Ued that t.he decision had been made tll.ree years befo re 
and tba~ t~ b l aat woul d hAve ~n ot qreet~r poli tic~l 
t r.p.et in th~ pre-~lec~ion year ot 197S. 

~~!~ ~~~ r~;~~ 1~i l~ ~~d~~ ~he cx~!o:J c~. ~ct 
other Adito ria li$ta clearly pred!cated thei r pra ise of th~ 
a chicV'f!:llle'nt on qovernP~ent e:aeura.nces o f peaceful i ntent . 
'rtH~·H writ·er• conqnde-d t ha t a.ny effort to develop • nuc lf!ar 
detf!rrent 'WOuld be Cl a i ap lac eU priority a nd a betrt.)•al o f 
t.h.e na tion' a idel•l• . 

Skf!ntic !so About Peacc ,~ul Uses. "~ the i nitial e)Cc ite­
-.nt d13$ i ~:id, the l ro~t-pa9e eccouftt .s o ( th~ nuc lear 
exploaion we re repl aced by t he cuet004ry t tor i e~ about f ood 
ahort •9es. hiqh prices, and labor And pol i tical unrest . 
lncreasi"91y, t he elite aectio"• o f Indian society ~aniiested 
•kepticisa, defen~ iven•es, and • ppreheosion chot ttm~red 
their li ngerin9 pri de over t ndia'• entry into t he nuclear 
er\~ Still . C~ voice• ee~ that o! ~he preatigious Condhi 
Pe4c~ For~~ vhich te~ the blo~t • a cruel joke.• 

~e Con9 r~ss ~ told ~·••Y N~ Delh i that he did not 
t&~e very serio usly the 9overnment•s c laims about tho exclu­
• i •e ly pc•c~iul purpdaee of th~ eT.pJo~ion. end he s peculated 
t ha t !!'lOSt oC h l a CO] l~t"aques aha red hh pr iva te akepticiflm~ 
Hilltery oftlcera at ihe National Defense Colleqe ekpreeaed 
cert~ lnty th~t Indla ~uld de~lop a ~~apons capabilit y. ~n 
oC flci~l ot the Minl•try of £xle r na l ACfal rs. Wh ile acknovl­
ed9ing that nue lear explo•iona had few pe~cetul U"Od, wo rried 
that lndia't eredibility would ~ e roded 1! no euch usea 
wer-e found. 

X. Subr£hmany•"• Direc .or oC the lnetltute for De!ena~ 
Studlea and ~nelyae8, all~9~ that no ~~cetul use• we r• 
cona tdered poetible befo~ 19~0, •~d th~t the~• wae a tacit 
aa~tu:r.~ption a:nonq 1\.Any Indi ana th a t t l1e govern11\ent ' a assertion s 
wer-e ~erely A p~llc relation• s tand. Therefor~ , he ~rqued, 
the e ros ion of lndj~• • c redibi l ity a i qht prove to he more 
ha~ful thAn a declared n~cle~r ~c~pons po licy. 

:::;~~3--':::=T-:.-::;~,;;~~:f~"::':t::OI~oc=n. Sor-~e I nd 1 an journa-
aqft n•t ronoune q YeApone !or a) l t1Mo to cone • . 

Th• PfittS ta predl C"tin<J tha t public p r oai'Ure for .... e'Dpont wil l 
d~pend on Pekin9 and Islamabad . In a~d!tl~ . ecrtftin journa­
lists warned that the eC!or-t• of eid donor s to •pun t a~~ the 
India n Gove~nt would • trenqthen the pos i tion of the dooe•tlc 
chauvlni~t~ . 7he riqht•vin9 Hindu revl va li e t party. J ftna Sanqh, 
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cba.c9ed tha t P!ra. ~hi • • s-t:atements were nf'!i ther c red i ble 
nor in keepir.q v ith the country' s i nteres ts and rei terated 
it. ~nd th4t the 9<YJ~rnaent develop n uc lear veapons. 

Tbe focus of concern to~ those who urge~ cons ideration 
o f the ~eapon~ optiGn va• Pakistan . In t he con~ext of l ndia's 
9 radual l y i~ro·,ln9 rf!lo.tlon• • it.h tl":a t country. the t!!x-plo­
•ion-- in the vo~• o! a s enior o!f icia l --~ eoul~ not hav& 
co.e • t • vorse t it~~e .. • One GOl lDVI i.st a.rqur-1! that no r eepon­
li~ lc 90~~~~nt in K~ Delhi could conte~plate nuclea r 
bla c baail a 9 a i r.st. ~slamal:u\d "'ithout Clrst r.~.akinq su r e of ) tc 
ability to deal v lth a COW'Iteretrike !roe. China . But another 
contended th~t India '• exp los ion ~~ld ind ue~ Pa~istan to 
de.e l op its own nuclear ~•pon• capa~illty, ~nd, a ho uld Indi a 
adhere to :.t a peac e-ful rr•ao lve, it would then be e ven vors e 
ot t as a non-weapons nuclear power than be fore a~ a non­
nue:ear powe~~ Aceordin9 to thie ar~ument . the qovern~nt 
should nov move t o ea~blJeh a credible d~terrent in t he 
e.xpeet:a tion tha t a '"'balance of' t~rror• on the s ubcontinen t 
wo~ld -.~e var less like ly. 

Cost• o f Futur~ T~attnq. ~e press clcerl~ felt thot 
the decla 1on to develop a weapons c apabilicy h inqed not on inO•••• ~-~:~~~~ ~!l!ty to d o so but on ccono~ic and 
poll tl cA t con , lderatlo~ a . ~ f nund t~se fnctor~ ~iqhi"q 
aqa lnse s uch a dec ision: the ec~nomic end t~chnoloqic3 l 
r eaourcet n~ce ss~ ry to achieve a nd n a !nte in ~ veapon~ Ryst~m 
were no t available in the absence o f a ny 3 tr~teqic compulsion. 

on ~~e o ~her ht nd, moa t c~ntatOr9 felt that the co s t a 
o f deV@lopi nq the t.chnolOqy requ i t ed Cor the ! i rst deton ~ t ion 
wer·e juati ! ! od in vlew o t the potentia l economic a nd t<~!<:hno­
l oq lcal ~n~Clta . Predictably, th~ aa~e !~w n~•p•pe=s vhich 
initially had que•tioned tndla'l nuclea r proq~am on the 
qround• o f econOMic prioritie a wer~ qulc~ to det~nd Ind i a 
aqalnat f oreiqn critic • who challen~ed t he r i9ht of a poor 
country to de.elop n ucl e•r devic~a . 

Jndla and the NPT. IC there \ollllll no l'or ro"' J.n Ind i a 
about ihe it~act ol the explo•ion ' A the ~PT, there vas 
1tronq aentinent for a dip!~ft t lc o!tort ~o f ashion a n~ 
1nte~ttonal policy t oward nuclear proltfera~ton~ I nd i An 
opin ion qen~ rally r~ ject~ th~ cont~ntlo~ th4t I ndia ~d 
OJM'ned ti•e ! lood9atea o f nuclear proli.tt"rll t ion. on q r cunc.te 
th• t other non-nucl••r countrie' woul d need no eneouraq~~en t 
l~ Ind i a t o Cultill their ~ 1li tary ~mb1tlon s , 

Se~r•l c~ntatora noted the ne~ for lnt erna t iontl 
r • eoqnition of a nev cateqory o! nuc lea r•ca~~b lo , but. non-
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~pons 3t• : es . On~ arqued. that. India could e:ont.ribu.te to 
noa-prolite:ration by forc]Oin9·--and thu_s de-empha!Sizin9--t.he 
natioJUl presti9e of nuc:le&r wea.p:tns. SOft'll!! fore s aw an JncUa n 
diploaatic effort to shift the accent to peaceful use• of 
nuclear )lOW!r an., thus fore:• t.i\e superpcwrs into serioua 
negoti~tions at the ~ne~ diaa~anent ~onfer~nc~. 

p-ub! ' c ra:eact on s:t:ur-e ~sione. 'l.';le elite sectora 
of publ~e op~nton cleai y hov~v~ lrom their initial 
eup~oria toward ref l~ction on the strate9ie uncertainti••• 
~conomie burdens~ and diplomatic responeibilitiea of nuclear 
atatus. On the basis ot reactions thus far. however. the 
qov~r~nt s till enjoy• a coneen• us in favor n f continued 
te•t.inq and f urther deYelopt:~ent. But a. portion of th1s 
aupport is predicated on the continu~d edherence to non-mili­
tary ~,plieations, and a government deci&ion tor a weo pona 
pr09ram would ~et mu~h qreater int~rnal opposition--on moral 
M d e~onOI"ic grou.nda--tba.n did the '"p.eacefuJ. banq. • 

On the other hand, a small, voca l s~~~nt of the Indi an 
P\lblic con t in•H!S to ad.voeate o ueapons proqram, and troie senti­
ment would increase r apidly if Pakistan were to expand its 
own nucleAr proqram. Moreover, there ia a siqnlficant ~roup 
of politic1.ans~ ofU~ial.s, and. jo•1rnalists who ha1.•t been 
ftkeptic&l of the 9ov•.r1'\!l\-en t' • inten t-ion or •b111ty to for 90 
~pons. De•pit~ thei~ t~lk of disar~~ment opportunitiee an~ 
a speelal non-weapons statue , many of these akeptiea appear 
quietl1· r-esigned to a t'ull-!ledqed r.ue le3r statue for India.. 

Doeestl~ reaction to date a lao indic•.~es that efforts by 
a id donor3 La • puniah• India or retard i ts nuclear c~velopm~n t 
would tend to s tren9then p~lic • upport for future nuclear 
teats. Conversely. if international reacti~n to India 'e nu­
cl~•r te1tin9 continues to be rela tively restrain~d. • •••rtiont 
ot nation'lliati~ pride eventually rMY qive vay to qreatc.~ eon­
cern about lnd~• · • •conomic pr ioritle• and ul~ imate strateqi~ 
int•ntiona. tn thlt latte~ c eae , as teatin9 continuet , tho 
qo~errunent ~t~~ay find itself f o rced into a p·lbll<: account inCJ of 
the practica l applica blllty--peaceful or mil itary--of ito 
nuclear proqram~ ~lle it would reee. ve general support for 
tur~r ·~acefut • tttatlll, • \lch tes t a • oul d sharpen the debaU 
over the vee pons i taue and t.hut r e4ur• the 9'0vcrnment ' • flexi­
bility i n Ma int~lnin9 a non-weapons option. 

Prepar~ by R. H. Donald• on 
x21382 
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